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Monday, 7 March 2005 
————— 

The SPEAKER (Hon. David Hawker) 
took the chair at 12.30 p.m. and read prayers. 

COMMITTEES 
Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade 

Committee 
Report 

Mr BAIRD (Cook) (12.31 p.m.)—On be-
half of the Joint Standing Committee on For-
eign Affairs, Defence and Trade, I present 
the committee’s report on the inquiry into 
Australia’s trade and investment relations 
with the Gulf States, together with evidence 
received by the committee. 

Ordered that the report be made a parlia-
mentary paper.  

Mr BAIRD—As Chair of the Trade Sub-
committee of the Joint Standing Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, Defence and Trade, I 
present this report entitled Expanding Aus-
tralia’s trade and investment relations with 
the Gulf States. It is a report that you would 
be familiar with, Mr Speaker, having been 
part of that very esteemed delegation. The 
report is the product of an inquiry conducted 
by the trade subcommittee through 2003-04. 
It follows a report of the delegation’s visit to 
the region which was tabled on 21 June 
2004. The terms of reference for the inquiry 
were referred to the committee by the Minis-
ter for Trade on 14 August 2003. 

Over the last decade Australia’s exports to 
the Middle East have been growing dramati-
cally. Traditionally a strong primary pro-
ducer export destination, Australia’s exports 
of elaborately transformed manufactures to 
the Gulf grew significantly in the 1990s. 
Australian produced cars are one outstanding 
example. It is quite common in visiting the 
Middle East to find cars that have been re-
badged from Commodores, which we have 
here in Australia, to Chevrolets. One of the 

key features of our visit was noticing the 
extent to which Australian car exports had 
been successful in the gulf. 

The dramatic growth in Australia’s ex-
ports to the gulf has created fresh interest in 
the region. Consequently, in mid-2003, the 
Trade Subcommittee of the Joint Standing 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, Defence and 
Trade decided to inquire into Australia’s 
trade and investment relations with the Gulf 
States, to better understand the reasons for 
success and how Australia might build on its 
achievements in the region. During the 
course of the inquiry a delegation of commit-
tee members travelled to the region and later 
tabled a visit report in June 2004. 

The committee found that the Gulf States’ 
special role within the world economy, in 
combination with their young population, 
has placed them in a unique position. In fact, 
as you would be aware, Mr Speaker, Dubai is 
now one of the fastest growing cities in the 
world. We have seen a phenomenal growth 
rate in areas such as Shanghai but Dubai is 
rivalling it. We have about 22 per cent of the 
population of the Emirates; the rest are 
drawn from all over the world. There are 
some 5,000 Australians in Dubai alone. 

The committee believes that resource 
wealth and young populations are the twin 
drivers of development of the Gulf States. To 
accommodate these large young majorities, 
gulf governments have committed to rapid 
economic development. In some areas of 
these countries we discovered that 70 per 
cent of the population is under 30. Of course 
we would like to have some of those demo-
graphics in Australia. There are incredible 
growth rates and incredible youth demo-
graphics. The governments are committed to 
providing employment opportunities for their 
young populations and therefore stability and 
prosperity in the longer term. Unlike many 
other countries, however, the Gulf States 
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have the financial means to fully fund such 
rapid development. This is partly driven by 
the oil revenues which have been flowing 
significantly for some time. As part of the 
stimulus of places such as Dubai, as oil reve-
nues for the Dubai area of the Emirates are 
being depleted, the Emirates is looking for a 
new orientation, including the development 
of Emirates airlines and the development of 
Dubai as a tourist destination. 

In light of the dramatic growth of the re-
gion and the development plans of gulf gov-
ernments, the committee found several sec-
tors to be particularly promising for Austra-
lia. These include building and construc-
tion—many high-rise developments are tak-
ing place, including those using the major 
Australian company, Multiplex, in the con-
struction of some of the buildings which are 
40-plus storeys tall—engineering and related 
consulting; agriculture, including food and 
beverages; health care and pharmaceutical 
services; education and training; tourism and 
tourism training; a large range of consum-
ables; information and communication tech-
nology products and services; and financial 
services. (Extension of time granted) They 
are part of the recommendations that we 
have developed from that visit. In addressing 
obstacles to the growth of Australia’s trade 
and investment relations with the region, this 
report makes 10 recommendations. The rec-
ommendations can be divided into two cate-
gories: those relating to government policy 
and those relating to the deployment of gov-
ernment resources. 

In the first category, the committee rec-
ommends a range of measures to improve the 
trade and investment environment between 
Australia and the Gulf States. These include 
arranging strategic high-level visits to the 
region by Australian government and indus-
try. The response to our committee’s visit 
was such that we were encouraged to see 
other missions coming through the region. 

Some significant visits by key ministers to 
the area would encourage our overall trade 
and investment agenda. We know that the 
Minister for Trade has been there several 
times and was well received. 

The first category of measures also rec-
ommends the pursuit of memoranda of un-
derstanding and other arrangements to create 
predictability and stability in the trading rela-
tionships and the holding of high level sym-
posia with Iran to develop potential in key 
sectors. This was at their encouragement as 
they felt that they would have much to learn 
from Australia in dry land farming and many 
of our agricultural techniques. It is very in-
teresting that the man in charge of a key area 
of the agriculture ministry actually did his 
PhD training in Australia. He wanted to initi-
ate such symposia so that we could learn 
from one another in the development of dry 
land farming in particular. That is obviously 
a key part of our recommendation. 

A further recommendation was the inves-
tigation of defence export related opportuni-
ties in the region. I recall that there was the 
opportunity in Kuwait to talk about our ex-
ports of defence patrol boats into Yemen. In 
the discussions in Kuwait, there was a lot of 
interest from the Minister for Defence in 
investigating the availability of supplies from 
Australia. 

The committee also recommends that the 
government re-examine its interpretation of 
section 23AF of the Income Tax Assessment 
Act with regard to tax exemptions for in-
come earned overseas. This, of course, re-
lates to all those many Australians in works 
throughout the gulf area, particularly in 
Saudi Arabia, where their tax exempt status 
is being brought into question. The commit-
tee believes the advantages and disadvan-
tages of the 2002 change in interpretation 
need to be examined more closely and need 
to be more exhaustively weighed up. We 
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believe there are considerable advantages in 
having a number of Australians working in 
this area in terms of their potential to order 
Australian equipment and supplies and to 
bring in other Australians and develop a 
close relationship that can lead into tourism 
and other joint ventures. 

In the second category of recommenda-
tions, the committee recommends a number 
of changes to strategically position Australia 
in the region in order to capitalise on avail-
able opportunities. These include a realign-
ment of trade representation in Kuwait and 
Bahrain, which sees a strengthening of our 
trade position in Kuwait and the presence of 
representation in Bahrain. Gulf Air high-
lighted the fact that it was difficult to service 
the number of people travelling through the 
area without an effective representation in 
Bahrain. A further recommendation is in-
creased DIMIA representation across the 
region for faster visa processing. The com-
plaints that it was taking up to 10 days for 
visas to be processed obviously retard the 
amount of tourism business when visas for 
travel to European countries can be given 
instantly. 

Lastly, the committee recommended that 
consideration be given to placing representa-
tion in the region for the Australian Tourist 
Commission and Invest Australia. There is a 
large interest from people in the Gulf States 
in coming to Australia—at this stage particu-
larly to the Gold Coast but, on a wider basis, 
to the whole of Australia—and we need to 
encourage that with greater representation 
and greater advertising by Tourism Australia. 
In conclusion, the committee believes 
strongly that there is no time like the present 
to be pursuing export and investment oppor-
tunities in the Gulf region. The window of 
opportunity is open, and Australia is well 
placed to build on its successes in the region 
and make the most of new opportunities. I 
commend this report to the House. 

The SPEAKER—Order! The time allot-
ted for this debate has expired. Does the 
member for Cook wish to move a motion in 
connection with the report to enable it to be 
debated on a future occasion? 

Mr BAIRD (Cook) (12.41 p.m.)—I 
move: 

That the House take note of the report 

I seek leave to continue my remarks later. 

Leave granted. 

The SPEAKER—In accordance with 
standing order 39, the debate is adjourned. 
The resumption of the debate will be made 
an order of the day for the next sitting and 
the member will have leave to continue 
speaking when the debate is resumed. 

Health and Ageing Committee 
Report 

Mr SOMLYAY (Fairfax) (12.42 p.m.)—
On behalf of the Standing Committee on 
Health and Ageing I present the committee’s 
report entitled Future ageing: Report on a 
draft report of the 40th Parliament: Inquiry 
into long-term strategies to address the age-
ing of the Australian population over the 
next 40 years, together with the minutes of 
proceedings. 

Ordered that the report be made a parlia-
mentary paper. 

Mr SOMLYAY—Mr Speaker, on behalf 
of the Standing Committee on Health and 
Ageing, I would like to make some brief 
comments on the report I have just tabled. 
This report concerns long-term strategies to 
address the ageing of the Australian popula-
tion over the next 40 years. In the 40th Par-
liament, the House of Representatives Stand-
ing Committee on Ageing prepared a draft 
report. The election was called in 2004 be-
fore the report was completed for tabling. In 
this 41st Parliament, the newly formed 
House of Representatives Standing Commit-
tee on Health and Ageing resolved to table 
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the draft report from the inquiry without 
amendment or reopening the inquiry. Conse-
quently, recommendations are not made in 
this publication, and thus a government re-
sponse is not anticipated. To aid readers and 
future researchers, the committee inquiry 
process details are summarised and some 
conclusions are shared. 

During the 40th Parliament inquiry a total 
of 192 submissions and 88 exhibits were 
received. The committee held 18 public hear-
ings across the country—in Adelaide, Alice 
Springs, Brisbane, Broken Hill, Canberra, 
the Central Coast, Coffs Harbour, Darwin, 
Dubbo, Lake Macquarie, Melbourne, Perth, 
Sydney, and Western Sydney—and under-
took six site inspections to aged care facili-
ties, a respite centre, the University of the 
Third Age, and four organisations at Tullam-
ore, New South Wales involved in work with 
aged people. From the public hearing pro-
gram, the committee took evidence from 100 
witnesses representing 88 organisations or 
themselves. To maximise community oppor-
tunities for contributions to the inquiry, the 
committee also held six community forums 
associated with five of the public hearings—
at the Gold Coast, Norah Head, Charlestown, 
Coffs Harbour, Alice Springs and Broken 
Hill. A total of 127 statements were made. 
The committee also received 17 private 
briefings. A report was drafted. 

Since the report was drafted last parlia-
ment and the election announced in August 
2004, there have been a number of govern-
ment policy announcements. The new com-
mittee acknowledges that these initiatives 
might supersede some of the conclusions 
made in the earlier draft inquiry report. 
These are detailed in my foreword to the re-
port, together with government announce-
ments made in the Governor-General’s 
speech at the opening of the parliament.  

You would all agree that parliamentary 
committee members are challenged through-
out an inquiry process, balancing electorate 
demands with burning parliamentary com-
mittee inquiry processes. Also, the work of 
many staff on the committee secretariat is 
acknowledged. It is evident that the previous 
committee members were committed to pro-
ducing outcomes to vexed issues that all 
Australians will eventually face in the future. 
Thus, central to future progress is the need to 
make public their pertinent explorations. My 
committee in the 41st Parliament considers it 
important to share with the community the 
collective evidence, developments and con-
clusions of the previous committee in the 
40th Parliament. I commend the draft report 
and research deliberations to the House. 

Ms HALL (Shortland) (12.45 p.m.)—I 
rise today with a feeling of disappointment 
and sadness at the tabling of the draft report 
entitled Future ageing. The report does not 
include specific recommendations and it has 
been tabled without the scrutiny of either the 
previous House of Representative Standing 
Committee on Ageing or the current House 
of Representatives Standing Committee on 
Health and Ageing. The report tabled today 
was completed on the eve of the last federal 
election. With the dissolution of the parlia-
ment, the House of Representatives Standing 
Committee on Ageing was unable to con-
sider the report. 

The problems with this report were further 
compounded by changes of staff. This neces-
sitated the committee having to employ a 
person to write the report. Unfortunately, I 
believe the report was written by a person 
who had not been part of the inquiry. Conse-
quently, the report and its conclusions do not 
adequately address the issues raised; nor do 
they fully reflect the evidence that was re-
ceived by the committee. As the only mem-
ber of the previous committee who is a 
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member of the new committee, I must ex-
press my disappointment at this report. 

The committee received evidence on a 
wide range of issues. At the top of the list 
were issues relating to the frail aged, residen-
tial care, funding, red tape, the approval 
process, workers and training of staff. The 
committee looked at factors such as isola-
tion, planning, the approval process and the 
need for aged care to be person-centred as 
opposed to paper-centred. It looked at issues 
surrounding psycho-geriatric needs, waiting 
times, communication between acute care 
and residential care, and staff expertise. It 
looked at medical factors such as doctors and 
allied health. It also looked at the delivery of 
services to the community. The committee 
identified shortages and duplication. It 
looked at things like the Veterans Home Care 
program, HACC, and waiting times—issues 
that are very specific to rural, remote and 
regional areas. Service providers shared with 
the committee a number of issues that were 
of great concern to them. The committee 
looked at ACATs. Some very big issues here 
concerned access, equity and carers.  

In the area of income support, the issues 
of superannuation, taxation, poverty and 
pensions were discussed, along with a num-
ber of other related issues. A considerable 
amount of time was spent on mature age em-
ployment, looking at barriers and stereo-
types. There were some very good examples 
of this from organisations such as Westpac. 
The committee also heard of the many posi-
tive contributions that older people make to 
our community in relation to voluntary work, 
the economic advantages they provide to us 
and the benefits of an active aged population. 

As I mentioned, the greatest number of 
submissions addressed residential aged care, 
and I do not think that was reflected in the 
recommendations or the body of the report. 
The committee received overwhelming evi-

dence of a care sector that is drowning under 
red tape and bureaucracy. This was not ad-
dressed in the report. Unless the government 
does address this issue, there will be a nega-
tive impact on providers to provide aged care 
into the future. 

The report further demonstrated its inade-
quacy by highlighting nutrition while ignor-
ing issues surrounding medication. This was 
raised on numerous occasions and was of 
enormous concern to members on both sides 
of this House. The report also does not deal 
adequately with issues relating to work force 
shortages.  

We have before us today half a report. It is 
a report with no recommendations, yet the 
inquiry ran for the whole term of the last 
parliament. I would like to express my 
apologies to all those people who contributed 
to this inquiry. I learnt a lot from them and I 
intend to pursue the issues that they raised. 
The committee, as outlined by the chair of 
the new committee, received numerous sub-
missions and evidence from a variety of peo-
ple. (Time expired) 

The SPEAKER—Order! The time allot-
ted for this debate has expired. Does the 
member for Fairfax wish to move a motion 
in connection with the report to enable it to 
be debated on a future occasion? 

Mr SOMLYAY (Fairfax) (12.51 p.m.)—I 
move: 

That the House take note of the report. 

I seek leave to continue my remarks later. 

Leave granted. 

The SPEAKER—In accordance with 
standing order 39, the debate is adjourned. 
The resumption of the debate will be made 
an order of the day for the next sitting and 
the member will have leave to continue 
speaking when the debate is resumed. 
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ASIO, ASIS and DSD Committee 
Report 

Mr McARTHUR (Corangamite) (12.51 
p.m.)—I present the second report of the 
Parliamentary Joint Committee on ASIO, 
ASIS and DSD under section 102A of the 
Criminal Code Act 1995 entitled Review of 
the listing of six terrorist organisations. 

Ordered that the report be made a parlia-
mentary paper. 

Mr McARTHUR—Last June the com-
mittee presented its first report under this act: 
Review of the listing of the Palestinian Is-
lamic Jihad. In this report, the committee has 
reviewed the relisting of six organisations 
previously listed as terrorist organisations 
under part 5.3 of the Criminal Code as 
amended by the Security Legislation 
Amendment (Terrorism) Act 2002. Under 
that legislation, 13 groups were listed. All 
had previously been listed by the United Na-
tions Security Council. 

In its first report, the committee estab-
lished procedures for reviewing terrorist list-
ings. These procedures included following 
normal parliamentary practices in the com-
mittee’s reviews of the listings—advertising 
the inquiry, seeking submissions and holding 
hearings, albeit in camera. This procedure 
has been followed in this review. The com-
mittee received a number of submissions 
from members of the public for this inquiry, 
and it is grateful for these contributions to its 
deliberations. 

In addition, so that its review would be 
both meaningful and expeditious, the com-
mittee requested that the government accom-
pany its notification of a regulation with ad-
ditional explanatory information, including 
details of the required consultation between 
the government and the states and territories 
on the regulation; details on the consultations 
with the Department of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade on any foreign policy implications in 

relation to the listings; and details of the pro-
cedures followed in making the regulations. 

The committee was disappointed that the 
information supplied to it did not contain 
more substantial details of the consultations 
held between the Commonwealth and the 
states and territories. The time frame set for 
this process was so short that it rendered it 
almost impossible for the states and territo-
ries to make any response, as is their right. 

In their submission, the Attorney-
General’s Department informed the commit-
tee of dates when they had consulted with 
the department of foreign affairs but supplied 
no details of the department’s view. The de-
partment of foreign affairs itself appeared at 
the private hearing but gave no assessment 
on the specific listings either at the hearing 
or in the subsequent answers to questions on 
notice. In future it would be valuable for the 
committee to receive these details at the time 
it receives the submissions on the listings 
from the Attorney-General. 

The committee is grateful for the addi-
tional comments on ASIO’s evaluation proc-
esses. That is a valuable addition to its un-
derstanding of the methods by which ASIO 
selects organisations for listing. It is, how-
ever, not clear whether an organisation to be 
listed has to meet all the criteria or just one 
of them. Judging by the information supplied 
on the individual listings, it must be just one 
of them. If this is the case, then some of the 
criteria in ASIO’s list of factors for consid-
eration are so broad that they make the oth-
ers in the list meaningless. Nevertheless, the 
committee is pleased to see the inclusion of 
Australian links in the factors ASIO consid-
ers in evaluating organisations for listing. 
However, the committee would like to see 
this applied consistently. In this review, it 
was clear that the actual Australian links to 
some of the organisations were very tenuous 
or non-existent. 
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The committee wishes to reiterate that it is 
important to include an organisation’s links 
to Australia and Australians because, despite 
the lack of a legislative requirement for this, 
the listing will have little practical effect 
without it. Successful application of these 
powers under the geographical extraterritori-
ality provisions of the Criminal Code ap-
pears to be an unlikely prospect. Prosecution 
of Australians, or foreigners acting in Austra-
lia, has a greater prospect of success. There-
fore, emphasis on listing terrorist organisa-
tions which Australians support through fi-
nancial contributions, or by providing per-
sonnel, makes sense in the fight against in-
ternational terrorism. As well, listing those 
organisations that have a presence and opera-
tives in Australia, where there is an immedi-
acy of threat to the Australian community, 
also makes sense. 

The committee is also pleased to note that 
engagement in a peace process would be 
considered as a reason not to list an organisa-
tion. This makes some sense of what seemed 
to be inconsistencies in the application of the 
provision: some organisations, with a pres-
ence in Australia and listed by the UN as 
terrorist organisations, had not been pro-
scribed by this country, while others with no 
connection to Australia had been. (Extension 
of time granted) 

In reviews to date, the information, both 
on the processing of the regulations and on 
the listed entities themselves, could be 
deemed to be inadequate for the committee 
to judge the case for proscription with confi-
dence. It is of some concern to the committee 
that there does not appear to be clarity, co-
herence and consistency in the process. In 
this review there continued to be much de-
bate between the committee and government 
officials on these selection processes. It is 
hoped that this will be a continuing and con-
structive dialogue. However, taking all the 
abovementioned issues into consideration, 

the committee does not recommend to the 
parliament that any of these regulations be 
disallowed. I commend the report to the 
House. 

Mr KERR (Denison) (12.57 p.m.)—I am 
sure it is on behalf of all members that I pass 
on our hopes that the Chair of the Parliamen-
tary Joint Committee on ASIO, ASIS and 
DSD, the member for Fadden, makes a full 
recovery from whatever it is he has the leave 
of the House for. I, as the newest member of 
this committee, acknowledge that I am not in 
a position to do more than make some very 
brief comments in relation to the first report 
in which I participated. The committee has 
undertaken very careful examination of these 
listings. It has made two recommendations, 
the first being that where a listing is made 
there be an extensive public campaign to 
make certain the consequences of that listing 
are fully drawn to the attention of those who 
may be affected and the second being that we 
do not recommend disallowance of the rec-
ommendations on the six listings. 

The points that have been made very well 
by the member for Corangamite have con-
cerned committee members. I think every 
committee member would have some reser-
vations about aspects of the way in which 
these listings were completed. The consulta-
tion with the states plainly was not done in a 
timely and effective way. The consultations 
with the Department of Foreign Affairs and 
Trade were obviously done in a very tight 
time frame and the details of those consulta-
tions were made known to the committee 
only at a very late point in time. There do 
seem to be some quite striking inconsisten-
cies between public record information with 
reputable organisations like Jane’s and some 
of the information supplied to the committee, 
particularly relating to the armed Islamic 
group GIA. 
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We have drawn attention to all of those 
matters, and we would hope that, in future, 
such difficulties do not arise. We have indi-
cated that issues about proscription power 
will be considered again in 2007. We were 
not looking at whether proscription should 
exist or otherwise but looking at the specifics 
of these six listings. However, we do make 
the point in our report that there is a consid-
erable amount of substance to the critique 
that was made in a very thoughtful submis-
sion by Mr Patrick Emerton that the listing 
criteria does need to be clarified. We have 
made some suggestions in a direction that 
will assist in clarification to make sure that 
we focus on those organisations that present 
particular threats to Australia’s national stra-
tegic and security interests and do not extend 
into areas where we would not wish pro-
scription to exist—that is, recognised, for 
example, by ASIO in areas where organisa-
tions are resolving civil conflict and, more 
importantly, where they are also engaged in 
efforts to obtain peaceful resolutions to those 
civil conflicts. 

So there are some significant reservations 
about our conclusions that are noted in this 
report. The report should be read in full. 
Rather than simply being dealt with by the 
House as a two-paragraph set of recommen-
dations, we have treated our responsibilities 
seriously. As the committee says, the power 
to prosecute somebody as an associate in a 
democracy is difficult. It is antithetical to 
democratic principles and too abstract to al-
low for a successful prosecution in courts of 
law with traditions of expectations of con-
crete evidence for actions committed.  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Order! The time allotted for 
statements in this debate has expired. Does 
the member for Corangamite wish to move a 
motion in connection with the report to en-
able it to be debated on a future occasion? 

Mr McARTHUR (Corangamite) (1.02 
p.m.)—I move: 

That the House take note of the report. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER—In accor-
dance with standing order 39(c), the debate 
is adjourned. The resumption of the debate 
will be made an order of the day for the next 
sitting. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 
Maritime Salvage 

Mr MARTIN FERGUSON (Batman) 
(1.02 p.m.)—I move: 

That this House: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the integral role that maritime salvage 
plays in the safety of Australia’s mari-
ners; 

(b) the integral role that maritime salvage 
plays in the protection of Australia’s 
pristine marine environment; and 

(c) the recommendations of the House of 
Representatives Standing Committee on 
Transport and Regional Services in its 
report Ship Salvage tabled in the Par-
liament in June 2004; and 

(2) calls on the Government to: 

(a) urgently respond to the recommenda-
tions of the Ship Salvage report; 

(b) work with the industry and State Gov-
ernments to develop a long-term plan to 
ensure that the Australian maritime sec-
tor is protected through adequate sal-
vage capacity; and 

(c) fund an interim solution to ensure that 
adequate salvage capacity exists at Aus-
tralian ports. 

The issue of maritime salvage is an impor-
tant issue in terms of safety, security, envi-
ronmental protection and economic consid-
erations. In June last year, the House of Rep-
resentatives Standing Committee on Trans-
port and Regional Services tabled an impor-
tant report into the issue of ship salvage. This 
inquiry was undertaken in response to a Pro-



Monday, 7 March 2005 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 9 

CHAMBER 

ductivity Commission report which recom-
mended that the provision of salvage ser-
vices at Australian ports be opened up to 
market forces. Evidence presented to the 
committee suggested that such an arrange-
ment is likely to lead to an overall reduction 
in salvage capability. I believe that Australia 
cannot take that risk.  

The committee made a number of key 
recommendations. The problem is that the 
government has failed as yet to respond to 
the committee’s report, and I believe that the 
recommendations in the report must be taken 
up as a matter of urgency. Only last week, 
for example, the MSC Denisse was left drift-
ing near Christmas Island after engine trou-
ble. We were fortunate that two Navy frig-
ates were in the area and able to go to its aid 
until salvage vessels could be dispatched 
from Western Australia. The House should 
just imagine the consequences to Christmas 
Island and the marine environment—not to 
mention the safety of the crew—if no assis-
tance had been available to this vessel. We 
may well have found ourselves in the situa-
tion of having to rely on our nearest 
neighbour, Indonesia, for assistance. I think 
it is fair to say that the government has now 
commenced a process of working with the 
industry and the states to address the prob-
lem. It has announced an interim funding 
package to ensure that services remain in 
place at least for the next 12 months. It is 
therefore appropriate for the opposition this 
afternoon to call on the government to expe-
dite a long-term solution, as suggested by the 
problems related to the MSC Denisse near 
Christmas Island last week. 

Salvage operators require certainty. They 
must know what environment they are going 
to be operating in so that they can make ap-
propriate investment decisions as to the ves-
sels required for salvage activities. Further, 
the shipping industry must have certainty 
that there will be services available should 

they be required. Importantly, people work-
ing in this often dangerous industry must be 
confident that their safety and security is 
protected. Finally, the Australian people must 
be confident that our pristine Australian 
coastline is being protected and that any un-
foreseen incidents on the high seas will not 
result in unnecessary damage to our marine 
environment. Just imagine the consequences 
of a ship running aground near the Great 
Barrier Reef and not having access to a quick 
and efficient salvage response. 

We must also acknowledge that the 
worldwide shipping task is growing at an 
exponential rate and we, as a major user of 
shipping services both for international and 
domestic trade, depend on an appropriate 
salvage capacity. The growth in trade will 
continue and we will be a beneficiary with 
more and more ships plying Australian wa-
ters. It is an irony, therefore, that worldwide 
improvements to ship safety and quality have 
seen the demand for salvage services decline 
over recent years. This is something that we 
should be grateful for. However, this means 
that we need to adopt innovative solutions to 
ensure that salvage services remain in place. 
You could almost describe it as a national 
insurance policy for both our shipping activi-
ties and protecting our pristine coast, which 
is also important for employment in another 
major Australian industry—the tourism in-
dustry. One shipping disaster would cost 
much more to the Australian economy than 
the cost of subsidising salvage capability in 
key locations around our vast coastline. 

I therefore commend the report and excel-
lent recommendations of the House of Rep-
resentatives Standing Committee on Trans-
port and Regional Services—the committee 
chaired by the member for Hinkler, who also 
will speak on this motion. It is important, 
therefore, that the government expedites both 
a response to that report and a long-term so-
lution to ensure that salvage capacity is 
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maintained around our coastline. It requires 
cooperation between state and territory gov-
ernments, the Commonwealth and also the 
shipping industry. Investment in salvage ca-
pacity by state, territory and Commonwealth 
governments and the shipping industry is an 
investment in Australia’s future in our ship-
ping requirements, our growing export po-
tential and also in protecting our pristine 
coastline with its importance to the growth of 
tourism in the future. I commend the motion 
to the House, and I ask that the minister re-
spond as matter of urgency. (Time expired) 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Is the motion seconded? 

Mr Garrett—I second the motion. 

Mr NEVILLE (Hinkler) (1.09 p.m.)—I 
thank the member for Batman for bringing 
this motion on maritime salvage before the 
House. The House of Representatives Stand-
ing Committee on Transport and Regional 
Services, of which I am chair, looked into 
this issue and Australia should treat it with 
the utmost concern. Australia is the world’s 
only island continent and, as such, needs a 
world-class maritime salvage sector to pro-
tect the economic and environmental re-
sources of 17,000 kilometres of coastline. 
The Great Barrier Reef, Tasmania’s fishing 
grounds and the Western Australian coastline 
are just a few of the at-risk sectors that could 
suffer if Australia does not have a sufficient 
salvage sector. Thankfully, salvage incidents 
are few and far between, partly due to the 
fact that ships coming to Australian waters 
are in better condition than they have been in 
the past. 

We can be thankful for the surveillance 
that has occurred since an earlier report of 
the committee, Ships of shame, but we 
should not rest easy on this issue. We cannot 
afford to let our maritime salvage sector de-
velop in an ad hoc way. There is a thought 
that market forces can deliver a world-class 

maritime salvage sector for Australia. How-
ever, I do not subscribe to that theory. It sim-
ply will not happen. The cherry-picking of 
port functions by harbour tugs leaves us dan-
gerously exposed. The protection of our 
coastline, our borders and crews requires 
something more than the laws of supply and 
demand. As it stands, Australia has 15 ocean-
going salvage capable tugs, all of which are 
normally engaged in harbour towage duties. 
In fact, there are currently no vessels en-
gaged exclusively in salvage services in Aus-
tralian waters. We have already lost two sal-
vage capable tugs due to economic pressures. 
A further reduction in numbers could have 
serious implications for safety, environ-
mental integrity and even security.  

This motion calls on the government to 
provide interim funding to maintain the sal-
vage capability. I am pleased to note that the 
government will provide one-off funding of 
up to $2 million to United Salvage to main-
tain an emergency towage and salvage capa-
bility in Australia until 30 April 2005. The 
plain facts are that, if Australia does not 
maintain its own fleet of salvage capable 
tugs, we could have to wait up to 10 days for 
a suitable vessel to come from a neighbour-
ing country: for example, Singapore. A major 
step forward in protecting our natural re-
sources and our borders would be the devel-
opment of a national salvage plan. This can 
occur only if salvage tugs are mandated as 
part of certain ports’ tender arrangements. 
Alternatively, we must strategically locate 
subsidised salvage capable tugs and equip-
ment around our coastline, with particular 
emphasis on regions with heavy shipping 
activity such as Sydney, Melbourne and Port 
Hedland. 

Another harbour which would warrant a 
base is Gladstone, home of the Central 
Queensland Port Authority in my electorate 
of Hinkler. This port currently has a through-
put of 50 million tonnes a year, dispatches 12 
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per cent of Australia’s exports by volume and 
is predicted to have a throughput of 135 mil-
lion tonnes by the year 2050. Gladstone’s 
proximity to the southern end of the Great 
Barrier Reef makes it a logical choice for a 
base for salvage operations. I acknowledge 
that the establishment of such bases would 
come at some cost, but a tripartite funding 
arrangement between the Commonwealth, 
the states and ship owners using Australia’s 
international and state waters would amelio-
rate that somewhat. We need also to have 
across-the-board cooperation from the states 
to achieve a functional maritime sector. 
States must be prepared to invest in support-
ing infrastructure to ensure there are no un-
necessary backlogs of shipping such as the 
40-ship queue that snakes in and out of Dal-
rymple Bay in Queensland at this very mo-
ment—a maritime disaster just waiting to 
happen. I commend the government which, 
through the Australian Maritime Group, is 
already getting the consultation process un-
der way. Like the member for Batman, I 
commend this motion to the House. 

Mr GARRETT (Kingsford Smith) (1.12 
p.m.)—I rise to support the motion by the 
member for Batman and spoken to by the 
member for Hinkler. I draw the attention of 
the House to the failure of the government to 
respond in a timely manner to the House of 
Representatives Standing Committee on 
Transport and Regional Services report Ship 
salvage, tabled some nine months ago in this 
House. Notwithstanding the decision to pro-
vide one-off funding for emergency salvage 
and towing capability and the establishment 
of the working party referred to on this mat-
ter, there is an urgent need for a comprehen-
sive response by the government to all the 
recommendations of the Ship salvage report. 

Ours is a maritime nation where the great 
majority of exported and imported goods are 
transported by sea. As the member for Bat-
man noted, the number and size of vessels 

will continue to increase. New supertankers 
are expected in the port of Botany Bay, 
within the Kingsford Smith electorate. These 
huge vessels pose real challenges for salvage 
capacity in the event of any accident or mis-
hap, particularly as salvage capacity and ex-
pertise in general is diminishing Australia 
wide. Risks to the environment, such as an 
accident at sea and pollution to the coastline, 
have been highlighted. These are of special 
concern not only to members but to all Aus-
tralians. The Great Barrier Reef sees substan-
tial numbers of vessels travelling too close to 
the reef’s precious environment, and juris-
dictional and logistical logjams may delay 
speedy action in the case of an accident. 
There are vast stretches of Australia’s coast-
line with high environment values—for ex-
ample, Victoria’s Wilson’s Promontory, a 
national park where a stricken vessel needed 
to be recovered recently. This all makes a 
thorough national response to this issue nec-
essary. The government needs to exercise its 
responsibility for intergenerational solutions. 
It is critical that the government now specifi-
cally address the key recommendations of 
the Ship salvage report and not simply fold 
its responsibility into considering recom-
mendations that derive from the working 
party of the Australian Maritime Group, 
which has been charged with considering this 
issue in accordance with the report’s recom-
mendations. 

Of note, committee recommendations to 
be addressed are that articles 9 and 11 of the 
International Convention on Salvage 1989 be 
enshrined in Australian law, making more 
clear the federal government’s primary re-
sponsibility in this area; that the government 
develop a national salvage plan; that, in or-
der to address the issue of maritime skills 
shortages identified in evidence to the com-
mittee as crucial, the government subsidise 
provision of training courses in marine sal-
vage related subjects, including greater use 
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of Australia’s maritime educational re-
sources. The question now is: will the gov-
ernment commit to reinforcing and enhanc-
ing our maritime capacity in the crucial area 
of salvage? 

Of real concern is the possibility that in 
the longer term most salvage expertise would 
reside overseas. This issue has been raised in 
evidence to the committee, was considered, 
and needs a response from the minister. La-
bor has strongly put the view that Australian 
ports should have access to Australian sal-
vage services. We do not believe, as sug-
gested by the Productivity Commission, that 
market forces alone will provide for suffi-
ciency of service in salvage. In the light of 
the changed regional security environment 
and the vulnerability of our ports to marine 
terrorism—also addressed in Ship salvage—
the requirement for adequate Australian sal-
vage and emergency towing capability is 
essential on national security grounds. Ship 
salvage was a very solid report on a very 
important issue and the government now 
needs to respond to its recommendations. 
The future of our marine environment and 
marine capacity is at stake. 

Mr WAKELIN (Grey) (1.16 p.m.)—It is 
with pleasure I rise to support the member 
for Batman, the member for Kingsford Smith 
and the member for Hinkler on this impor-
tant motion about maritime salvage. This 
issue was brought to prominence by the 
Ships of shame report. As the member for 
Hinkler has pointed out, the former minister, 
Peter Morris, was very actively involved in 
this issue, and that is part of the reason we 
are blessed in not having an excess of events 
which would warrant even greater attention. 
The government is endeavouring to address 
the issue through considerable consultation 
with the states and territories and the Austra-
lian Maritime Group. The AMG is a group of 
officials that reports to the Australian Trans-
port Council. It is anticipated that the ATC 

will have considered this work by the end of 
April 2005. It is also envisaged that the ATC 
will provide the basis of a response to the 
Neville report.  

As the member for Hinkler has high-
lighted, in January this year the Common-
wealth announced that it will be providing 
one-off funding of up to $2 million to United 
Salvage, a subsidiary of Adsteam Marine Ltd 
to maintain its emergency towage and sal-
vage capability in Australia until 30 April 
2005. I have not measured it, I confess, but I 
estimate that the coastline of my electorate 
would be in excess of 1,000 kilometres of the 
total 17,000 kilometres of Australia’s coast-
line. So I can admit to a vested interest in 
this very important issue. I was recently re-
minded of the oil drilling activity in the 
Great Australian Bight, which is testing the 
frontiers of this sort of work. 

Mr Martin Ferguson—$50 million with-
out a hit yet! 

Mr WAKELIN—That is quite right. As 
the member for Batman says, it is a very 
high-risk business. Nevertheless, it high-
lights the need for this very important issue 
to be considered by the House today. By 
April, I am sure all of us in this parliament 
will be looking for a response from govern-
ment which is long term, picks up the very 
important environmental issues and gives us 
a much stronger approach. Let us face it, we 
live in a relatively isolated part of the world. 
As has been pointed out, there would be 10 
days to wait for help from Singapore or an-
other port if we did not have the capacity 
here. This vital issue highlights the impor-
tance of the cooperation that is needed in this 
industry—that is, the partnerships between 
the states, territories, industry and the na-
tional government. As I said, the national 
government has responded with an interim 
measure but this motion reminds us that the 
matter is urgent and important. I appreciate 
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the contribution of the three members who 
have spoken earlier today highlighting this 
fact. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Order! The time allotted for this 
debate has expired. The debate is adjourned 
and the resumption of the debate will be 
made an order of the day for the next sitting. 

Adoption 
Mr MICHAEL FERGUSON (Bass) 

(1.20 p.m.)—I move: 
That this House: 

(1) recognises that many Australian couples 
want to offer their home to orphaned children 
from overseas countries and notes that in 
2003-04 there were 370 inter-country place-
ment adoptions in Australia; 

(2) understands that whilst adoptive couples are 
passionate to secure an overseas adoption, in 
general the main motivation is to give a se-
cure and loving home to child in need; 

(3) affirms that state governments and the Fed-
eral Government have a duty to ensure that 
adoptive children are placed in responsible 
and loving homes; 

(4) recognises the enormous financial costs and 
emotional strain placed on adoptive couples 
in the course of applying for overseas adop-
tion, receiving a child into their home, and 
the associated overseas travel; 

(5) urges the Australian Government to examine 
ways that it can better support families with 
children who have been adopted, whether 
through local or overseas adoptions; and 

(6) calls on the state governments to immedi-
ately review the excessive financial charges 
imposed on adoptive parents with a view to 
dramatically reducing them. 

I rise today because I strongly believe that 
adoption is such an important part of our 
social fabric and presents this nation’s fami-
lies with an opportunity to change the world 
and make it better. I know that we are well 
aware that the purpose of adoption is not to 
find children for parents; it is to give parents 

to children. It is about love, care and com-
passion. Overseas adoption is a solution for 
children who are unable to live a happy life 
in their home country. It gives a man and a 
woman the chance to reach out to the lives of 
such children and give them a new future. In 
the financial year 2003-04, there were 370 
overseas adoptions in Australia. For many 
parents, the satisfaction of helping a child in 
need as well as the natural joy in enlarging 
their families far outweigh the financial pain. 
However, I fear large costs contribute to a 
relatively low number of adoptions.  

In this country, overseas adoption is 
strictly controlled by each state and territory 
under adoption legislation. It is right that it is 
governed so carefully. When we look at the 
eight state and territory jurisdictions in Aus-
tralia, we find that the average fees and taxes 
associated with the first intercountry adop-
tion add up to more than $5,000. New South 
Wales slugs people with the biggest cost at 
$9,700; South Australia, $8,200; Victoria, 
$6,250; the Northern Territory, $6,053; the 
Australian Capital Territory, $4,154; Western 
Australia, $2,236; and Queensland, $2,053. I 
am happy to say that my home state of Tas-
mania imposes the lowest cost at $2,052, but 
it is still too much. I cannot see how such 
iniquitous taxes can be justified. 

Today I call on all state and territory gov-
ernments to abolish these costs. The least 
that the states could do is provide screening 
and processing services at no charge to par-
ents, who will still be faced with interna-
tional airfares, communications costs and the 
emotional strain that goes hand in hand with 
adopting from overseas. 

The Commonwealth Department of Im-
migration and Multicultural and Indigenous 
Affairs also charges families. A child migra-
tion visa for a young boy or girl taken in by a 
family through an intercountry adoption at-
tracts an application fee of $1,245. This af-
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ternoon, I call on the Commonwealth to re-
view this application fee. I believe it is un-
necessary and that its abolition would show 
real support for adoptive parents. It needs to 
be made financially easier for families who 
want to adopt a child from overseas. This is 
all about the children. Making overseas 
adoption less expensive—for example, by 
abolishing these charges—will make it easier 
for people wanting to provide a safe, loving 
home for children who are, for whatever rea-
son, orphaned. 

Today I also call on the federal govern-
ment to show good faith and consider the 
Commonwealth’s maternity payment system 
as it relates to overseas adoption. Currently 
the maternity payment is payable when a 
child born on or after July 2004 is placed 
with adoptive parents before it is 26 weeks 
of age. Figures show, and logic suggests, that 
the majority of overseas adoptions involve 
children older than six months, so currently 
adoptive parents cannot claim the payment—
in effect, yet another disincentive for parents 
wanting to invite an overseas child into their 
family. 

In the eyes of the law, an adopted child is 
regarded as if he or she had been born to the 
adoptive parents. There is no difference in 
rights or status. The adopted child even re-
ceives a new birth certificate. So it is clearly 
reasonable that the maternity payment should 
be paid in the same way. 

This private member’s motion is about 
recognition, and today I take this opportunity 
to say thank you to all of those people, from 
all parts of Australia, who have opened their 
homes and hearts to a dear child to let them 
grow into happy young Aussies. This private 
member’s motion is also about fairness, and I 
have clearly shown that there is more work 
to be done by the Commonwealth, the states 
and the territories. 

My motivation in moving this motion is 
not really about saving or making money, but 
we must all accept that greater government 
support is right and proper. If an Australian 
couple makes a decision to provide a loving 
family for a child who may otherwise miss 
out, then we as lawmakers need to support 
them and not get in the way. We in this 
wealthy, compassionate and Christian nation 
should not only support overseas adoption 
but strongly encourage it. 

I commend this motion to the House. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Is the motion seconded? 

Mrs Markus—I second the motion and 
reserve my right to speak. 

Mrs IRWIN (Fowler) (1.25 p.m.)—I 
congratulate the member for Bass for bring-
ing this motion before the House. He has 
shown a close interest in family matters in 
his short time in the parliament. As the mo-
tion points out, the number of overseas adop-
tions to Australia is quite small. There were 
only 370 adoptions in 2003-04, and this is 
the highest number recorded. As the member 
for Bass will find as the wide variety of cases 
come through the door of his electorate of-
fice, the adoptions that involve only a few 
people are often the hardest in which to as-
sist. Too often the response from ministers 
and departments is that there is no point in 
making costly changes when only a handful 
of people will benefit. But, as the member 
for Bass would realise, hardship and injustice 
are just as real whether they affect the many 
or the few. 

The process of overseas adoption is com-
plex to say the least. Prospective parents 
must satisfy the strict criteria for adoption 
applying in their state of residence. In turn, 
they must satisfy the requirements of the 
child’s country of origin and international 
conventions. There are also immigration 
processes to be completed. So it is not sur-
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prising that prospective adopting parents face 
a nightmare of red tape in the long and frus-
trating process of completing the adoption of 
a child from overseas. 

The motion also raises the concern of the 
high costs imposed by state governments to 
process an intercountry adoption. As the 
member for Bass has just stated to the 
House, the costs vary greatly: from the low-
est fee of $2,053 in the member’s home state 
of Tasmania to $9,700 in New South Wales. 
The costs in the other states are $8,200 in 
South Australia, $6,250 in Victoria, $6,053 in 
the Northern Territory, $4,154 in the ACT 
and $2,236 in Western Australia. When you 
add to this the expense of travel and accom-
modation in the child’s country of origin, 
you can see that overseas adoption is very 
expensive. 

The issue can be complicated in a very 
small number of cases when adopting par-
ents move to another state at some stage in 
the adoption process. If this move takes 
place during the first stage, where informa-
tion is being gathered, it may be necessary 
for the parents to start all over again. Where 
the adopting parents have reached the as-
sessment stage, it may be possible for some 
of the information to be transferred, although 
differences in legislation may cause further 
information to be required. At the placement 
stage, where the application has been sent to 
the sending country, the post-placement su-
pervision can usually be transferred to the 
new state. 

I should point out that even the larger 
states would experience only one or two 
cases of interstate transfer each year. That is 
no comfort to the adopting parents, but I un-
derstand that all states do try to assist, as far 
as possible, when dealing with parents who 
have transferred from another state and even 
where parents are posted overseas during the 
process. 

While the motion calls on the states to re-
view what are described as excessive finan-
cial charges, it should be understood that 
these same agencies also have responsibility 
for child protection services, which are 
rightly given a higher priority. As with many 
Commonwealth agencies, such as those deal-
ing with immigration, full cost recovery for 
processing applications is widespread. 

Australia is a party to the Hague conven-
tion which establishes uniform standards 
between countries. I note, however, that only 
about one-tenth of intercountry adoptions are 
with Hague convention countries, although 
Australia has bilateral agreements with coun-
tries, such as China, which apply similar ar-
rangements to the Hague convention. In re-
cent years, China and South Korea have ac-
counted for over 60 per cent of overseas 
adoptions to Australia.  

I also note that the majority of adopting 
parents are in their late thirties at the time of 
application. Delays in processing can often 
exclude applicants on the grounds of age. A 
more flexible approach in these cases would 
be welcome. I look forward to further dis-
cussion of this issue in the parliament and in 
the House of Representatives Standing 
Committee on Family and Human Services, 
of which I am a member. (Time expired) 

Mrs MARKUS (Greenway) (1.30 
p.m.)—I am delighted to have seconded this 
motion on adoption today, moved by my 
friend the honourable member for Bass. The 
Boxing Day tsunami tragedy brought to the 
forefront of many Australians’ minds the 
plight of orphans from other countries. See-
ing nightly images of terrified and screaming 
children seemed to shock the numbed sensi-
bilities of many in our peaceful community. 
Predictably, these images aroused an enor-
mous compassionate outpouring, with hun-
dreds of Australians offering to adopt the so-
called ‘tsunami orphans’. 
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It is sometimes inappropriate for children 
affected by war and natural disaster to leave 
their country and be adopted by couples 
overseas. There is a strong view put by the 
Adoptive Families Association and other 
organisations that, if possible, orphans 
should be placed with families within the 
country of origin. However, that is simply 
not possible in many cases. There are hun-
dreds of thousands of displaced children 
around the world, many of whom have a 
small chance of survival, let alone of leading 
happy and healthy lives.  

For example, the number of children left 
orphaned by HIV-AIDS alone is estimated at 
13.4 million. UNICEF believes that at any 
given time there are millions of children 
around the world who are without primary 
caregivers and in institutions including hos-
pitals, orphanages, psychiatric units and 
prisons. The number of intercountry adop-
tions finalised in New South Wales in 2003-
04, however, was only 66. When we consider 
both the moral view that Australia is a coun-
try with much, sharing in a worldwide re-
sponsibility to care for those children who 
would otherwise struggle to survive, and the 
practical view that our birthrate is currently 
1.7 children per couple—well below the self-
sustaining rate of 2.1 children per couple—
overseas adoption is clearly an option that 
needs to be embraced. 

The Hague convention, which came into 
force in Australia in December 1998, pro-
vides an excellent set of overarching princi-
ples which the adoption legislation of the 
states and territories follows. The vast major-
ity of those wanting to adopt do so out of a 
heartfelt desire to provide a new start in life 
for an orphaned child, but there are a tiny 
minority who would be inappropriate to 
adopt a child. The system of rigorous as-
sessment in Australia is excellent and suc-
ceeds in ruling out inappropriate placements. 

Hundreds of couples in Australia have ex-
pressed an interest in adopting a child from 
overseas. In New South Wales alone, ap-
proximately 10 phone calls a day are re-
ceived from people asking for information 
about adoption programs. It is apparent 
though that these couples, who only want to 
provide a peaceful and loving home for an 
orphaned child, have to contend with a bar-
rage of red tape, numerous inconsistencies 
and sometimes insufficient support during 
and after the process. 

The costs of adopting a child from over-
seas are significant. It can cost up to $50,000 
from a couple’s first expression of interest to 
actually bringing the child home to Australia. 
However, there is no consistency in what 
states charge the couple through the process. 
In New South Wales for example, the first 
application costs imposed by the Department 
of Community Services are $9,700, although 
this can be discounted for low-income 
households. In Victoria, however, a similar 
process through the Department of Human 
Services costs $6,250. This amount falls to 
$2,052 for an application made in Tasmania. 
Other states have their own individual pric-
ing structures. When this is added to other 
sometimes unnecessarily restrictive prac-
tices, couples can be more disinclined to 
adopt from overseas. We should be doing all 
we can to encourage overseas adoption for 
the long-term benefit of both the child and 
childless couples in Australia. 

There are also a number of other chal-
lenges that require a greater focus. For ex-
ample, older children, three years of age and 
above, can often suffer substantial trauma 
and can struggle with learning and self-
regulation. There needs to be a greater focus 
on post-adoption support provided by agen-
cies in a genuine and ongoing way. There 
also needs to be further investigation into 
what assistance governments can and should 
provide to those who adopt children who are 
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over six months old, particularly since the 
majority of adopted children are older than 
26 weeks. It is time that we, as a community, 
seriously embraced and encouraged the con-
cept of intercountry adoption. I both advo-
cate and hope that this motion produces fur-
ther community discussion, inquiry and de-
bate for the good of the children and Austra-
lia. 

Mrs ELLIOT (Richmond) (1.35 p.m.)—I 
support the member for Bass’s motion on the 
overseas adoption of children, particularly 
since the Asian tsunami. The tsunami devas-
tated hundreds of thousands of lives. I have 
met and spoken to many families in my elec-
torate who have lost loved ones as a result of 
this terrible disaster. Even my own family 
has been touched. My husband, Craig, 
worked as a volunteer teacher in Sri Lanka. 
We still have not been able to contact some 
of his former students and friends, and fear 
we never will hear from them again. Fortu-
nately, we received information from one of 
his close friends that he and his family had 
survived. But I know that so many others 
were not so fortunate. 

Perhaps the most devastating part of this 
tragedy is the thousands and thousands of 
children who have been orphaned. It is so 
important that the plight of these children is 
not forgotten. That is why I am pleased that 
the member for Bass has raised this issue. 
The children left homeless by the tsunami 
deserve to have a home and family to love 
them, just like any child. As with any over-
seas adoption, cultural sensitivities have to 
be observed. The safety and happiness of 
these children must be the top priority. The 
government need to ensure that proper secu-
rity measures are, of course, in place for 
these children. They also need to provide 
adequate support for the children and their 
new parents. 

There is no doubt that this has been an in-
credibly traumatic time for these thousands 
of children. Surely they deserve the opportu-
nity that many Australian couples want to 
give them—couples like Bill and Emma, 
who live in Banora Point in my electorate. 
Emma has survived a bilateral lung trans-
plant and is now healthy. Now, like many 
young couples, she and her husband desper-
ately want to start a family. Unfortunately, 
she is unable to have children, so they have 
investigated adopting a child from overseas. 
Everyone I speak with tells me that Bill and 
Emma are both upstanding members of our 
community who would make ideal parents. 
They both have solid employment and are 
caring people who would provide a good 
home for any child. As well, they have an 
extensive network of very supportive family 
and friends, all of whom are willing to attest 
to their ability to be good parents. It seems to 
me that the real tragedy would be to leave 
orphaned children without a family, particu-
larly when couples like Bill and Emma are 
so desperate to be parents. 

I know the strain that Emma and Bill have 
been put under during the course of their 
application for an overseas adoption. I join 
with the member moving this motion in urg-
ing the government to provide better support 
to people attempting an overseas adoption. 
Apart from the cost, there is the emotional 
toll. Emma and Bill, for example, have been 
going through the process for four long 
years. I agree that people applying for an 
overseas adoption should be rigorously scru-
tinised. For the safety of the children in-
volved, this is an absolute must. But there 
need to be better support mechanisms for 
genuine applicants like Emma and Bill. This 
is certainly something that the federal gov-
ernment should look at closely. I join with 
the member in urging the government to look 
at better ways of supporting people like 
Emma and Bill. This is an opportunity to 
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provide homes for children who are destined 
to grow up in an orphanage. I hope for the 
sake of these children and for the Australian 
couples who want to adopt them that the fed-
eral government makes sensible decisions 
regarding this very important issue. 

Mr FAWCETT (Wakefield) (1.39 
p.m.)—I rise to support the motion tabled by 
the member for Bass. I have spoken in this 
place before about the need to see Australia’s 
population and skilled work force increase in 
numbers. But this is not a new message. In 
1945 Arthur Calwell, a minister in the 
Chifley government, announced that Austra-
lia needed to ‘populate or perish’, as he in-
troduced the first large-scale immigration 
program for Australia. That has familiar ech-
oes for us today as we look at our ageing 
population and the reports discussed by the 
Treasurer, Mr Costello, concerning our need 
to increase our working population. Targeted 
immigration programs, such as that for an 
additional 20,000 skilled workers announced 
recently, are a short-term supplement to the 
case for increasing the birth rate as a longer 
term solution. But not all couples have the 
option to help raise the birth rate. Some 
choose not to. And some who already have 
biological children choose to extend their 
families by blessing and helping other needy 
children from around the world or, indeed, 
Australia. So adoption remains one of our 
smaller and less discussed targeted immigra-
tion programs. 

So what is the need that justifies us spend-
ing time on improving this program? At a 
personal level, there is the desire of Austra-
lian families to open their homes to children 
in need—not just parents who cannot have 
their own children but also many established 
families who see the opportunity to reach out 
and bless others. At a national level, there is 
the need for Australia to boost its population 
to achieve a long-term balance of ageing and 
working citizens. Finally, and probably most 

importantly, there is the desperate need of 
children, many of whom have no parents and 
who are caught up in a cycle of poverty, ex-
ploitation of all kinds and, ultimately, death. 
In one country alone, Kenya, the United Na-
tions have just revised their estimate of the 
number of orphans to in excess of one mil-
lion. Despite the numerous aid programs run 
by the Kenyan government and NGOs, the 
majority of these children live on the streets 
and are subjected to unthinkable extremes of 
abuse. 

Given that national and international 
needs are numbered in tens of thousands, 
why is it that fewer than 400 children a year 
are adopted? This low number speaks not of 
low demand or inadequate need but of a bu-
reaucracy that is disconnected from the na-
ture and scale of the need. The motion tabled 
by the member for Bass highlights just some 
of the practical barriers that exist. A quick 
review of the published procedures by each 
of the states and territories, as discussed by 
the former speakers, highlights the lengthy 
process—measured in years; the high 
costs—measured in tens of thousands of dol-
lars; and the limited choices available to 
families. And this is only during the applica-
tion stage! Subsequent issues of leave, health 
and welfare benefits also form a significant 
barrier for adoptive families. 

Importantly, underlying the presence of 
these barriers are attitudes. Parents I have 
spoken to in my electorate who are involved 
in the process of adopting a child from over-
seas report negative attitudes in parts of the 
bureaucracies affecting them. These negative 
attitudes appear to be formed in response to 
the publicity surrounding the minority of 
cases where there has been some inappropri-
ate conduct on the part of the relinquishing 
parent, the agencies involved or the adoptive 
parents. Yes, there have been cases of pov-
erty stricken mothers being paid for leaving a 
child with an agency for adoption; but these 
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few occurrences should not close the door to 
the hundreds of thousands of orphans ur-
gently needing care. Yes, some children may 
wonder, in years to come, about their birth 
parents and consider questions of their cul-
tural identity; but for the vast majority, such 
as the street children of Kenya, at least they 
will be alive to consider these issues. 

I am blessed to know families who have 
adopted children ranging from babies to pri-
mary school age children who are now adult 
Australians. The adults in question are well 
qualified, successful in their chosen fields—
one married and enjoying parenthood—and, 
importantly, both of them are proud and 
happy Australians. They are at least as well 
assimilated, if not far more so, as many of 
the migrant workers that the various levels of 
government actively look to assist to this 
country. Given the immense and immediate 
needs of so many children, the needs of our 
nation and the desires of families to bless 
those in need, I support this motion. I wel-
come the inquiry into adoption that has com-
menced and I call on this government to pro-
vide the leadership that is required to get the 
states and territories to work together to 
minimise the barriers to overseas adoption, 
to minimise the discrepancies between the 
states and territories and to remove the ineq-
uities in the levels of support provided to 
biological and adoptive families. 

The SPEAKER—Order! The time allot-
ted for this debate has expired. The debate is 
adjourned and the resumption of the debate 
will be made an order of the day for the next 
sitting. 

STATEMENTS BY MEMBERS 
Ipswich Motorway 

Mr RIPOLL (Oxley) (1.44 p.m.)—I want 
to put on the record the sale of a huge lot of 
defence land at Wacol in my electorate of 
Oxley. It is some 600 acres in size and is 
situated directly on the Ipswich Motorway. 

As we all know, in this place and in the 
community, the Ipswich Motorway is ex-
tremely congested. It is one of the worst 
roads in Queensland. The government are 
complete hypocrites on this issue and, once 
again, they are dodging their responsibilities 
in terms of providing road infrastructure for 
my region. And that is the case not just for 
my electorate but for all of south-east 
Queensland. There are 600 acres for sale, 
which is proposed to be industrial land, 
which would go to the highest bidder and 
would put some hundreds if not thousands of 
new trucks and traffic on an already com-
pletely congested roadway. This is after the 
federal government blamed the state and lo-
cal governments for allowing growth and 
population along the Ipswich Motorway cor-
ridor causing the problems that we have 
there now. 

In fact the Minister for the Environment 
and Heritage, Senator Campbell, the minister 
responsible, told a Senate estimates hearing 
on 14 February this year that the Ipswich 
Motorway was now ‘stuffed as a major cor-
ridor’ because of poor planning from state 
and local governments. Here is the hypoc-
risy: we have the federal government allow-
ing the sale of 600 acres of defence land, 
their land, for industrial use on a motorway 
corridor that is, in their own words, com-
pletely ‘stuffed’. If you can imagine the hun-
dreds and thousands of trucks that will be 
going in and out of this corridor, it is com-
pletely—(Time expired) 

New South Wales Surf Life Saving 
Championships 

Mr BAIRD (Cook) (1.46 p.m.)—I wish to 
advise the House of great news for the peo-
ple of my electorate. Over the weekend, the 
Mayor of Sutherland Shire Council, Council-
lor Kevin Schreiber, informed me that his 
council team have secured the rights to host 
the 2006 New South Wales Surf Life Saving 
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Championships. It has been some 36 years 
since the shire last hosted this important 
event and, with the longstanding success of 
the shire’s surf lifesaving teams, the commu-
nity has great hopes for the results next year 
with a home ground advantage. 

The annual New South Wales Surf Life 
Saving Championships are one of Australia’s 
most exciting sporting events. With more 
than 9,000 competitors each year, it has be-
come one of the major fixtures on the New 
South Wales sporting calendar. Along with 
the competitors, tens of thousands of specta-
tors as well as family and friends of the 
competitors will come to Cronulla to watch 
the various events. 

I wish to congratulate the mayor, Council-
lor Kevin Schreiber, and his team of council-
lors, in bringing this event back to the Suth-
erland shire. The event will be a huge boost 
to the local economy and will provide the 
shire with an opportunity to market itself as a 
tourism destination for intrastate and inter-
state domestic tourism. With the Sutherland 
shire’s beautiful beaches and bays as a back-
drop, it promises to be a great event in the 
Sutherland shire next year, and I very much 
look forward to seeing it. 

Telstra 
Mr GEORGANAS (Hindmarsh) (1.47 

p.m.)—I rise today to highlight growing 
concerns within the community about the 
services provided by Telstra. Recently a gen-
tleman from my electorate who is on an age 
pension visited my office after being told by 
Telstra that he was not entitled to receive a 
pensioner concession under their policy. One 
would assume that he was not entitled be-
cause his income was too high or he owned 
too many assets. That would be perhaps a 
reasonable basis for refusing the concession 
rate, but, no, Telstra told him it was because 
he chose to use a different telco for his long 
distance calls. 

As he is a pensioner on a low fixed in-
come, it makes sense to use the cheapest ser-
vices available. However, Telstra told this 
gentleman to bring his custom back to them 
or receive no concession whatsoever. Appar-
ently, there is no capacity for a portion of the 
concession to be paid according to the por-
tion of business provided by Telstra. For ex-
ample, it would seem to me that at least 80 
per cent of the telco services required by this 
constituent continue to be provided through 
Telstra and yet there has been no offer to 
give him 80 per cent of the concession. The 
unwillingness of Telstra to entertain such a 
policy is an alarming indicator of what will 
happen when the company is fully privatised. 
With this behaviour now, it seems certain 
that the pensioner discount will disappear 
entirely once Telstra is privatised. 

Regional Partnerships Program 
Mr FAWCETT (Wakefield) (1.48 

p.m.)—I rise to congratulate the people of 
the Adelaide Plains region, which forms a 
substantial part of western part of the elec-
torate of Wakefield, encompassing the local 
government areas of Mallala and the Wake-
field Regional Council. These people have 
recently taken advantage of the government’s 
Regional Partnerships program to pull to-
gether community effort to look at how they 
can maximise the business and community 
growth opportunities within the Adelaide 
Plains region. Making use of a grant from 
Regional Partnerships they doubled the 
amount of money that was made through that 
grant through involving local councils, local 
business and community groups. This last 
week has seen a celebration of the launch of 
their marketing plan as well as a number of 
activities to highlight the growth and the po-
tential in the communities. Not only has it 
resulted in a round of activities but, impor-
tantly, this activity on behalf of the leaders in 
that community has seen a rebirth and a re-
invigoration of business and community and 
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the growth of towns in that region. I con-
gratulate the people of the Adelaide Plains 
for their hard work and their innovation to 
bring about this rebirth for their area. 

Homebush Community Bank 
Mr MURPHY (Lowe) (1.50 p.m.)—I 

wish to bring to the attention of the House 
that on 28 January this year I joined a large 
gathering of grateful local residents and 
small business owners in Homebush to offi-
cially open the new Rochester Street home 
for the inner west’s first community bank, 
Homebush Community Bank (Bendigo 
Bank). I was joined by Homebush Commu-
nity Bank Chairman, Mrs Marlene Doran, 
and Homebush Community Bank Manager, 
Mr Jerry Franco, to open the bank’s brand 
new premises. The opening was celebrated 
by wonderful performances by students from 
Homebush Boys High School and Strathfield 
Girls High School. A special performance by 
Homebush Boys High School students Emre 
Mehmet, playing the baglama, a Turkish in-
strument, backed by drummer Avdullah Ak-
gul was a highlight. 

Since 2002 the Homebush Community 
Bank has restored accessible and affordable 
banking to local businesses and provided 
genuine customer service for local residents 
and businesses. The Homebush Community 
Bank has shown it is possible to put people 
before profits and to support local busi-
nesses. I pay tribute again to the wonderful 
work being done by Mrs Marlene Doran to 
promote the community bank, Mr Franco, 
the new manager, and all the staff. I wish 
them all the best for the future and their new 
home in Rochester Street. 

Aged Care Services 
Mr BARTLETT (Macquarie) (1.51 

p.m.)—During the recess the Minister for 
Ageing, the Hon. Julie Bishop, opened a new 
70-bed high-care nursing home at the 
Hawkesbury Village in Richmond. Congratu-

lations to Uniting Care for this outstanding 
state of the art nursing home, which com-
pletes their suite of quality self-care, low-
care and now high-care facilities at this loca-
tion. Early next month I will have the pleas-
ure of opening another Uniting Care facility, 
a 20-bed dementia-specific extension to their 
facilities at Springwood. This is another ex-
ample of Uniting Care’s commitment to our 
frail aged. 

These are also evidence of the coalition 
government’s commitment to aged care. 
Since 1996 we have seen an increase in 
spending from $3 billion to $6 billion a year, 
with 55,600 new places, substantially reduc-
ing the deficit left by Labor. Over the next 
four years we will see $30 billion and an 
extra 27,900 places for the frail aged of our 
community. Last weekend the government 
also announced another 51 low-care beds for 
my electorate, eight for Fitzgerald Hostel and 
43 for Anglicare’s facility at Richmond. This 
government has been delivering for our frail 
aged residents. It continues to deliver, and I 
am pleased that my electorate is benefiting 
from this investment in quality aged care. 

Volunteer Rescue Associations 
Mrs ELLIOT (Richmond) (1.52 p.m.)—I 

would like to acknowledge the great work 
that volunteer rescue associations are doing 
within my electorate of Richmond. One in 
particular is Kingscliff Marine Rescue. I 
have had the pleasure of meeting with them 
on a number of occasions and hearing of the 
great work that they do to assist marine ves-
sels in distress. The many volunteers who 
work there commit many hours assisting 
people needing their help and it is a great 
credit to them that they spend so much time 
assisting the community in this way. There is 
also the Brunswick Heads Volunteer Rescue 
Association, which includes marine rescue. 
They do a great job in that area. They also 
attend road accidents and assist with retriev-
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ing people who have been involved in often 
very serious or fatal traffic accidents. Those 
people do a very good job often under very 
difficult circumstances. They are a very 
committed group of people.  

Recently I attended a road safety forum in 
Mullumbimby. I met with many of these 
people from the Volunteer Rescue Associa-
tion and spoke to them about many of the 
difficulties they have. They are certainly a 
very committed group of people. As a former 
police officer, I highly commend them for 
the great work that they are doing within our 
community and I take this opportunity to 
thank them for the great contribution they 
make to our society. 

Redland Bay Police Station 
Mr LAMING (Bowman) (1.54 p.m.)—I 

rise today to highlight an appalling contrac-
tion in state policing to my community of 
Redland Bay in the electorate of Bowman. 
As of today all general policing and all water 
policing activities in the Redland Bay police 
station will cease and those officers will be 
transferred to Capalaba, 15 minutes response 
time away. It is unbelievable that a southern 
bay island community and the area of Red-
land Bay will have no police station. 

There are many school students in the gal-
lery. I ask them to consider the impact of a 
boarded-up police station in their community 
and what would happen to hooning and other 
law enforcement issues for individuals of all 
ages around the area of Redland Bay. During 
my visits to Redland Bay just last week there 
was great concern from community leaders. 
They were appalled at the fact that the police 
station will close for eight to 12 months 
while a new police station is constructed in 
the area. We need continuity of essential ser-
vices. I commend our local police officers on 
the magnificent job they do at the moment, 
but they cannot do it from 20 minutes away. 
I call on Mr Beattie and state Labor to im-

mediately investigate setting up a ‘mall post’ 
arrangement where there can be a shopfront 
for continued policing. You cannot short-
change the bayside community. Its essential 
services are just that and they need to con-
tinue in a thriving community like Redland 
Bay. 

Australian Netball Team 
Mr GRIFFIN (Bruce) (1.55 p.m.)—As 

shadow minister for sport and recreation I 
had the pleasure of attending the netball 
Ashes test between England and Australia in 
Melbourne on Friday a week ago. As you 
would expect, it was a tense time between 
the old enemy and those of us from the colo-
nies. But the fact is, as in cricket and many 
other sports in more recent years, the Austra-
lian team entirely outclassed their English 
opponents.  

This is not a new thing for the Australian 
team. They have been one of the great sides 
in international netball over the years. Their 
main competition has come from New Zea-
land; England is, in fact, rated fourth in the 
world. On this occasion there was, I under-
stand, a record winning margin on behalf of 
the Australians. It was also the occasion of 
the 100th test match of our Australian cap-
tain, Liz Ellis. Liz is a fantastic netball 
player and a great ambassador for the game. 
She has been a representative for Australia 
for many years and has done a great job. It 
was great to see at the end of the match 
much of the crowd staying around in order to 
celebrate a special presentation to Liz for her 
champion work. One hundred tests has, I 
think, been done only once before. She has 
been a great ambassador. The Australian 
team is certainly well set up now in the lead-
up to the Commonwealth Games next year 
when, I hope, we will be happily celebrating 
a gold medal in netball for the Australian 
netball team. 
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Film Censorship 
Mrs DRAPER (Makin) (1.57 p.m.)—On 

Thursday, 17 February 2005, the member for 
Playford in South Australia, Mr Jack Snel-
ling, rose in the state parliament to speak 
about the Christmas break-up of the Valley-
view Neighbourhood Watch that he, I and the 
member for Florey, Frances Bedford, had 
attended. He said that none of us had been 
invited to speak. However, that did not stop 
me. I promptly invited myself to speak about 
the imminent release of the French arthouse 
film Anatomy of Hell with which I disagree. 
He said that he was not of the opinion that 
adults should be able to watch whatever they 
want, and he thought that the government 
had a role in censoring films that offend pub-
lic decency.  

However, he went on to say that I made an 
extraordinary attack on the state government 
and on the Attorney-General in particular for 
not using his powers to ban the film. He was 
saying that I was behaving in a political 
manner at a neighbourhood watch meeting, 
which is not true. I asked if I could address 
the meeting about something that is of great 
importance and concern to my constituents 
in my electorate. Jack Snelling does not un-
derstand that South Australia have main-
tained their own state based classification 
board and the South Australian Attorney-
General can at any time refer a matter to the 
review board. (Time expired) 

Howard Government: Policies 
Mr GRIFFIN (Bruce) (1.58 p.m.)—Once 

again we have seen, in the last few days, 
what is really happening with the Howard 
government. What we have seen in relation 
to interest rates and what we have seen in 
relation to Iraq is the exposure of what this 
government was about at the election. We 
have seen the establishment of a position on 
Iraq which shows that the government went 
to the last election misleading the Australian 

people. What we have seen with respect to 
interest rates is the proposal that they will be 
lower, that they will not go up. That was said 
in the campaign. It was said in Aston, it was 
said in Boothby, it was said in Deakin; it was 
said all over the country by those opposite. 
They made it clear and they allowed that 
argument to go right out there in the commu-
nity. Now what have we seen? We have seen 
that change. We can see that that has been 
exposed. The Reserve Bank has now acted 
and rates are on the way up. Frankly, this 
government ought to have a good hard look 
at the way it is handling the economy. Sixty-
six billion dollars in expenditure in the lead-
up to the election is a great big bankcard bill!  

The SPEAKER—Order! It being 2 p.m., 
in accordance with standing order 43 the 
time for members’ statements has concluded.  

CONDOLENCES 
Mr James Corbett 

The SPEAKER  (2.00 p.m.)—I inform 
the House of the death on Thursday, 3 March 
2005 of James Corbett, a member of this 
House for the division of Maranoa from 
1966 to 1980. As a mark of respect to the 
memory of James Corbett, I ask honourable 
members to rise in their places. 

Honourable members having stood in 
their places— 

The SPEAKER—I thank the House. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 
Economy: Interest Rates 

Mr BEAZLEY (2.01 p.m.)—My question 
is to the Prime Minister. Can the Prime Min-
ister confirm that in this place on 21 Sep-
tember 1995 he asked the then Treasurer: 
... can you explain why on earth it is that Austra-
lia’s interest rates are higher than Austria, Bel-
gium, Britain, Canada, Denmark, France, Ger-
many, Holland, Japan, Spain, Sweden, Switzer-
land and the United States and, in most cases, by 
very significant amounts? 
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Given the Prime Minister’s election com-
mitment to keep interest rates low, can he 
explain why on earth it is that Australian in-
terest rates are higher than those of Austria, 
Belgium, Britain, Canada, Denmark, France, 
Germany, Holland, Japan, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland and the United States, and in 
some cases by three times? Will the Prime 
Minister now apologise to Australian fami-
lies for breaking his word on interest rates? 

Mr HOWARD—Through you, Mr 
Speaker, let me be charitable and courteous 
to the Leader of the Opposition— 

Government members—Oh! 

Mr HOWARD—as occasionally it is ap-
propriate—and accept that he has correctly 
quoted from a question that I asked back in 
September 1995. Can I gently point out to 
the Leader of the Opposition that, although I 
would have to very carefully check every 
example that he has cited, I would have 
thought over the last few years the growth 
performance of the Australian economy far 
outstripped that of just about every country 
in the example that he has quoted. 

The Leader of the Opposition has prom-
ised a more sophisticated debate on the 
economy. One of the things that the Leader 
of the Opposition ought to understand is that 
over the last five years—and you can even 
go back over the last 10 years—the growth 
performance of the Australian economy, the 
reductions in unemployment that we have 
achieved, the business investment levels that 
we have achieved and the fiscal strength that 
we have achieved have far outstripped that of 
every country with which it is reasonable to 
make comparisons. 

Middle East: Lebanon 
Mr CADMAN (2.03 p.m.)—My question 

is addressed to the Prime Minister. Would the 
Prime Minister inform the House of the gov-
ernment’s reaction to the situation in Leba-
non and the prospect of the withdrawal of 

Syrian troops from Lebanon? Is this part of a 
wider push for democracy in the Middle 
East? 

Mr HOWARD—I thank the member for 
Mitchell for what is a very important ques-
tion about a very encouraging series of de-
velopments. I would be the first to agree that 
one should greet with some caution the an-
nouncement made over the weekend about a 
phased Syrian withdrawal from Lebanon. 
But the very fact that that announcement has 
been made is a remarkable thing in itself, and 
it is the latest in a series of very encouraging 
developments. As I will mention to the 
House later when I make a statement about 
the sending of an Australian task group to 
southern Iraq, one of the most inspiring im-
ages of recent years has been that of brave 
Iraqi men and women holding their ink-
stained fingers aloft after they have partici-
pated in an exercise in democracy. That par-
ticular event is of a piece with other encour-
aging events in the Middle East: the democ-
ratic process that led to the election of Mah-
moud Abbas, who is showing a strength and 
a dignity in leading the Palestinian people 
that was absent in earlier years, and the 
hopeful developments towards a more de-
mocratic approach in even Saudi Arabia and 
Egypt. Taking all of these events together, 
there is reason to have both hope and some 
belief that things may be taking a turn for the 
better. 

I do not want to overstate it, and in all 
likelihood some of the advances that have 
been made over the last few months will go 
into reverse in the future, but it was almost 
unthinkable six months ago that people could 
be talking about the sort of successful elec-
tion that took place in Iraq, it was almost 
unthinkable six months ago that people could 
be even talking about a Syrian withdrawal 
from Lebanon and it was unthinkable six 
months ago that we could be talking about 
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the possibility of some kind of settlement 
between the Israelis and the Palestinians. 

There are obligations on everyone in this. 
That is my view, and I am speaking as some-
body who has always been a close and un-
apologetic supporter of the state of Israel. 
That is a view that I conveyed to the Israeli 
President when I saw him last week: that 
there are obligations on Israel as there are 
obligations on the Palestinians. It remains 
one of the great missed opportunities of 
modern times that the offer made by Ehud 
Barak in the year 2000 was not taken up by 
Yasser Arafat. But that is five years ago; it is 
in the past. What we are concerned about is 
the opportunities of the present. 

Can I say to the honourable member for 
Mitchell that there are some signs of real 
hope, but we do need to have further dia-
logue to bring about an immediate with-
drawal of the Syrian forces, the end of exter-
nal support for terrorist groups such as Hez-
bollah and the disbanding of the militias. The 
announcement made by the Syrian leader is 
only a beginning, but one hopes there is pro-
gress made on that. If indeed we do see fur-
ther progress, history may well record that 
the toppling of Saddam Hussein from his 
position of brutal dictatorship was one of the 
more significant events in the Middle East in 
long years. 

Economy: Interest Rates 
Mr BEAZLEY (2.08 p.m.)—My question 

is to the Prime Minister and follows from my 
last question on interest rates. Is the Prime 
Minister aware that, of the 13 countries with 
lower interest rates than Australia, eight have 
not been in recession in recent years and nine 
posted stronger growth over the past year 
than Australia? Prime Minister, do you still 
stand by your claim that interest rates are 
lower overseas because the others are reces-
sion economies? Why have you broken your 
promise? 

Mr HOWARD—I stand by everything 
that I said in relation to the matter raised by 
the Leader of the Opposition. Can I simply 
make the point—he keeps talking about bro-
ken commitments—that the commitment 
that, above all, I made to the Australian peo-
ple at the time of the last election was to 
maintain the strength of the Australian econ-
omy. I would remind the Leader of the Op-
position, to try and bring him back to a little 
sense of reality—and I know he does not 
really like to hear this—that this country has 
the lowest unemployment level in 30 years. 
It still has historically low interest rates, infi-
nitely lower interest rates than Labor was 
ever able to manage in the years that it was 
in government. It has a budget surplus 
which, in the words of the Governor of the 
Reserve Bank of Australia when he was giv-
ing testimony to the House of Representa-
tives committee a couple of weeks ago, is the 
envy of reserve bank governors, central bank 
governors and governments around the 
world. 

This government have given the Austra-
lian economy a strong fiscal position. We 
have reduced unemployment, we have 
brought forth business investment and, des-
perate though the Leader of the Opposition 
may be to try and build a case of economic 
calamity off the back of an adjustment of a 
quarter of one per cent in interest rates, noth-
ing can gainsay the fact that, on any com-
parison, over the last five to 10 years the 
Australian economy has had a stellar per-
formance. No sort of twisting and turning by 
the Leader of the Opposition can alter that 
fact. I remind the Leader of the Opposition 
of an answer I gave on 23 September last 
year when being interviewed on the Neil 
Mitchell program. When asked: 

So you wouldn’t be embarrassed to win the 
election and then have an interest rates rise? 

I replied: 
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Well I don’t seek to give guarantees, judge-
ments about individual movements. My argument 
is that they will always be lower under our poli-
cies and that argument is supported by the last 
time Labor was in government and the impact of 
their industrial relations policies. 

That was what I said before the election. It 
remains true and no amount of misrepresen-
tation by the Leader of the Opposition will 
alter that fact. 

Taxation: State Charges 
Mr ROBB (2.11 p.m.)—My question is 

addressed to the Treasurer. Would the Treas-
urer outline to the House the benefits from 
tax reform flowing to states? Would the 
Treasurer update the House on which taxes 
have been abolished and detail any road-
blocks to cutting taxes further? 

Mr COSTELLO—I thank the honour-
able member for Goldstein for his question. 
Although it is a public document I can again 
table the intergovernmental agreement be-
tween the Commonwealth and the states 
which has as its objective the abolition of 
inefficient state taxes. It details the taxes that 
the states pledged to abolish in response to 
receiving GST revenue. Some of them, such 
as debits tax, they pledged to abolish by 
2001 and the remainder they promised to 
review in 2005 in the light of collections to 
ascertain whether those collections would 
justify and fund the removal of the remaining 
taxes. 

Since 1 July 2000, when the GST came in, 
the collections have exceeded expectations. 
In 2004-05, on the latest estimates given to 
heads of Treasury, New South Wales will get 
a windfall of $124 million, Victoria will get a 
windfall of $272 million, Western Australia 
will get a windfall of $252 million, South 
Australia will get a windfall of $160 million, 
Tasmania will get a windfall of $100 million 
and Queensland will get a windfall the di-

mensions of which would be embarrassing if 
I read it out to the House. 

Government members interjecting— 

Mr COSTELLO—No, it is embarrass-
ing—no, no I cannot do it in all conscience! 
In response to those rising GST collections, 
there is now no excuse for the state govern-
ments not to abolish those taxes which were 
outlined for abolition in 1999. We will be 
holding state governments to the agreement 
that they signed in 1999 because we are go-
ing to stand up for the taxpayers and the con-
sumers of Australia. The critical question, of 
course, is whether the other side of politics 
will stand up for the consumers and busi-
nesses of Australia. In an otherwise embar-
rassing interview on the Insiders on Sunday, 
the member for Lilley actually did say this—
and I compliment him for saying it: 
I think the states should adhere to the principles 
they signed up to in the GST agreement. 

That is fair enough. There is the agreement. 
A few phone calls must have been made on 
Sunday night because on Sunday he said, 
‘The states should adhere to the signed GST 
agreement.’ On his way into parliament this 
morning he was asked the very same ques-
tion. Listen to his answer from this morning. 
Question: ‘What is your view on these state 
taxes, Wayne? Should they be reduced?’ His 
answer: ‘My view on the state taxes is the 
Commonwealth and the states ought to sit 
down and renegotiate their agreement.’ 

Why would you renegotiate the agree-
ment? It is a written, signed agreement. The 
signed agreement requires the states, as they 
receive GST revenue, to abolish those state 
taxes. There is nothing to renegotiate. What 
there is to do is to hold the states to their 
agreement. That is what has to be done, and 
that is what this government will defend. 
One of Labor’s so-called statesmen was 
quoted as saying: ‘When the state Labor 
premiers joined forces to bring down the 
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member for Werriwa as Leader of the Oppo-
sition and to install the now member for 
Brand, it would have been a bad day for the 
Labor Party because the new leader of fed-
eral Labor, having been placed there by state 
premiers, would be incapable of ever stand-
ing up to state Labor premiers.’ They wanted 
a patsy as leader and they found a patsy as 
leader—the patsy from Brand. Within 24 
hours, the signed agreement—which federal 
Labor said the states had to agree—has to be 
renegotiated. Let me make it clear: there is 
nothing to renegotiate. The only thing that 
has to be done is to uphold this agreement. 

Economy: Interest Rates 
Mr BEAZLEY (2.16 p.m.)—My question 

is again to the Prime Minister, and it con-
cerns undertakings. Will the Prime Minister 
confirm his key promise in the advertising 
campaign of the Liberal Party—‘Keep inter-
est rates at record lows’—in the last elec-
tion? Prime Minister, didn’t the International 
Monetary Fund warn the government in June 
last year: 
The new package unveiled in the 2004 budget 
could pose some risk to the medium-term out-
look. The short-term stimulatory effect could 
complicate monetary policy formulation. 

Given this warning, why did the Prime Min-
ister spend $66 billion pushing up interest 
rates and breaking his word to Australian 
families? 

Mr HOWARD—I didn’t. 

Indonesia: Terrorist Attacks 
Mrs MOYLAN (2.17 p.m.)—My ques-

tion is to the Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
Would the Minister inform the House of the 
government’s response to the recent convic-
tion and sentencing of Abu Bakar Bashir? 

Mr DOWNER—I thank the honourable 
member for her question and appreciate her 
interest in this issue. Let me make it clear to 
start with that the government does welcome 
the decision of the Indonesian South Jakarta 

District Court to convict Abu Bakar Bashir 
for his involvement in the Bali bombings. 
Bashir was convicted by the court for con-
spiracy to cause an explosion. It also has to 
be said that the government is disappointed 
about the length of the sentence. The sen-
tence handed down was for 30 months, with 
the 10 months that Abu Bakar Bashir has 
been in prison already to be taken into ac-
count. Given that Abu Bakar Bashir has been 
convicted of the involvement of a conspiracy 
in relation to the Bali bombings in which 88 
of our fellow citizens died, we believe that 
that sentence is too light. On the day the sen-
tence was handed down, I instructed our am-
bassador to make contact with Indonesian 
authorities and to let it be known that we 
regard that sentence as too short and hope 
that the prosecution may consider lodging an 
appeal so that the sentence through the ap-
peals process can be lengthened.  

I do not want people to make the mistake 
of thinking that today Indonesia’s legal sys-
tem is the same as it was under President 
Suharto. It is not. This is an independent le-
gal system and we respect the independence 
of the Indonesian courts. So we hope that the 
prosecution will consider appealing to a 
higher court. Let me also say that Indonesia 
does have a strong track record on arresting 
and prosecuting terrorists and that we appre-
ciate enormously the cooperation of the In-
donesian government—President Megawati 
and President Bambang Yudhoyono, other 
ministers and officials in Indonesia—since 
the Bali bombings in countering terrorism.  

Remember that all 33 prosecuted in the 
Denpasar courts for their role in the Bali 
bombings have been found guilty. Three of 
those have been sentenced to death and four 
of them have been sentenced to life impris-
onment. Since December 2000, Indonesian 
authorities have detained 178 individuals on 
terrorist related charges. The government 
will continue to assist Indonesia to combat 
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terrorism. We appreciate enormously what 
the Indonesian government has done to fight 
terrorism. That should not be underesti-
mated, but we do hope that an appeal can be 
lodged and successfully achieved to extend 
the sentence handed down to Abu Bakar 
Bashir. 

Economy: Interest Rates 
Mr BEAZLEY (2.21 p.m.)—My question 

is to the Prime Minister. Does the Prime 
Minister agree with his Treasurer’s definition 
of a low interest rate on the Sunday program 
of 27 February where he said: 
If you see a single-digit in front of your interest 
rate, that’s low. 

Does the Prime Minister know that, if inter-
est rates were to increase to 9.9 per cent, this 
would add $420 to an average Australian 
family’s monthly mortgage payment, thus 
further breaking the Prime Minister’s word 
to Australian families? 

Mr HOWARD—I am always happy to 
check the transcripts of what anybody says in 
contributing to the economic debate. I cer-
tainly find when I look at the Treasurer’s 
transcripts that his is always a very construc-
tive and intelligent contribution to the eco-
nomic debate. My recollection of the last few 
days is that when the Treasurer has talked 
about comparative interest rates he has 
talked about interest rates moving between 
six and eight per cent. My recollection is that 
that has been during the time that we have 
been in government. He has also mentioned 
a movement between 10½ and 17 per cent. I 
wonder who was in government when we 
had that movement! 

Can I just say to the Leader of the Opposi-
tion that he can spend all of question time 
nitpicking about interest rates. The reality is 
that they are now very low by historic stan-
dards. Whether or not you are a borrower, 
nobody likes interest rates to go up—that is 
never welcome—but the reality is that a 25 

basis point movement in interest rates does 
not of itself in any way undermine the basic 
strength of the Australian economy. It is im-
portant we preserve a sense of proportion. 
The last great interest rate movement that 
really occupied the attention of this parlia-
ment was in fact the interest rate movement 
totalling some two per cent in an upward 
direction that occurred during the last two 
years of the Keating government. I think it 
brought forth an observation from me that 
this country had enjoyed just five minutes of 
economic sunshine before the interest rates 
had begun to rise. 

I have got disappointing news for the 
Leader of the Opposition: you cannot run a 
negative scare campaign of doom and gloom 
off the back of a 25 basis point increase in 
interest rates, particularly when you have 
such an appalling heritage as a member of a 
former government that presided over inter-
est rates of 17 per cent for home owners, 20 
per cent for small business and 21 per cent 
for Australian farmers. 

Trade: Malaysia 
Mr HENRY (2.24 p.m.)—My question is 

addressed to the Minister for Trade. Would 
the minister update the House on further 
strengthening of the economic relationship 
between Australia and Malaysia? 

Mr VAILE—I thank the honourable 
member for Hasluck for his question. I am 
sure he as a new member in this place, espe-
cially as he comes from Western Australia, 
has a great deal of interest in our relation-
ships with our near neighbours in South-East 
Asia. In recent years the relationship with 
Malaysia—economically and otherwise—
has been significantly improving. We wel-
come the announcement made by the Prime 
Minister yesterday that Prime Minister Ab-
dullah Badawi will visit Australia in April. It 
is interesting to note that this will be the first 
official visit to Australia by a Malaysian 
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Prime Minister since 1984. It is over 20 
years since a Malaysian Prime Minister has 
visited Australia. 

This visit provides an opportunity for both 
Australia and Malaysia to explore ways that 
we can further strengthen the already sub-
stantial economic relationship that exists 
between our two countries. Malaysia is now 
our ninth largest trading partner, with two-
way trade last year worth about $9.6 billion. 
In July last year I agreed with my Malaysian 
counterpart, Minister Rafidah Aziz, that we 
would conduct parallel scoping studies for a 
free trade agreement between Australia and 
Malaysia. Those studies are now substan-
tially complete and both sides are close to 
deciding the next step in this process. Obvi-
ously the benefits from an FTA would in-
clude further reductions of tariff barriers to 
agricultural exports; greater flows, both di-
rect and indirect; investment; and better ac-
cess for our services sector, particularly edu-
cational institutions and legal firms. 

It is interesting to note the substantial size 
of the trading relationship that exists be-
tween the two countries today. In 1993, the 
year that Prime Minister Keating made that 
infamous ‘recalcitrant’ comment, two-way 
trade between the two countries was worth 
$3.9 billion. This year—2005, the year that 
the Howard government welcomes and hosts 
a visit by Prime Minister Abdullah Badawi—
two-way trade will be worth over $10 bil-
lion. Our objective is to continue to 
strengthen this important regional relation-
ship. 

Economy: Interest Rates 
Mr BEAZLEY (2.27 p.m.)—My question 

is to the Prime Minister. Does the Prime 
Minister agree with the assessment by his 
Minister for Finance and Administration of 
the Reserve Bank’s decision to increase in-
terest rates: ‘I think they have just got it 

right. I think their judgment on the state of 
the economy is very good’. 

Mr HOWARD—I was asked for my reac-
tion to the decision of the bank last week, 
and I said that there have been arguments 
both for and against that particular increase. I 
was also asked what I thought about future 
increases, and I indicated a number of factors 
militating against them. I do not have any-
thing to add. 

Iraq 
Mrs ELSON (2.28 p.m.)—My question is 

addressed to the Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
Would the minister inform the House of 
Iraq’s reaction to Australia’s deployment to 
al-Muthana and are there any alternative 
views? 

Mr DOWNER—I thank the member for 
Forde for her question. I appreciate her inter-
est. Iraq’s interim Prime Minister Allawi said 
on 3 March: 

I want to thank, really, Prime Minister Howard 
and the Australian people, and the Government of 
Australia for their commitment. Australia will 
always be remembered as a great friend of Iraq. 

Of course the Japanese, the British and the 
Americans have also strongly welcomed our 
decision to provide an additional deployment 
to the al-Muthana province. This is also a 
decision that was made under the United 
Nations Security Council resolution 1546, so 
those who believe we should act under 
United Nations Security Council resolutions 
will be pleased to know that this is indeed 
under one of those resolutions. 

Iraq is at a critical point, and any respon-
sible political party—any responsible gov-
ernment—would want to see the new Iraq 
succeed. It does not matter what views you 
once had about whether Saddam Hussein 
should have been removed or not—and I 
know some in this House criticised the gov-
ernment for the role we played in removing 
Saddam Hussein—but you would think all 
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people today would think that the important 
thing is to make sure that the new, democ-
ratic Iraq is a success. Australia is not just a 
small, regional player; Australia is a signifi-
cant country with a significant contribution 
to make to the world, not just its region. With 
that in mind, why would we turn our backs 
on the people of Iraq at this critical time? 

The ALP, under their revived Leader of 
the Opposition—not surprisingly, as is char-
acteristic of the Leader of the Opposition in 
years gone by—want to walk both sides of 
the street. The Leader of the Opposition said 
in a doorstop on 22 February on this issue: 
‘The troops’ presence is a two-edged sword. 
It helps on the one front and it doesn’t help 
on the other.’ That is classic Beazley.  

At one point the Labor Party were accus-
ing the government of misleading the public, 
that we had misled the public back in Octo-
ber 2004 on the troop deployments, and the 
next moment they say we are making policy 
on the run. You cannot be doing both. We 
cannot have been making a decision back 
before October 2004 and be making policy 
on the run today. 

The Labor Party says we should bring our 
troops back from Iraq because we have a 
need for them in South-East Asia. Who has 
invited our troops into South-East Asia at the 
moment? The Leader of the Opposition says 
we need to put investment into maritime se-
curity in South-East Asia but that we should 
leave the Navy in the Persian Gulf and bring 
the troops back—what, for maritime security 
in South-East Asia? If I may say so, the ar-
gument of the Leader of the Opposition is 
deeply confusing. The opposition says we 
should provide more humanitarian assistance 
to Iraq—in other words, that we should send 
more civilians into Iraq unarmed but that we 
should not be providing support to the Japa-
nese, who are doing humanitarian work in 
Iraq. 

The Leader of the Opposition claims to be 
some sort of global expert on international 
security issues. He has managed to convince 
some people on the political Left in this 
country of the truth of that but, when it 
comes to a significant issue like this, he is 
unable to put together a single coherent ar-
gument. The Labor Party have had, since 
March last year, 17 different policies on the 
issue of Iraq. They went into the Christmas 
period saying that over Christmas they 
would consult—they would consult with the 
United Nations, they would consult with the 
Iraqis and they would consult with the 
Americans—and then when they came back 
after Christmas they would have a new pol-
icy. It is 121 days since the member for Grif-
fith said he would consult, and he has not 
consulted—or, if he has consulted, we would 
be delighted to hear the conclusions of those 
consultations. But, ultimately, what is the 
most fascinating political aspect of this is-
sue—not the greatest issue of substance but 
the most interesting political issue—is that 
on this issue the Leader of the Opposition 
characteristically cannot make up his mind. 

Economy: Foreign Debt 
Mr BEAZLEY (2.33 p.m.)—The only 

flip-flop in this policy is yours—and it has 
been a mighty one. 

The SPEAKER—Order! The Leader of 
the Opposition will come to his question. 

Mr Downer—I know it hurts. 

Mr BEAZLEY—Oh, yeah! My question 
is to the Prime Minister. I ask whether the 
Prime Minister recalls his Treasurer saying 
on 30 August 1995: 
If you want to try and humanise the figures of 
what $180 billion means, the amount that Austra-
lia owes overseas, it means, in population terms, 
$10,000 for each man, woman and child in Aus-
tralia. 

Prime Minister, after nearly 10 long years in 
government, hasn’t foreign debt more than 
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doubled to a record $422 billion or $21,000 
for every man, woman and child in Austra-
lia? Can the Prime Minister explain the 
botching of Australia’s future prosperity? 

Mr HOWARD—Let me start by saying 
that, after our almost nine years in office, the 
Australian people had an opportunity only a 
few months ago to make a judgment about 
who they would trust with the stewardship of 
their economic future, and I might remind 
the Leader of the Opposition that on that oc-
casion they did choose the government. 
Whether they choose the government in the 
future will be a matter of the government’s 
performance and also the performance of the 
opposition. But let me go directly to the sub-
stance of the first part of the Leader of the 
Opposition’s question: yes, it is true that for-
eign debt is higher now than it was in 
1995—of course it is. It is also true that in 
1995 this country had a huge budget deficit, 
something that the then Minister for Finance 
denied. The then finance minister is now, of 
course, the Leader of the Opposition. The 
country had higher interest rates than it has 
now, it had much higher unemployment, it 
had lower levels of business investment; and 
the overall international assessment of the 
Australian economy in September 1995 was 
much gloomier than the assessments that 
have recently been made by bodies such as 
the IMF and the OECD. 

Also let me say that the government in 
1995—because it was a borrower, because it 
was running large deficits—was making a 
contribution to the savings difficulties that 
the country had whereas now it is a net pub-
lic saver because we run budget surpluses. 
The government is in fact acting to amelio-
rate the situation. Let me remind the Leader 
of the Opposition that every attempt that the 
newly elected government in 1996 made to 
correct the economic difficulties we inherited 
he tried to block. I cannot think of a single 
corrective measure for the fiscal position of 

this country that the Leader of the Opposi-
tion supported when he was previously the 
Leader of the Opposition. He was perfectly 
happy to leave us with the double whammy: 
he was perfectly happy as finance minister to 
leave us with a huge deficit and he was per-
fectly happy as the Leader of the Opposition 
to then do everything in his power to prevent 
us correcting that deficit. 

The Leader of the Opposition can ask any 
questions he likes about what was said in 
1995. I remember 1995 very well and so do 
19 million to 20 million Australians. At that 
time, we had a government that 19 million 
Australians were desperate to get rid of, and 
they gave effect to their passion on 2 March 
1996. They threw out the Keating-Beazley 
government in 1996, and I believe that, if his 
performance to date is any guide, they will 
throw out the Beazley opposition at the next 
available opportunity. 

National Immunisation Program 
Mr VASTA (2.37 p.m.)—My question is 

addressed to the Minister for Health and 
Ageing. Would the minister confirm that the 
government has added free chickenpox vac-
cinations to the national immunisation pro-
gram? 

Mr ABBOTT—I thank the member for 
Bonner for his very good question. I can con-
firm to the House that this government will 
provide free chickenpox vaccine to infants 
turning 18 months, and there will be a free 
catch-up program for children under 13 who 
have not yet had this illness. I can inform the 
House that in the past two years for which 
we have figures some 19 people died and 
some 3,300 people were hospitalised from 
chickenpox. The initiative announced today 
will save many parents the $70 that it costs 
to have their children privately vaccinated. 

I am very proud to defend the govern-
ment’s record on vaccination. In 1996, the 
Commonwealth government spent just $13 
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million on vaccines. As a result of the meas-
ures announced today, it is estimated that in 
the next financial year the Howard govern-
ment will spend $286 million on vaccines—a 
22-fold increase on the 1996 figure. Thanks 
to the policies of this government, childhood 
immunisation rates, which were languishing 
at just 50 per cent in the early 1990s, are now 
well above 90 per cent and are the envy of 
the world. These initiatives demonstrate that 
you can trust the Howard government with 
the health system of this country. You can 
rely on the Howard government to make a 
very good system even better. 

Economy 
Mr CREAN (2.39 p.m.)—My question is 

to the Minister for Trade. Minister, after 
nearly 10 long years in office, has your gov-
ernment recorded the largest ever trade defi-
cit in Australia’s history? Can the minister 
confirm that, under Labor, exports grew 
twice as fast as they have under his govern-
ment and that, if Labor’s trade performance 
had been continued by his government, we 
would have recorded a trade surplus last year 
of $12 billion and not a record deficit of $26 
billion? Minister, isn’t it the case that the 
failure of your export policy has given rise to 
record current account deficits, putting up-
ward pressure on interest rates? 

The SPEAKER—Before calling the Min-
ister, I remind the member for Hotham that 
‘you’ and ‘your’ is strongly discouraged. 

Mr VAILE—The answer to the last part 
of the member for Hotham’s question is no. 
Obviously the premise he bases the earlier 
assertion on is the fact that, if Labor were 
still in office, the Australian economy would 
be nowhere near as strong as it is now; there-
fore, not requiring the inputs and the invest-
ments in business that have taken place in 
recent years. I also point out to the member 
for Hotham that exports rose $11.7 billion in 
2004 to $152.5 billion. In 1996, when we 

took office from Labor, it was $99 billion. 
We should also recognise the significant 
growth in the economy that has taken place 
over those eight or nine years. The economy 
of Australia is much larger today than it was 
then. It is interesting to note that, a couple of 
years ago, we had a major drought in Austra-
lia that had a significant effect on our pro-
ductive capability and therefore our export 
effort as far as our agricultural exports were 
concerned. 

Mr Gavan O’Connor interjecting— 

The SPEAKER—Order! The member for 
Corio is warned. 

Mr VAILE—At the same time the advent 
of the SARS epidemic in East Asia had an 
impact on demand for our exports in that 
region, and our exports dipped a little to 
$147 billion. They are now back up to 
$152½ billion. Only once before in the his-
tory of Australia have they been higher than 
that. That was in 2000-01, when they were 
$153 billion. The forecasts are that they will 
grow during the next couple of years. The 
government is maintaining a strong eco-
nomic base in Australia that puts our export 
producers in a much better shape to compete 
with the world. Over those eight years, we 
have implemented policies of industrial rela-
tions reforms in this country, with more to 
come, that make our producers, our manu-
facturers and our exporters more efficient 
and more competitive. We have embarked 
upon an external trade policy of opening up 
markets, where we can and when we can, to 
provide more opportunities for Australia’s 
exporters. 

Workplace Relations Reforms 
Mr LAMING (2.43 p.m.)—My question 

is addressed to the Minister for Employment 
and Workplace Relations. Would the minister 
update the House on the benefits of the gov-
ernment’s workplace relations reforms? 
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Mr ANDREWS—I thank the member for 
Bowman for his question. I can inform him 
and honourable members that the govern-
ment’s reforms of the workplace relations 
system, particularly through the Workplace 
Relations Act 1996, have led to real benefits 
for Australian people—for example, in-
creases in real wages since 1996 are at 12.2 
per cent compared to just 1.2 per cent be-
tween 1983 and 1996. We have the lowest 
unemployment rate in Australia for some 28 
years and we have the lowest levels of indus-
trial disputes since records were first kept, 
which was at the time of the First World War. 
The changes to the workplace relations laws 
and to the system in Australia have been cru-
cial to these outcomes for Australian people, 
yet every major reform in this area since 
1996 has been staunchly opposed by the 
Australian Labor Party. I was surprised 
therefore today to read a piece by the Leader 
of the Opposition in the Australian newspa-
per in which he said: 
An industrial relations system that has produced 
high productivity growth, moderate wage out-
comes, low strike levels and record corporate 
profits does not need radical change. 

There are two conclusions one can draw 
from what the Leader of the Opposition said. 
Firstly, we now hear belatedly from the 
Leader of the Opposition that the reforms 
which the Labor Party have staunchly op-
posed since 1996 have had these great out-
comes for the Australian economy. Secondly, 
if the Leader of the Opposition is saying that 
the system does not need radical change—as 
he is quoted in the Australian as saying—
will he now update his party’s industrial rela-
tions platform, because the Labor Party’s 
industrial relations platform effectively calls 
for the dismantling of the reforms that have 
been put in place since 1996? Two weeks 
ago, the member for Perth, the opposition 
spokesman in this area, was asked this ques-
tion: 

Will we see any change of Labor’s position now 
that Kim Beazley is back in leadership? And IR 
specifically? 

Mr Smith’s reply was: 
Well—I don’t necessarily think the change in 
leadership will bring any change in approach to 
bear. 

The Leader of the Opposition today has fi-
nally conceded that the Howard govern-
ment’s reforms of industrial relations have 
worked and yet his policy is still to dismantle 
it. Why doesn’t he get up to date? 

Health Insurance: Premiums 
Ms GILLARD (2.46 p.m.)—My question 

is to the Prime Minister. Prime Minister, isn’t 
it a fact that the average eight per cent in-
crease in private health insurance premiums 
approved by the Minister for Health and 
Ageing last week will cost a family with 
hospital and ancillary cover, on average, an 
extra $164 per year? Does the Prime Minis-
ter recall promising in 2001 that his policies 
on private health insurance ‘will lead to re-
duced premiums over time’? Why has the 
Prime Minister broken his word to the Aus-
tralian people and put more pressure on Aus-
tralian families? 

Mr HOWARD—I say to the member for 
Lalor a couple of things. The first is that in 
asking that question she deliberately omits to 
acknowledge the impact on private health 
insurance premiums of a number of govern-
ment policies: not only the 30 per cent rebate 
but also Lifetime Health Cover. She also ne-
glects to acknowledge the contributions that 
private health insurance makes to taking the 
load off the public hospital sector. Professor 
Ian Harper of the University of Melbourne 
has found that every dollar spent on the 30 
per cent rebate saves $2 in government 
health spending. 

The member for Lalor is concerned about 
the impact on typical families. If a 30 per 
cent rebate were removed—which was cer-
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tainly Labor’s policy in 1998 when it was 
introduced, because they voted against it 
and, if it had not been for the courageous 
support of Senator Harradine in the other 
place, the measure would never have got 
through—there would be an increase of $800 
a year to maintain private health insurance 
by typical families. I remind the House, 
while I am on the subject of rebates, that the 
Labor Party’s negative response to the pro-
posal to increase the premium for people 
over the ages of 65 and 70 is another re-
minder of how the Labor Party in practice is 
pursuing policies that would add to the cost 
of private health insurance for elderly Aus-
tralians. 

Coal Loading Capacity 
Mr NEVILLE (2.49 p.m.)—My question 

is addressed to the Minister for Industry, 
Tourism and Resources. Would the minister 
advise the House of the impact of bottle-
necks on our coal loading capacity? 

Mr IAN MACFARLANE—I thank the 
member for Hinkler not only for his question 
but for his great hospitality last Friday when 
I accompanied him to the opening of one of 
Australia’s great resource projects, the $1.5 
billion project in Gladstone for Comalco’s 
alumina refinery, for which the federal gov-
ernment provided assistance to Comalco to 
build a cogeneration plant. That is another 
example of federal government support for 
infrastructure, bringing home the bacon. 

That is not the only example of resource 
development and expansion in Australia. In 
2004-05 the resource sector’s exports are 
expected to increase by 20 per cent, or 
around $12 billion. Three commodities alone 
will lead the way: iron ore, up 35 per cent; 
metallurgical coal, up 52 per cent; thermal 
coal, up 43 per cent. But the best news is still 
to come. If we look out to 2005-06 we will 
see increases in exports of some 22 per cent, 
or the value of resource exports being worth 

some $82 billion. Again, coal will lead the 
way. Export earnings from coking coal are 
expected to increase 70 per cent to $18 bil-
lion in 2005-06, and thermal coal will in-
crease 19 per cent to $7.4 billion. 

I have been asked about threats. It will be 
no surprise to this House that the threats to 
export growth come from the Labor Party. In 
this case the threat to the growth comes from 
the Beattie government, which has made a 
complete bungle of the Dalrymple Bay lease. 
I know that the Leader of the Opposition 
thinks that the solution for the Labor Party—
perhaps he owes Premier Beattie yet another 
favour—is for the federal government to 
throw in some $400 million. In fact he said 
so the other day. But this government does 
not run deficit budgets the way the Labor 
Party ran deficit budgets when the Leader of 
the Opposition was finance minister. We be-
lieve that the people who make the mistakes 
should fix the mistakes. 

I thought to myself that perhaps I should 
check with the state Labor Treasurer who ran 
surplus budgets at about the same time as the 
Leader of the Opposition, then finance min-
ister, was involved in a government that was 
running deficit budgets. I checked to see 
what the former Treasurer for Queensland, 
Keith De Lacy, said of the company of which 
he is chairman—Macarthur Coal. He said: 
Out of the eight projects that we’re looking at, six 
of those are metallurgical projects in the northern 
Bowen Basin, but we’ve had to put them on hold 
until we can secure extra throughput through Dal-
rymple Bay. 

Mr Fitzgibbon—What’s your solution? 

Mr IAN MACFARLANE—I am asked a 
question by the member for Hunter, who 
used to be the spokesman for resources—but 
I see that he has been moved on. I think I 
should seek Mr De Lacy’s solution. He is up 
there, he is involved, he knows the answers, 
and this is what he says: 
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But we stress that both Prime— 

the company that has the lease on the 
loader— 

the authority— 

the competition authority in Queensland— 
and the Queensland government need to sit down 
together and find a way through this. It was the 
Queensland government’s decision to privatise 
Dalrymple Bay …  

I could not agree more with that, and I can 
only urge the Leader of the Opposition to 
stay out of the way. 

Skills Shortage 
Ms MACKLIN (2.53 p.m.)—My ques-

tion is to the Prime Minister. Does the Prime 
Minister recall telling radio 2GB last week: 
We have an economic need at the moment for 
more skilled people. You can’t generate them out 
of thin air in Australia. 

Prime Minister, given that skilled workers 
cannot be generated out of thin air, why has 
the Howard government created an $833 
million skills deficit and turned away more 
than 270,000 people from TAFE in the last 
six years? When everyone from the Reserve 
Bank to the OECD is shouting warnings 
about Australia’s skills crisis, why won’t the 
Howard government ease pressure on inter-
est rates by catching up with state and terri-
tory training investment and creating more 
TAFE places to skill Australia’s workplaces? 

Mr HOWARD—The assertion on which 
that question is based is wrong—that is, the 
claim, which was echoed by the Leader of 
the Opposition this morning, that the federal 
government has not matched state increases 
in funding for vocational education between 
1997 and 2003. That is just wrong. Overall, 
the states increased VET funding by 21.3 per 
cent over this period—and I am using the 
figures of the Leader of the Opposition. The 
Commonwealth government has increased 
overall vocational education and training 

funding by 35.5 per cent over the same pe-
riod. Can I remind the Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition that new apprentices in training 
have increased from 143,000 in 1995 to 
393,800 in September 2004. Can I also re-
mind the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, 
who is so fond of trumpeting the virtues of 
state Labor governments, that the most noto-
rious blow that has been struck to the pros-
pects of young trainees in Australia was the 
200 per cent to 300 per cent increase in 
TAFE fees implemented by a large number 
of state governments. 

The coalition has allocated over $1 billion 
in new funding for vocational education and 
training over the next three years, one of the 
most significant boosts by any government 
in years. This year the federal government 
will spend $2.1 billion on vocational educa-
tion and training. By contrast, the states and 
territories have been cutting their training 
budgets. I repeat: they have been cutting 
their training budgets—New South Wales by 
2.4 per cent in real terms, Western Australia 
by 2.1 per cent and the Northern Territory by 
5.2 per cent. In real terms, the Common-
wealth government has lifted funding for 
training by 22 per cent since 1995. Figures 
released last week by the National Centre for 
Vocational Education Research show that 
commencements in traditional trades in-
creased by 19 per cent in the 12 months to 
September 2004, completions are up 11 per 
cent on the previous year and school based 
new apprenticeship commencements rose by 
52 per cent in the year to September 2004. 
When the current Leader of the Opposition 
was Minister for Employment, Education 
and Training, the number of new apprentices 
in training fell to an all-time low of 122,700 
compared to 393,800 today. 

Skills shortages are a product of a strong 
economy and low unemployment. Let me 
repeat something that I said in an interview 
yesterday. We are paying the price now for, I 
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think, a generation of attitudes in this coun-
try which basically said that if you wanted to 
get ahead in life you should go to year 12 
and go on to university. Going into a trade 
was denigrated by too many people, includ-
ing parents. This is not the fault of one or the 
other side of politics; it is a judgment on atti-
tudes that existed. But one criticism that I 
certainly will not wear, and which cannot be 
sustained by any kind of objective analysis, 
is that this government, in the years it has 
been in office, has neglected training. The 
figures that I have just given to the House 
give the lie to that. 

Opposition members interjecting— 

Mr HOWARD—The noisy interjections 
from the other side vindicate the accuracy of 
the figures that I have quoted. We have not 
cut funding; we have lifted funding. We have 
more than matched the states. We have pre-
sided over a dramatic increase in the number 
of apprentices in this country, and the figures 
we have today, compared to the figures pre-
sided over by the Leader of the Opposition 
when he was the minister, should leave that 
gentleman hanging his head in shame. 

Emergency Management Arrangements 
Miss JACKIE KELLY (2.59 p.m.)—My 

question is addressed to the Attorney-
General. Would the Attorney-General inform 
the House of the additional support for vol-
unteers involved in emergency management? 
Is he aware of any alternative policies? 

Mr RUDDOCK—I thank the honourable 
member for Lindsay for the question, be-
cause I think many members are aware of the 
importance of volunteers. I know in the 
member for Lindsay’s electorate, as in mine, 
we often face the hazard of bushfires and we 
rely very heavily upon the rural fire services 
as well as organisations like the state emer-
gency services. We do rely very heavily on 
the commitment of volunteers right around 
Australia. We know that something of the 

order of half a million people are involved in 
volunteering their services in some form of 
emergency management capacity and 
350,000 of those are involved in emergency 
first response. We need to keep this com-
mitment going. We need to ensure that the 
all-hazards approach that we take to deal 
with emergencies is ably supported by a 
band of willing and well-supported volun-
teers.  

Last week, I chaired the inaugural meeting 
of all state and territory ministers who have 
responsibility for emergency services, and it 
was an opportunity to progress some of the 
initiatives that the Commonwealth is pursu-
ing. In particular, it focused on tangible ways 
of enhancing the emergency service volun-
teer base and underscored the importance of 
the commitment made by the coalition of 
$49 million over time in its Working To-
gether to Manage Emergencies policy an-
nounced at the last election. When imple-
mented, that will provide an opportunity for 
local authorities to obtain grants to directly 
assist volunteer organisations. 

I am very interested in alternative policies 
in relation to these matters, particularly 
where volunteers are concerned, and I have 
looked closely to see where alternative poli-
cies might come from. I must say during the 
course of the last election I could not find 
any alternative policies being presented by 
the opposition, which made me interested in 
a statement from the member for Barton that, 
when the coalition was dealing with these 
issues, he seemed to become aware of the 
importance of volunteers. But his approach 
was to simply encourage the Commonwealth 
to endorse a proposal from the states for a 
national taxation rebate for emergency ser-
vice volunteers. I have not asked the Treas-
urer whether he would like to cost such an 
item but, if the opposition are going to find 
policies in this area, let them also recognise 
what resources are involved and argue tangi-
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bly what policies they have in mind and the 
costs that they are prepared to attach to them. 

Mr McClelland—Mr Speaker, I ask the 
Attorney-General to present the document 
from which he was reading as it will give my 
precise quote about cooperatively discussing. 

The SPEAKER—Was the honourable the 
Attorney-General reading from a confiden-
tial paper? 

Mr RUDDOCK—No, I was reading from 
a press release from the honourable member 
for Barton, and it does say the ‘territory min-
isters will seek endorsement from the Com-
monwealth,’ which is the quote I made. I 
present the document. 

Skills Shortage 
Ms MACKLIN (3.03 p.m.)—My ques-

tion is to the Prime Minister. Prime Minister, 
is it not a fact that the Skills for work report 
released today shows most of the growth in 
new apprenticeships is in areas where there 
is no skills shortage and that the share of 
traditional trade new apprenticeships has 
halved since 1996? Is it not a fact that be-
tween the years 2000 and 2003 trades ap-
prenticeships declined by 2,300 while sales 
and service apprenticeships rose by about 
25,000? Is it not true that after nine years the 
government has failed to train apprentices in 
skills shortage areas and has created a skills 
crisis that is hurting Australian businesses 
and families and putting upward pressure on 
interest rates? 

Mr HOWARD—The answer to the last 
part of the question is no. As to the report, I 
have not read it yet and when I do I will have 
something further to say. Mr Speaker, I ask 
that further questions be placed on the Notice 
Paper. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE: 
ADDITIONAL ANSWERS 

Economy: Interest Rates 
Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime Min-

ister) (3.04 p.m.)—Mr Speaker, I seek the 
indulgence of the chair to add to an answer. 

The SPEAKER—The Prime Minister 
may proceed. 

Mr HOWARD—I was asked a question 
by the Leader of the Opposition at the com-
mencement of question time about economic 
performance over the last year. He sought 
through that question to unfavourably con-
trast the performance of the Australian econ-
omy with that of a number of comparable 
economies. I have been provided with some 
information that has been drawn from the 
OECD quarterly national accounts and it 
tracks average growth through the year since 
the beginning of the year 2000. These are the 
growth rates: Belgium, 1.8 per cent; Britain, 
2.6 per cent; Canada, three per cent; Den-
mark, 1.5 per cent; France, two per cent; 
Germany, one per cent; Holland, 1.2 per 
cent; Japan, 1.3 per cent; Spain, 2.9 per cent; 
Sweden, 2.4 per cent; Switzerland, 1.3 per 
cent; the United States, 2.7 per cent; and, 
over that same period, Australia, 3.2 per cent. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENTS 
Iraq: Australian Task Group Deployment 

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime Min-
ister) (3.06 p.m.)—by leave—The House 
will be aware that on 22 February I an-
nounced the government’s decision to send 
an Australian task group to Iraq. The task 
group will go to Al Muthanna province in 
southern Iraq. It will work closely with the 
Japanese Iraq Reconstruction Support Group, 
which is making a valuable humanitarian 
contribution to the rebuilding process in that 
province. It will also work closely with Brit-
ish forces who maintain operational control 
of southern Iraq. The Australian task group 
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will have two roles. First, it will provide a 
secure environment for the Japanese Iraq 
Reconstruction Support Group, which is cur-
rently building roads and schools, ensuring a 
clean water supply and delivering incidental 
health services to the people of that province. 
Second, the task group will be involved in 
the further training of Iraqi security forces. 
That training is essential if Iraqis are to as-
sume responsibility for their own security. 

This deployment involved a difficult deci-
sion taken by the government after careful 
consideration of Australia’s interests and our 
global and regional responsibilities. It is a 
sign of Australia’s commitment to the people 
of Iraq in their struggle for a better future. It 
is also a sign of the importance the govern-
ment places on working with Japan, a close 
friend and regional partner, on global secu-
rity issues. 

Iraq today is at a critical juncture; I have 
called it a ‘tilting point’—one where the bal-
ance between success and failure turns on a 
test of wills. Terrorists and insurgents have 
set themselves the goal of thwarting the 
emergence of a secure and democratic Iraq. 
The international community must join and 
deny them this objective. Australia shares an 
opportunity and an obligation to help build a 
secure and democratic Iraq, an opportunity 
given new force by the magnificent expres-
sion of Iraqi democracy that we all witnessed 
at the end of January. A failure of will now 
would be an abrogation of our nation’s inter-
ests and values. It would see Australia shun 
our closest friends, reward our avowed ene-
mies and turn away from a courageous peo-
ple who have chosen the path of our deepest 
convictions. 

The task group will total approximately 
450 men and women of the ADF, the bulk 
drawn from the Darwin based 1st Brigade. It 
will include some 40 ASLAV armoured ve-
hicles. The period from my announcement of 

the task group through to deployment will be 
approximately 10 weeks. The task group will 
add to approximately 920 ADF personnel 
currently deployed to the Middle East area of 
operations. At present, some 50 to 70 Austra-
lian personnel are engaged in training Iraqi 
security forces north of Baghdad. This con-
tingent will be rolled into the Al Muthanna 
Task Group when their current assignment is 
completed. The task group will operate under 
the national command of Australia’s joint 
task force in the Middle East area of opera-
tions, while being under operational control 
of the United Kingdom Multi-National Divi-
sion in southern Iraq. ADF units and person-
nel deployed in Iraq remain under Australian 
national command and in all their operations 
will abide by Australian law. 

The precise length of the deployment will 
be determined by circumstances as they 
emerge, bearing in mind that the central goal 
of the coalition in Iraq is to ensure the earli-
est practicable transfer of internal and exter-
nal security to the Iraqis themselves. Ini-
tially, the task group deployment will be for 
a period of 12 months, based on two rota-
tions of six months each. If the Japanese 
presence were to end prior to the conclusion 
of the initial 12-month deployment, the gov-
ernment would then review the operation. 
The interim Iraqi government warmly wel-
comes and endorses the Australian task 
group deployment. The continued presence 
of our forces in Iraq will be conditional on 
the continuing support of the incoming Iraqi 
transitional government. 

While I have stated consistently that we 
keep the level and composition of our forces 
in Iraq under review, I have not sought to 
disguise the fact that this deployment repre-
sents a change in the government’s previ-
ously stated position that we did not plan any 
major increase in our commitment. This 
change reflects the convergence of some new 
circumstances on the ground. As I have said 
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before, from time to time since the end of 
combat operations in March 2003 there have 
been informal requests from the Americans 
and the British for a greater Australian pres-
ence in Iraq. So far as the decision I an-
nounced on 22 February is concerned, the 
trigger for discussions within the coalition 
involving Australia was the final confirma-
tion by the Dutch in mid-November 2004 of 
their decision not to renew their deployment 
to Iraq. 

For the past two years the Dutch have 
maintained some 1,400 troops in Al 
Muthanna province, providing security for 
the Japanese forces. Under Japan’s constitu-
tion, that country’s military can only operate 
in a non-combat zone and can only be in-
volved in humanitarian and reconstruction 
activities, and the use of force by the Japa-
nese is limited to self-defence only. Unless 
additional security could be provided to re-
place the Dutch, there was a real possibility 
the Japanese could no longer remain in Iraq 
and therefore no longer continue their reha-
bilitation and humanitarian work. This would 
have been a serious blow to the coalition’s 
reconstruction effort and to the broader 
credibility of the coalition in Iraq. 

The House will, of course, in considering 
the government’s decision, be aware of the 
very heavy burden being carried in Iraq by 
the United States in particular and also by a 
significant contribution of British forces. 
Japan’s presence in Iraq as part of the coali-
tion is very important, both in substance and 
through its symbolism. Japan is a significant 
Asian power, a great Pacific democracy and 
a global economic power. Its presence in Iraq 
indicates the broad range of nations working 
to assist that country to consolidate a democ-
ratic future. 

The other factor weighing heavily on the 
Australian government’s decision making 
was the success of the Iraqi national elec-

tions—an outcome far more inspiring and 
impressive than anybody was entitled to ex-
pect. Nothing better illustrates what is at 
stake in Iraq than the memorable images of 
brave Iraqi men and women holding aloft 
their ink-stained fingers to record their first 
ever act of democratic freedom. 

We should not underestimate the positive 
force that this—the first genuine experiment 
in Arab democracy—can have in bringing a 
more hopeful future to the Middle East. In-
deed, recent months have seen a number of 
very positive developments in that troubled 
region. As well as the success of the Iraqi 
elections, we have seen new steps towards 
peace between Israel and the Palestinians. 
We have seen moves towards multicandidate 
presidential elections in Egypt and greater 
democracy at a municipal level in Saudi 
Arabia. And just last week there was a dra-
matic expression of people power in Leba-
non which has led to an announcement of a 
phased Syrian withdrawal from that country. 
The importance to all these events of the 
ousting of Saddam Hussein—opening the 
way to democracy in Iraq—should not be 
underestimated. It may yet prove an historic 
turning point for the Middle East—one that 
can profoundly alter the outlook for freedom 
and democracy in that part of the world. 

For the benefit of the House, I put on re-
cord the key exchanges between the Austra-
lian, British and Japanese governments lead-
ing up to my announcement of the task 
group. 

Confirmation in mid-November 2004 of 
the Dutch government’s decision not to re-
new their Iraq deployment led to discussions 
between coalition partners on the need to 
maintain an appropriate security force in Al 
Muthanna province. On 20 January 2005 the 
United Kingdom Defence Secretary, Mr 
Geoffrey Hoon, conveyed a request to Sena-
tor Hill for an Australian contribution in the 
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province. The United Kingdom Foreign Sec-
retary, Mr Jack Straw, wrote to the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs on 4 February 2005 re-
questing Australian support. 

The National Security Committee of cabi-
net met on 16 February 2005 and considered 
the matter very carefully—on the basis of 
advice from the Chief of the Defence Force, 
the Chief of Army and assessments from 
relevant intelligence agencies. The Prime 
Minister of Japan, Mr Junichiro Koizumi, 
telephoned me on 18 February and requested 
Australia’s contribution. The British Prime 
Minister, Mr Tony Blair, telephoned me in 
Auckland on 21 February to reinforce the 
requests that had previously been conveyed 
by Mr Hoon and Mr Straw to Senator Hill 
and to the foreign minister. 

I want to repeat that this deployment was 
not an easy decision for the government. I 
know it will be unpopular with a good num-
ber of Australians. But a government, acting 
in the national interest, must have a capacity 
to respond to new circumstances as they 
arise. The military deployment does involve 
a risk of Australian casualties. The security 
situation in this part of Iraq, however, is dif-
ferent from that in other areas, particularly 
the Sunni triangle. Al Muthanna province has 
a small population and, relatively speaking, 
has seen a low level of violence. Neverthe-
less, Iraq remains a dangerous place and the 
ADF constantly reviews the threat environ-
ment and adjusts its force protection meas-
ures accordingly.  

The government has ensured that the ADF 
personnel are well trained and have the right 
type of equipment for their mission. All 40 
ASLAVs will be fitted with enhanced protec-
tive measures to ensure multiple layers of 
protection for each vehicle. In some cases, 
enhanced protection will be fitted on arrival 
in theatre prior to operations commencing. 
We will not discuss exact details of en-

hancements to individual vehicles for opera-
tional security reasons. 

There has been some commentary relating 
to the fact that the size of the Australian task 
group is substantially less than the Dutch 
contingent it is replacing. This largely re-
flects the different tasks of the two forces. 
Whereas the Dutch contingent assumed 
broad security responsibilities, the Australian 
task group will have a narrower mission 
working in collaboration with British forces 
that will have overall responsibility for the 
security of the province. The size of the task 
group also reflects an updated assessment of 
the enhanced capabilities of Iraqi security 
forces. In the end, the figure of 450 person-
nel reflected advice provided to the cabinet 
by the Australian Defence Force, following 
consultations with military officials from 
Britain, Japan and the United States. 

This latest commitment to Iraq will not af-
fect Australia’s ability to support current op-
erations or to respond to our other national 
and regional tasks. Our forces will continue 
to discharge their other responsibilities to 
their normal high standard, whether in the 
Solomon Islands, in East Timor, or continu-
ing their important humanitarian work in 
Operation Sumatra Assist. The ADF is pre-
pared, equipped and structured to face all 
these challenges. In a world more intercon-
nected than ever before, Australia must 
maintain a global perspective on the security 
threats we face in the 21st century. Austra-
lia’s capacity to hold such a perspective, 
necessarily influenced by regional interests 
and responsibilities, is a measure of our stra-
tegic maturity as a nation. 

In closing, I know I speak for all members 
of the House, irrespective of their views on 
this deployment, in paying tribute to the men 
and women of the Australian Defence Force. 
Under tough conditions they are performing 
magnificent work to secure their country and 
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to extend the reach of peace and freedom. 
This decision and this deployment are con-
sistent with Australia’s strategic interests and 
with the best traditions of our forces. I know 
that the thoughts and the prayers of all Aus-
tralians will be with them when they embark 
on their mission. I thank the House. I present 
a copy of my ministerial statement. 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Leader of the 
House) (3.24 p.m.)—I move: 

That the House take note of the document. 

I seek leave to move a motion in relation to 
the debate. 

Leave granted. 

Mr ABBOTT (Warringah—Leader of the 
House) (3.25 p.m.)—I move: 

That so much of the standing and sessional or-
ders be suspended as would prevent the honour-
able the Leader of the Opposition speaking for a 
period not exceeding 18 minutes. 

Question agreed to. 

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the 
Opposition) (3.25 p.m.)—This parliament 
today debates the most serious of govern-
ment decisions: the decision to deploy Aus-
tralian troops overseas. When the Prime 
Minister announced on 22 February that his 
government would more than double the 
number of Australian Defence Force person-
nel in country in Iraq my first thoughts, and 
the first thoughts of us all in the Australian 
Labor Party, were for the safety and wellbe-
ing of our troops. As I said on that day, a 
large number of young Australians are about 
to be sent into harms way and those young 
Australians have our total support. Though 
we oppose this decision by the government 
they will continue to have our total support 
and we will devote ourselves in this parlia-
ment to ensuring that, whilst ever they are 
there, they want for nothing in circumstances 
in which they may well find themselves in-
adequately provided for. The Labor Party 
that I lead demands that the Australian gov-

ernment meet all their needs and require-
ments. We have been very vocal in the par-
liament to support the security needs of those 
troops who are in Iraq already, and we will 
continue to speak up for the interests of the 
troops who go now. We will hold the gov-
ernment accountable for the effectiveness 
with which they pursue the safety of those 
soldiers. We want all our troops to come 
back safely. They are important to us and 
their families are important to us. Just as 
much as every Australian soldier throughout 
our history has been one of us, just as much 
as the unknown Australian soldier who looks 
down Anzac Parade over our deliberations 
today was one of us, so the troops who go to 
Iraq in coming weeks are each one of us, 
each one an Australian. They go with our 
best wishes and they go with my prayers 
among the prayers of millions of other Aus-
tralians. We hope to see all of them home 
again and soon. 

Sixty years ago one of my predecessors, 
then Labor leader Ben Chifley, speaking as 
opposition spokesman on defence, said: 
The Labor opposition would not be doing its duty 
if it allowed the government to stride blunder-
ingly into error in seven-league boots and then to 
seek to hide behind a smokescreen of patriotism 
or to seek to deflect criticism from themselves by 
talking of the gallantry of our soldiers. 

I take the same view. There have been many 
occasions in the course of the past two years 
when our British and American allies have 
wanted and needed much greater levels of 
support from their friends in Iraq than they 
were obtaining at that point. The government 
defends itself in the statements that it has 
made now that somehow or other a new 
situation has been created that requires even 
more support than the government has given 
to this point. Throughout that period when 
they needed a great deal more support than 
they were given, the government turned them 
down. They were facing simultaneous revolts 
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in the Shiah and Sunni areas. They were un-
der hostile attack, and so were their support-
ers in that region, in a multiplicity of loca-
tions well outside the current Sunni triangle. 
We find out today that the answer this gov-
ernment gave them when they put their re-
quest to us for assistance in those circum-
stances of dire need was: no, we will not 
help you. 

The Prime Minister said in the remarks 
that he made today that ‘at low levels re-
quests were being made to us throughout that 
period of time by our allies to give them 
more support’. In fact, when these issues 
were raised with you in previous years, you 
denied that was happening. You hid behind 
the fact that you kept at that low level a bar-
rier against raising those requests to you up 
to a level where your ministers would have 
to consider them, so you would be in a posi-
tion where you could not say the Americans 
have asked us for the assistance that they 
desperately need in the circumstances that 
now confront them. Right through that pe-
riod of time you maintained a firm position 
that our involvement had concluded with the 
conclusion of the first phase of hostilities. 
Now with Iraq much quieter, arguably less of 
a requirement for any additional participation 
and an election safely out of the way, the 
Prime Minister has backed away from a firm 
position with the United States and Britain 
which represented a substantial and reason-
able strategic judgment at that time and now. 

I did not agree with the commitment of 
this government to the war in Iraq. I thought 
the position of the Australian government 
was rife with miscalculation. One thing that 
is very much missing from the Prime Minis-
ter’s remarks here today justifying his posi-
tion in relation to sending additional Austra-
lians to Iraq—one thing that we do not hear 
from the Prime Minister today—is any dis-
cussion of the elimination of and the stock-
piling of weapons of mass destruction—

chemical, biological and nuclear. We hear 
nothing about that. We hear very little from 
the Prime Minister about the alleged al-
Qaeda associations of the previous Iraqi re-
gime, which was also part of the rationale. 
What was not part of the Prime Minister’s 
rationale was the removal of the then gov-
ernment of Iraq which the Prime Minister 
explicitly eschewed when he was invited to 
comment on that matter during the course of 
the debates over the initial commitment of 
forces to Iraq. We have not heard any of that 
justification here. 

I disagreed with that commitment to the 
war but I gave him this credit: I respected the 
hardness of mind that went with informing 
our allies that we had other interests which 
would time limit our involvement. I re-
spected that hardness of mind in the Prime 
Minister. A similar judgment was made by 
this government in relation to Afghanistan—
earlier than I would have made it, but never-
theless reasonably—and reflected a hardness 
of mind. That was in a case where engage-
ment with al-Qaeda Central and global ter-
rorism was a much more clear-cut issue. You 
decided then you would put no troops into 
Afghanistan, they had an election in Af-
ghanistan, the Afghanistan government in-
vited you to assist them while they were hav-
ing that election campaign, we were inspired 
by the election results in Afghanistan and 
you have had nothing to do with it since 
then, despite the fact that in Afghanistan they 
confront al-Qaeda Central in dealing with 
those problems. So do not come here and 
wave around this sort of mock flag about the 
commitments that you are prepared to step 
up for to democracy in the Middle East when 
you have a record as flawed as yours. 

I thought it was a hardness of mind be-
cause I do not think it is an unreasonable 
position: even though I disagreed on Iraq, I 
agreed on Afghanistan. In areas outside our 
immediate region of strategic importance of 
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South-East Asia and East Asia—which actu-
ally happened to be called ‘Little Australia’ 
by our foreign minister; that is a very big 
ambition for ‘Little Australia’, I might say, 
all of South-East Asia and East Asia—it is 
not an unreasonable thing for Australia to 
consider support for its ally from time to 
time when our mutual interests are engaged 
or some value or purpose that ought to be 
served by assisting our ally requires an Aus-
tralian flag at that point in time. We have not 
thought it an unreasonable thing, given the 
relationship with that part of the struggle in 
Iraq and with the other struggle against in-
ternational terrorism, to maintain a strong 
position in the Persian Gulf; we do not think 
that an unreasonable thing on a more long-
term basis. But we have said we have other 
responsibilities, and those other responsibili-
ties require a hard-headed attitude so that 
when we sit down with our allies we say to 
them—and we mean it when we say it to 
them—‘We will be there occasionally for 
you outside those areas because you have 
plenty of help outside those areas, but in 
Australia’s area of immediate strategic inter-
est, South-East Asia and East Asia, there vir-
tually is only us, and we confront a terrorist 
threat in this region, we operate within a ma-
jor field of jihad in our region, we require 
expertise in handling that in our region, we 
require engagement and involvement in that 
region, we require a capacity to stand by to 
be of further assistance in that region and we 
require a capacity to deal with other related 
problems or unrelated problems—be it in 
New Guinea or the South Pacific or what-
ever—in that region. Therefore, our friends, 
we do not commit ourselves permanently 
outside that area. We are occasionally pre-
pared to provide you with a flag. We have 
other priorities on which in a hard-headed 
way we will engage with you, not in a wet-
headed way, dancing around whenever you 
want a little bit extra for your support.’ 

As for the problem that we are dealing 
with here, we saw the foreign minister stand 
up in this place and criticise me for somehow 
or other walking on both sides of the street. 
Why did he say I walked on both sides of the 
street? Apparently it was because I noted the 
fact that, on one hand, this seemed to have 
been planned since November and, on the 
other hand, the Prime Minister said that he 
had made a decision about it a couple of 
weeks ago—therefore he is making policy on 
the run. That was ‘walking both sides of the 
street’. I will tell you what is walking both 
sides of the street: walking both sides of the 
street is telling the Australian people repeat-
edly that you have made a sound strategic 
judgment, that you have calculated all the 
issues related to the affairs of Iraq and that 
you have determined that this is all that you 
are doing, give or take the odd one or two 
troops—and you say it not once but dozens 
of times. 

You have said it dozens of times, at least 
to the extent that I believed you. I believed 
that you had come to a sound political and 
strategic judgment on all of that and that you 
were not in fact in the business of a light-
headed, half-baked, wishy-washy, ‘we’ll 
keep you at arm’s length, friends, but once 
the election’s out of the way we’ll be back in 
there for you’ approach. I thought you were 
serious people and I thought you would take 
a serious stand on these issues. We now 
know differently: the flip-flop, walking both 
sides of the street job, as far as this is con-
cerned, has been done 100 per cent on the 
other side. We are now left with many ques-
tions about this particular commitment. We 
hope and pray that this is a commitment 
made in a peaceful environment and that the 
troops that go will be home by the end of the 
year unharmed. That will occur if there is a 
successful agreement by the Sunni and Shiite 
populations in the aftermath of the election 
and a civil war does not break out that 



44 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES Monday, 7 March 2005 

CHAMBER 

spreads the current insurgency beyond the 
area of the Sunni triangle well into the re-
gions with which we are now engaged. 

That outcome will produce a safe deploy-
ment for our troops and no requirement for 
additional troops—it will do that. If that out-
come does not occur, the fat will be in the 
fire not only for us but of course for many 
others as well. There are many questions 
now that ought to be asked of the Prime Min-
ister about where he stands on that. This is 
not South-East Asia and this is not a jungle 
environment; this is a hot and heavy military 
environment. What that means is that it is a 
highly armoured environment. Troops which 
operate in this environment must have tanks, 
they must have armoured fighting vehicles, 
they must have artillery, they must have ap-
propriate air support and they must have 
helicopters to transport the troops. When we 
last engaged in a hot and heavy environment 
like this it was in Vietnam. In Vietnam were 
Australian tanks, Australian armoured fight-
ing vehicles, Australian helicopters— 

Mr Downer—It’s a jungle environment! 

Mr BEAZLEY—If you know anything 
about Vietnam you will know that a fair bit 
of it is not. 

Mr Downer—We actually know a bit 
more about it than you might think! 

The SPEAKER—Order! The Minister 
for Foreign Affairs! 

Mr BEAZLEY—We had all of those 
things. They were Australian troops who 
were manning those tanks, those armoured 
fighting vehicles, those helicopters and that 
artillery. There are no Australians doing that 
in Iraq. We are protecting the Japanese, it is 
said, and I have a question mark over how 
that invitation got arranged, but more impor-
tant than us protecting the Japanese is that 
the British are protecting us. Our troops are 
protected by British tanks, British armoured 
fighting vehicles, British helicopters and 

British artillery. However, if British ar-
moured fighting vehicles, tanks and helicop-
ters become engaged in a civil war and be-
come preoccupied in fighting that war, they 
will not be there to provide us with that pro-
tection and, in those circumstances, the re-
quest for more troops will come in and what 
will you do? In those circumstances—and 
remember they will be circumstances in 
which the Poles and the Ukrainians have also 
left because they are pulling out over the 
course of the next six months—we will be in 
a situation where the same request will come 
to the Prime Minister— 

Mr Downer interjecting— 

The SPEAKER—The Minister for For-
eign Affairs is warned! 

Mr BEAZLEY—as came to him on this 
occasion. All previous requests in that hot 
environment have been rejected by the Prime 
Minister, who said, ‘We’ve done enough.’  

Mr Downer interjecting— 

The SPEAKER—The Minister for For-
eign Affairs has been warned! 

Mr BEAZLEY—And what will the 
Prime Minister say then? Will the Prime 
Minister say there will be additional Austra-
lian troops? Will the Prime Minister say that 
we will provide additional capabilities to 
those troops? Will the Prime Minister say 
that we are prepared to pick up not only what 
were the Dutch obligations but the Polish 
and Ukrainian ones as well? Will the Prime 
Minister say that, as those forces become 
tired fighting the battles against this insur-
gency, Australian troops will be rotated into 
that environment? These are questions it is 
now reasonable to ask. It is reasonable to ask 
these questions because the Prime Minister 
has so gravely misled the Australian people 
on this matter in the period up to our general 
election, because there were no qualifica-
tions in the Prime Minister’s position. 
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The Prime Minister did not say, ‘If the 
foreshadowed election turns out to be suc-
cessful, we will be there.’ The Prime Minis-
ter did not say, ‘If the foreshadowed Dutch 
departure goes ahead, we will be there.’ The 
Prime Minister did not say, ‘If strategic cir-
cumstances change, we will be there.’ The 
Prime Minister could have said we would be 
there or at least allow a qualification, be-
cause all those things were known prior to 
the last federal election as circumstances 
which might occur. The Prime Minister said 
to all of that, ‘No more.’ The Prime Minis-
ter’s judgment was a hard-headed judgment, 
but this one is a soft-headed judgment: 
probably inadequately supported forces in 
circumstances of very great uncertainty. The 
Australian people expected better of you in 
this regard, Mr Prime Minister. The troops 
were owed better from you in this regard and 
they are owed better from you in the sort of 
support that they go away with and the op-
erations that they do there. Prime Minister, 
this was not a sensible idea of yours. (Time 
expired) 

Debate (on motion by Mr Downer) ad-
journed. 

PETITIONS 
The Clerk—Petitions have been lodged 

for presentation as follows and copies will be 
referred to the appropriate ministers: 

Telecommunications: Mobile Phone 
Service 

To the honourable Speaker and the Members of 
the House of Representatives assembled in Par-
liament: 
The petition of certain citizens of Australia draws 
to the attention of the House the vital importance 
of telephone services to people living in remote 
Western Australia. 
Your petitioners therefore request that the House 
take all steps necessary to ensure that the resi-
dents of Marble Bar  have access to a mobile 
phone service. 

by Mr Beazley (from 354 citizens) 

Immigration: Asylum Seekers 
To the Honourable the Speaker and the Members 
of the House of Representatives in Parliament 
assembled: 
Whereas the 1998 Synod of the Anglican Diocese 
of Melbourne carried without dissent the follow-
ing motion: 
‘That this Synod regrets the Government’s adop-
tion of procedures for certain people seeking po-
litical asylum in Australia which exclude them 
from all public income support while withholding 
permission to work, thereby creating a group of 
beggars dependent on the Churches and charities 
for food and the necessities of life; 
and calls upon the Federal government to review 
such procedures immediately and remove all 
practices which are manifestly inhumane and in 
some cases in contravention of our national obli-
gations as a signatory of the UN Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights.’ 
We, therefore, the individual, undersigned atten-
dees at St Luke’s Anglican Church, Frankston 
East Vic 3199, petition the House of Representa-
tives in support of the above mentioned Motion. 
AND we, as in duty bound will ever pray. 

by Mr Billson (from 33 citizens) 

Aged Care 
To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of 
the House of Representatives assembled in Par-
liament: 
The petition of certain citizens of Australia draws 
to the attention of the House the serious crisis in 
funding of the Aged Care Sector. 
Your petitioners therefore request the House to 
provide funding to Aged Care that is based on a 
sector wide benchmark of care. 
The benchmark of care must: 
link staffing levels to funding; and 
link to quality outcomes for older people; and 
reflect the real costs of providing quality aged 

care services. 
Your petitioners also call for the introduction of a 
care subsidy indexation, system that provides 
funding increases when costs rise. 

by Ms Gillard (from 10,311 citizens) 
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Aged Care 
To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of 
the House of Representatives assembled in Par-
liament: 
The petition of certain citizens of Australia draws 
to the attention of the House the serious crisis in 
funding of the Aged Care Sector. 
Your petitioners therefore request the House to 
provide funding to aged care, based on the estab-
lishment of an industry wide, properly costed, 
clearly defined benchmark of care, which  link 
staffing levels, skills mix and funding to quality 
to quality outcomes for older people. The bench 
mark of care must reflect the real costs of capital, 
staffing and operating a quality aged care services 
which is responsive to the needs of aged indi-
viduals. 
Your petitioners also call for the introduction of a 
care subsidy indexation system that recognizes 
the pressures on the sector and the $406 million 
funding shortfall to date. 

by Ms Gillard (from 5,599 citizens) 

Environment: Pallarenda Park 
To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of 
the House of Representatives assembled in Par-
liament: 
The petition of certain electors of the Division of 
Herbert draws to the attention of the House the 
decision of the Australian Communications Au-
thority to enter into a contract to sell a parcel of 
land adjoining the Pallarenda Environmental 
Conservation Park. 
Your petitioners therefore request the House to 
ask the Minister for Communications, Informa-
tion Technology and the Arts to intervene and 
stop the sale of this important and valued piece of 
land and ensure that the parcel is given over to the 
State of Queensland for incorporation into the 
Pallarenda Environmental Conservation Park. 

by Ms Livermore (from 33 citizens) 

Petitions received. 

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS 
Language 

Ms VAMVAKINOU (Calwell) (3.45 
p.m.)—I move: 

That this House: 

(1) recognises that the English language is the 
most common and unifying language 
amongst Australians; 

(2) recognises and supports immigrants and in-
digenous Australians who speak languages 
other than English and encourages them to 
retain these languages as they acquire Eng-
lish; 

(3) recognises the profound and lasting benefits 
of second language learning for individuals 
and for the nation: intellectual development, 
cultural sensitivity, greater equality and en-
hancement in trade and diplomacy; 

(4) recognises that despite successive govern-
ment policies on the matter of language 
learning we have not really succeeded in 
reaping the maximum benefits of the multi-
lingual resources of the Australian people; 

(5) recognises that Australia should base its na-
tional policy on languages on the principles 
of ‘English Plus’ which can be expressed as 
the four ‘E’s: enrichment, economics, equal-
ity and external; and 

(6) recognises that Australia needs to elevate the 
recognition of the importance of language as 
a skill and resource, both for individuals and 
as a nation in domestic and international do-
mains. 

Australia has a very proud heritage as a mul-
tilingual nation. Although this language re-
source is not always apparent or, indeed, al-
ways acknowledged by all, it is nevertheless 
the case that here in Australia we are 
uniquely placed to communicate with the 
entire world. Our language inheritance began 
with Australia’s traditional owners, who en-
dowed us with hundreds of rich and ancient 
languages, and it continues many years later 
with waves of immigrants, bringing with 
them languages from around the world. 

This motion recognises that together as a 
people we are united through our common 
language, English; but, moreover, this mo-
tion recognises and supports immigrants and 
Indigenous Australians who speak languages 
other than English and encourages them to 



Monday, 7 March 2005 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 47 

CHAMBER 

retain these languages as they acquire Eng-
lish. In addition to recognising the impor-
tance of learning English, this motion also 
recognises the profound and lasting benefits 
of second language learning to individuals 
and to the nation. These benefits include in-
tellectual development, with extensive scien-
tific studies demonstrating that bilingual 
skills attained by young children can con-
tribute to enhancing their cognitive function-
ing. Further studies show that language com-
petence can improve cultural vitality and 
sensitivity through enhanced cultural insight, 
awareness, understanding and tolerance. In 
addition, benefits can be derived in trade and 
commerce through understanding, penetrat-
ing and servicing new markets.  

In recent years, in both the United King-
dom and the United States, national evalua-
tions of language competence of the popula-
tions have been conducted. In both cases, it 
is recognised that a more unstable and inse-
cure international environment makes it im-
perative for more citizens to learn more lan-
guages. To that end, it is now recognised by 
the education system of both those countries 
that they must mount a serious and continu-
ous learning program so that a wide range of 
languages are encouraged and supported as 
part of a long-term approach to language 
planning. 

Similar arguments apply to the Australian 
situation. Australia has a good tradition of 
teaching languages and developing re-
sources. We also have a reputation interna-
tionally for expertise in this area. For dec-
ades now, languages other than English have 
been included in school curriculum, and the 
variety of languages around us has also 
broadened greatly—from traditional Euro-
pean languages, such as French and Latin, to 
the languages of immigrant communities, 
such as Greek and Italian, and to the lan-
guages of our neighbours and business part-
ners, such as Indonesian and Japanese. 

The motion recognises that, despite suc-
cessive government policies on language 
learning, we have not really succeeded in 
reaping the maximum benefits of the multi-
lingual resource of the Australian people. 
Had we seen bilingualism and multilingual-
ism as our greatest tools for enhancing de-
mocracy, cultural awareness, intellectual de-
velopment, and trade and diplomacy, and had 
we recognised that young children were ca-
pable of absorbing several languages at any 
one time, we would be in the same situation 
as Europe, where learning several languages 
is a central aspect of education, providing 
young Europeans with vast opportunities. 

In comparison to Europe and other na-
tions, Australia’s multilingual language skills 
rate very poorly. Although there are many 
Australians, like me, who are capable of 
conversing in a second language, many other 
Australians never get the opportunity or sup-
port to learn a language to a fluent level, be-
cause language learning is seen as an issue 
for ethnic communities only. We still see 
ourselves as a predominantly monolingual 
society, despite our multilingual inheritance. 
It has not always been easy to gain govern-
ment support and funding in relation to lan-
guage learning. In recent years, no new fund-
ing has been given to language programs or 
institutions; instead, there have been many 
cutbacks and we have seen the abolition of 
existing and highly successful programs, 
such as the National Asian Languages Pro-
gram and the National Language Institute of 
Australia. 

It is imperative that we improve our ef-
forts on language learning. We need to do 
this through a well-funded, comprehensive 
policy that strengthens English skills and that 
actively builds skills in languages other than 
English. As such, this motion recognises that 
Australia should develop a national policy on 
languages based on the principles of ‘English 
Plus’, which can be best expressed as achiev-
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ing the four E’s: enrichment, economics, 
equality and external gain. A committed lan-
guage policy would see languages other than 
English become core subjects and no longer 
be the subject of curriculum cuts. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Jen-
kins)—Is the motion seconded? 

Mr Brendan O’Connor—I second the 
motion and reserve my right to speak.  

Mr BARRESI (Deakin) (3.51 p.m.)—I 
welcome the opportunity to speak on this 
private member’s motion. I congratulate the 
member for Calwell on bringing it forward. 
We are fortunate that our English language is 
the most widely spoken language in the 
world. Today, it is without peer as the lan-
guage of international business and govern-
ance. There are few places in the world 
where the local people do not possess some 
basic English. A confident and thorough 
grasp of English is a real asset for Austra-
lians and it strengthens the process of travel-
ling and doing business overseas. 

I do not disagree with the first part of this 
motion, which recognises the common and 
unifying power of English in Australia. Like 
all young migrant boys settling into a foreign 
land—and I know that the member for Cal-
well will understand this example—I learnt 
quickly that a great deal of our identity and 
colloquial distinctiveness was tied to our 
Australian version of English. In no time, a 
whole community of migrants from across 
the world were learning all about being ‘fair 
dinkum’. If you look at a migrant-English 
dictionary, you will see words there that are 
neither in the English dictionary nor in a per-
son’s native language dictionary. 

I recall accompanying my parents in those 
early days to Beaconsfield Primary School, 
in Western Australia, for evening English 
classes. It was my role as a very experienced 
linguist at the age of 10 to act as an inter-
preter between my Italian-speaking parents 

and their English-speaking teacher. This is a 
far cry from today, where languages are 
taught by qualified LOTE teachers who can 
confidently converse with students in both 
languages. This enables students to develop a 
finer grasp of what they are learning. 

Despite the harmony and diversity of cul-
tures in Australia, multiculturalism has not 
bred a multilingual society. English has been 
and remains our unchallenged, dominant 
language. This may be due to our historical 
links to the United Kingdom, our geographic 
isolation, the fact it is the language of busi-
ness or a combination of these factors. 

While we lie on the fringe of South-East 
Asia, our history has not developed a society 
where people learn more than one language 
out of necessity. Multilingual societies are 
becoming more prevalent overseas, but not 
here in Australia. It is not unusual to find 
students in European countries fluent in their 
language as well as one if not two or three 
other languages, such as English and French. 
As just one of thousands of examples that I 
am sure members can draw on, a friend of 
mine grew up in such a multilingual society 
in Istanbul, Turkey, of all places. As a mem-
ber of the city’s sizeable Christian commu-
nity, he was required to develop a fluent 
grasp of Turkish, French, Italian and Greek 
to enable him to communicate effectively 
and to be a contributor to the Turkish society. 

While the status of the English language is 
without question, I disagree with the argu-
ment of the member for Calwell that this 
government is not committed to supporting 
languages other than English. LOTE is one 
of the eight key learning areas in the national 
goals for schooling in the 21st century. As a 
priority, the government is committed to 
helping coordinate and plan LOTE programs 
throughout Australia. As with the general 
secondary school curriculum, the learning of 
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languages is the responsibility of the state 
and territory governments. 

The government takes its role seriously. It 
is important that the state and territory Labor 
governments properly fund language pro-
grams in their schools. Over the next four 
years the Commonwealth has committed 
around $114 million to support the teaching 
of Asian, European and Indigenous lan-
guages. This support also extends to teaching 
the vital Auslan sign language, which is 
critical in my electorate where we have a 
deaf-specific aged care facility where they 
are constantly searching for Auslan interpret-
ers. As well, we will be funding community 
language programs in ethnic schools. The 
next two years should also see the strong 
development of future federal LOTE policy. 
A key plank of this is $4.6 million of seed 
funding to establish a national language cen-
tre, near Redfern in Sydney. 

Being from an ethnic background, I be-
lieve that communities are better placed than 
bureaucrats to instil a love of language into 
young students. The limited time available 
does not allow me to go through a full de-
scription of the government’s assistance to 
these groups, but one example is the $1.3 
million annual core grant to the Asia Founda-
tion to support studies of Asia across all cur-
riculum areas. I congratulate the member for 
Calwell for bringing this debate on. (Time 
expired) 

Mr BRENDAN O’CONNOR (Gorton) 
(3.56 p.m.)—As the first monolinguist to 
enter this debate, I rise to support the motion 
moved by the member for Calwell. Some 
would argue that I am even having trouble 
with one language, but can I say that I use 
the only language which I can speak fluently 
to indicate my support for this motion and 
also, in the broader sense, to highlight the 
importance of language and knowledge gen-
erally. I, along with a number of members of 

this House, represent a constituency that is 
very ethnically diverse. In my electorate 
there are over 100 different recognised eth-
nicities—there are people from many Euro-
pean countries and increasingly from coun-
tries in Asia, Africa and beyond. I am blessed 
with a constituency that is rich in both cul-
ture and language. I enjoy learning bits and 
pieces in all of those languages as often as I 
can. I recognise the importance that the rich-
ness of a language can bring to a society and 
the assets that such languages contribute to a 
society. 

I as a migrant believe that most, if not all, 
migrants bring something to a society. One 
would hope that migration generally leads to 
enrichment of the nation’s assets in social, 
economic and cultural terms. I believe lan-
guage does that, and therefore I agree with 
the proposition by the member for Calwell 
that we should not discourage—indeed, we 
should encourage—citizens or permanent 
residents to maintain their culture and to 
maintain their language. I think it actually 
adds to our society. 

As I indicated earlier, I am a migrant, and 
I think it is important that when you enter a 
society like Australia’s you make a commit-
ment to enter it fully, to become a full mem-
ber of the community and, wherever possi-
ble, to become a citizen of that country—as I 
have. I think that is a good step in the right 
direction, towards really showing your bona 
fides as part of the community. I also think it 
is important that society as a whole recog-
nises that these skills that people bring when 
they come to Australia are assets that should 
be recognised formally. 

I am aware of workers who are bilingual 
or multilingual who use these skills in the 
workplace and are not formally recognised. I 
can point to examples where home care 
workers look after elderly people who need 
people to speak in languages other than Eng-
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lish. I am aware of situations in which people 
are employed because of their multilingual 
skills but are actually not recognised—in 
other words, not recognised in a remunera-
tive sense in their employment conditions. 
That is one of those examples where you see 
a sort of recognition but not real recogni-
tion—not identifying the person as having 
skills that they bring to this country and to 
the community at large. 

I think this motion is a significant motion. 
I support the comments made by the member 
for Calwell. I do consider the fact that we are 
isolated from what we perhaps once saw as 
home. We are not close to Europe, which 
people perhaps predominantly believed was 
where we had the closest tie. It is unfortunate 
that we are not as ready to learn languages as 
people in Europe and Asia. I think there has 
been a general recognition that more should 
be done to encourage people to commit to 
learning other languages. I can only say that 
that would lead not only to an enrichment of 
the country but to a greater tolerance 
amongst community members and a greater 
understanding amongst community members 
in our own society. I wholeheartedly support 
the motion moved by the member for Cal-
well, endorse many of the comments made 
by the member for Deakin and support the 
motion generally. (Time expired) 

Mrs MOYLAN (Pearce) (4.01 p.m.)—I 
also congratulate the member for Calwell on 
bringing this motion to the House and raising 
language as a very important national issue. 
Certainly the government sees it that way by 
making language other than English one of 
its eight key learning areas in the National 
Goals for Schooling in the Twenty-First Cen-
tury, which our colleague the member for 
Deakin has also highlighted. I thank the 
member for Deakin for the insights and per-
spective of a 10-year-old migrant boy in 
Australia who became a language expert at a 
very young age. 

It is a pleasure to be able to speak on this 
issue today, and it is timely, because when I 
opened my emails this morning I had an 
email from a teacher by the name of James 
Pollard in one of my country towns. He is a 
Japanese teacher at the Toodyay District 
High School. He said in his email that he 
has: 
... just returned from an ‘In country’ Japanese 
Language Endeavour Fellowship program spon-
sored through DEST and organised through the 
Asia Education Foundation at the University of 
Melbourne— 

which I am sure the member for Calwell 
would be familiar with. 
The programme was aimed at improving the pro-
ficiency of the participants in Japanese and in-
cluded a week of in country travel and two weeks 
of intensive language study. 

He said he was: 
... one of two Japanese teachers chosen from 
Western Australia. The other 20 came from NSW, 
Victoria, Canberra, Queensland and South Austra-
lia. From now, I will be focussing on developing 
a curriculum project formulated while participat-
ing in the programme. This will be developed for 
the benefit of students at TDHS. 

I congratulate Mr Pollard both for being se-
lected to be part of this delegation and for his 
commitment to coming back with the deter-
mination to produce good curriculum. He 
goes on to say that he began his teaching 
career: 
... as an ESL teacher in Melbourne and could see 
first hand the importance of mastery of a second 
language both personally and economically. Now, 
as a Japanese teacher in Australia and having 
lived in Japan for six years, I can see how impor-
tant the mastery of a second language can be to 
English speaking Australians who are interested 
in or intend to become involved with other coun-
tries. Any government initiative that can help to 
improve the proficiency and level of cultural un-
derstanding of Australian language teachers can 
only be beneficial to fostering positive and pro-
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ductive relationships with other countries in the 
long run. 

As I said, I am pleased that his skill and abil-
ity will be put to good use producing curricu-
lum for teaching in schools. A study was 
done which outlines some trends and issues 
for language education in school. I would 
just like to take up a couple of these, as there 
is not sufficient time to go through them in 
depth. If we could address some of these 
trends, we would perhaps elevate the teach-
ing of languages other than English to a 
much higher plateau and perhaps convince 
people that need to be convinced to continue 
to put some energy into this area. One of 
those trends was: 
Teacher supply is affected by factors such as lim-
ited opportunities for language training in pre-
service teacher education courses (particularly for 
primary school) ... 

I raise this because I know from my own 
grandchildren that learning a language when 
you are a very young child is a very good 
idea. The mind is fertile. You will see young 
children’s eyes light up with a curiosity and 
an interest when they hear people speaking 
in another language. I think it is really im-
portant that teachers are prepared so that they 
can undertake this work at primary school 
level. The report talks about: 
... low rates of retention of language teachers in 
schools ... often caused by unsatisfactory work 
arrangements, such as having to teach hundreds 
of students across a number of schools. 

I thought there were two other points that 
were relevant: 
Some schools report that languages programmes 
are unpopular with parents, with a perception too 
that language learning interferes with literacy 
development, though the evidence is to the con-
trary. 

Certainly my own experience in my own 
family has been that it actually enhances 
your literacy development. I think that there 
is clearly some well-founded evidence to 

support that. I would like to see us continue 
to debate this issue and to encourage the 
teaching of languages other than English in 
our schools. I once again congratulate the 
member for Calwell. (Time expired) 

Mr ADAMS (Lyons) (4.06 p.m.)—This is 
a very important motion that has been moved 
by the member for Calwell. Although it is 
necessary to ensure all our citizens have a 
good control of English for their health and 
wellbeing, understanding the law and all 
those sorts of things, second language skills 
are becoming more and more important as 
we seek to trade with other nations, particu-
larly those in Asia. With language comes an 
understanding of culture, and this is vital if 
one is to succeed in developing relationships 
with other countries and preparing for trade 
demands. 

I have been told of many problems in 
businesses due to misunderstandings of the 
nuances of certain languages. I recently vis-
ited China and watched some of our diplo-
mats at work, and I was very impressed with 
how many of them were able to joke and 
explain in some detail what we were trying 
to achieve. To encourage nationals from non-
English-speaking backgrounds, I think it 
would be useful to have language skills go-
ing both ways. This motion highlights the 
fact that we have not reaped the maximum 
benefits of the multilingual resources of the 
Australian people. 

It is a very Anglo-centric and lazy ap-
proach to expect everyone to speak English 
to us, when English is a very hard language 
for many to master. Even native speakers of 
English find it difficult. I know only too well 
what it was like to learn and to relearn Eng-
lish as a language, and I have never spoken 
anything else. To be literate in English is 
pretty hard, even in Australia, so I can only 
guess what it must be like to learn it as a 
second language. It must be pretty daunting. 
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People have to learn not only English but 
Australian English. They have to learn about 
our icons and about the people we believe to 
be important. Australian slang—Aussie slang 
or ‘Strine’ as it is sometimes called—is a 
reflection of the harsh Australian land and 
the ‘no-nonsense, let’s get on with it’ attitude 
of the Australian people. A lot of corners are 
cut both with what we say and how we say it, 
and it is pretty incomprehensible to outsid-
ers—even to the English. 

My experience includes being asked to 
explain the system of government in Tasma-
nia. You tell them there are three, and you 
have to go right through it. ‘Who on earth 
are Snugglepot and Cuddlepie?’ Unless you 
know the culture, how do you understand 
them? How can it rain cats and dogs? It is 
difficult, yes. Many of the skills relating to 
language development are also useful in 
other areas. Migrants who have been here for 
some time and who have become bilingual 
are often used to assist in welfare areas by 
interpreting not only the words but the cul-
tural background to the words. Interpreting is 
a very high skill in itself as you have to proc-
ess the information and spit it out again in an 
accurate stream of words. There are many 
functions that I have been to that would 
benefit from having had more interpreters on 
the ground that knew both countries well 
enough to ensure that you got the thinking 
behind the words. 

Japanese and Chinese are both very for-
mal languages and have to be carefully un-
derstood; otherwise, it can cause at least 
some embarrassment and at worst a diplo-
matic incident. Fortunately, these people are 
much more tolerant of us than we are of 
them, but sometimes there must be some 
awful faux pas involved. Aboriginal lan-
guages should be respected too. After all, 
these were Australia’s first languages. We 
could probably learn a lot about the land and 
the culture that was and is now if we under-

stood how their languages have changed and 
been modified. Yet we seem to give scant 
attention to language when we talk on issues 
of welfare and wellbeing. 

I am really pleased that this motion has 
been moved. During the last period of Labor 
government we started to address what it 
means to be a multicultural nation. This gov-
ernment has now turned this nation into a 
fearful one. We do not appear to want to 
know about other nations or cultures. It is not 
high on its agenda. If we are to succeed in 
free trade policies and expect economic ad-
vantage, those other languages will be more 
than just important; they will be vital. We 
have a huge resource to draw upon. Con-
gratulations to the member for Calwell for 
raising this very important question. (Time 
expired) 

Mr WAKELIN (Grey) (4.11 p.m.)—I 
thank the member for Calwell for raising this 
issue of language. It has been a very enjoy-
able part of the day to listen to the previous 
five speakers. The issue is the English lan-
guage, the most common and unifying lan-
guage amongst Australians and, we could 
say, across the world as well. When one trav-
els a little, one becomes familiar with the 
dominance of the English language in many 
countries. I will never forget my experience 
when I was in Brussels two or three years 
ago. As we were walking through a thor-
oughfare, I said to my wife, ‘English is quite 
dominant here.’ A fellow sitting on the 
pavement, whose outstretched legs I had to 
walk around, said, ‘You are not English, you 
are Australian.’ I was quite confounded that 
he not only picked my language but also my 
accent. 

It is important, in this international com-
munity we live in, that we have this sort of 
discussion. We need to recognise the impor-
tance of communication at a range of levels 
and that this should be developed and im-
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proved upon. In the few minutes available I 
will talk a little about the importance of Abo-
riginal Indigenous language. I must say how 
much in awe I was when I first went to the 
Pitjantjara lands, which is part of my elector-
ate, and how the Aboriginal people went in 
and out of English and Pitjantjara with an 
ease I was overwhelmed by. They spoke very 
good English and Pitjantjara, which I can 
report to the House I subsequently tried to 
learn for a brief period—and not with great 
success. It is something that requires prac-
tice. Once I go over to Palya, Watipulka or 
Kulli-kulli I am very much limited, but it is 
very impressive to listen to Aboriginal peo-
ple as they come in and out of English and 
Pitjantjara. The issue that the member for 
Pearce touched on, and others may have as 
well, of enhancing literacy by having two 
languages is something I would like to pick 
up in our report. I am the Chair of the House 
of Representatives Aboriginal and Torres 
Strait Islander Affairs Committee, and the 
Indigenous committee report picks up on 
that. Mr Richard Trudgen is well known for 
his expertise in this matter. He emphasised 
the importance of understanding how to 
communicate: 
… miscommunication is occurring on both 
sides… That is not the fault of the teachers, doc-
tors, sisters and support staff who go to Indige-
nous communities. It is not the fault of the In-
digenous people. In a sense it is the fault of a 
society that is not approaching the transfer of 
knowledge in an intellectual way and not using 
good theory to say that if you need to understand 
something you probably need to understand it in 
your first language, which you think and con-
struct knowledge in. 

Mr Trudgen was further quoted in the report 
as saying: 
The argument is clearly that the best acquisition 
of English occurs when you teach as long as you 
possibly can in the first language. The literature is 
complete—it is irrefutable—in that the longer you 

teach in their first language, the better the acquisi-
tion of English is going to be. 

That is something that I would not have even 
thought about. It is quite revealing that there 
is an important contribution to be made, not 
only to being fluent in a second language but 
to being fluent in English. 

There is much in this discussion and I am 
rather grateful, in the time available, to have 
contributed briefly to it. In terms of cultural 
development, there are many billions of peo-
ple all over this planet. There always seem to 
be troubled times but it comes to a focus 
from time to time that there is nothing more 
important than the effective use of language. 
We need to be fluent and accurate in English 
or other languages to be able to communicate 
effectively. (Time expired) 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Jen-
kins)—Order! The time allotted for this de-
bate has expired. The debate is adjourned 
and the resumption of the debate is made an 
order of the day for the next sitting. 

Australia-China Trade 
Mr JOHNSON (Ryan) (4.16 p.m.)—I 

move: 
That this House: 

(1) acknowledges the importance and value of 
free trade agreements in strengthening bilat-
eral relations between countries and produc-
ing international trade benefits; 

(2) recognises the enormous opportunities for 
Australia in furthering trade arrangements 
with the world’s fastest growing economy, 
China; and 

(3) supports the Government’s Australia-China 
Free Trade Agreement Joint Feasibility Study 
currently underway into the viability of a 
free trade agreement between Australia and 
China. 

It is a great pleasure for me to speak in the 
federal parliament today on this important 
motion. I believe it is significant, for this 
country as well as for China, that a free trade 
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agreement be concluded in the weeks and 
months ahead—and I want to speak in rela-
tion to trade generally, as well. 

Free trade agreements are being negoti-
ated by this government—and very success-
fully so. The Malaysian Prime Minister is 
coming to visit Australia next month, and 
Australia is looking to conclude a free trade 
agreement with Malaysia. Last year the 
Prime Minister, in Laos, committed Australia 
to the consideration of free trade agreements 
with ASEAN countries, and this is another 
good sign, further to Australia’s already con-
cluded negotiations with the United States, 
Thailand and Singapore. 

Free trade agreements are good for the 
world and for this country because they con-
tribute very substantially to international 
stability and to international economic pros-
perity. One of the key reasons for this coun-
try moving along with free trade agreements 
is that it can do so not at the expense of our 
commitments to multilateral agreements. We 
are equally committed to those agreements 
but, as all members of the parliament know, 
the Doha Round has stalled. I look forward 
to that round being re-engaged in the months 
ahead. 

This motion is about the opportunities for 
this country in trade and commerce with 
China. As everyone knows, China is a nation 
on the economic rise and is an enormous 
market for us to tap into. It is the world’s 
seventh largest and fastest growing economy. 
In particular, it is the largest recipient of for-
eign direct investment. Of course, a nation of 
$1.3 billion offers great opportunities but we 
must remember that size alone is not the 
critical factor. Most importantly, China is a 
country of people who are very dynamic and 
creative, and above them is a government 
that is very committed to opening the market 
in that country. 

I believe it is in Australia’s national inter-
est that we create opportunities for Austra-
lian businesses to sell our products and ser-
vices in China. This is something that is go-
ing to make a big difference to this country’s 
future economic prosperity. Not only is Aus-
tralia drawn to making an FTA with this 
emerging power; many of our competitors 
are already engaging with China on the 
commercial front. If we do not do this it will 
be to our national detriment. So it is very 
important that we continue to engage com-
mercially with the Chinese people and the 
Chinese government. 

This week the Minister for Trade, the 
honourable Mark Vaile, is going to Beijing to 
put the finishing touches to the scoping study 
and hopefully the Prime Minister will be able 
to announce a more formal arrangement in 
terms of the free trade discussions in April 
when he visits Beijing and speaks to the 
President of the People’s Republic of China, 
President Hu Jintao. It is some 18 months 
now since the president of China came to the 
national capital of this country and spoke in 
this parliament. It was a great honour for us 
that we were able to host, very successfully, 
the Chinese president the day after we hosted 
US President George Bush. 

I am very pleased to speak on this motion 
because it is very important that we are able 
to produce opportunities abroad for Austra-
lian businesses. Let me give an example of 
one Australian business that is doing re-
markably well—and has a great history of 
doing well. It is a Sydney business and it has 
been awarded the contract to design the 
swimming stadium at the Beijing Olympics. 
I had the opportunity, only this week, to visit 
the complex that is being constructed. In 
fact, I was in China yesterday and returned 
just this morning. It was a great opportunity 
for me to have a look at that complex. I had 
the opportunity to lead a small business 
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delegation to China and to return home to 
speak on this in parliament. (Time expired) 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Jen-
kins)—Is the motion seconded? 

Mr Laming—I second the motion and re-
serve my right to speak. 

Dr EMERSON (Rankin) (4.22 p.m.)—
Labor’s trade policy priority is the multilat-
eral forum of the Doha Round of trade nego-
tiations. The reason we support the Doha 
Round is that it stands to provide the biggest 
gains for Australia and the largest stimulus to 
world economic growth. The government 
says that the World Trade Organisation is 
also its priority, but in truth it has concen-
trated on preferential trading arrangements 
that discriminate against other countries. La-
bor will support bilateral trade deals if they 
contribute to our multilateral liberalisation 
objectives, if they generate real market ac-
cess and if they simplify, rather than make 
more complex, the trading rules that govern 
Australian and global trade. 

When the joint study into a possible free 
trade agreement between Australia and China 
is released in March, it is expected that both 
governments will announce agreement to 
begin formal negotiations. Labor’s trade pol-
icy priority remains the WTO Doha Round, 
but we have strong political, economic and 
trade links with China. We were a key advo-
cate of China’s accession to the World Trade 
Organisation, and China would hope for and 
expect bipartisan support for the negotiations 
towards a trade deal with China. 

Unlike the US free trade agreement, a free 
trade agreement with China would not ex-
tend to sensitive social policy issues such as 
the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme and 
local media content rules. However, there 
will be sensitive issues in negotiating a free 
trade agreement with China. In particular, 
China’s demand that trade negotiations can 
only occur if Australia recognises China as a 

market economy has implications for Austra-
lia’s antidumping regime and for our manu-
facturing sector. Granting China market 
economy status will not necessarily under-
mine legitimate antidumping claims, but we 
need to be careful in this regard. 

Australian industry would continue to be 
protected by our rights under the World 
Trade Organisation’s antidumping regime. 
Those rights include the right to utilise price 
information from a third country—this is 
called ‘surrogacy’—in circumstances where 
there is no reliable Chinese information to 
enable Customs to investigate a dumping 
complaint. The difficult part of the use of 
surrogacy is that China will claim—in many 
circumstances, correctly—that the use of a 
third country’s costs does not reflect the 
competitive advantage that China has gained 
in the production of those particular manu-
factured goods. That creates the difficulty of 
establishing the legitimacy of antidumping 
cases. Nevertheless, the government has al-
ready agreed that, as a precondition for nego-
tiating a trade deal with China, it will grant 
China market economy status. We need to be 
careful about that, but, as I have indicated, it 
does not necessarily mean that legitimate 
antidumping claims would have no proper 
hearing, because the World Trade Organisa-
tion rules provide for legitimate antidumping 
action. 

Any free trade agreement with China 
should be non-discriminatory. This is a very 
important point. Better access to Australian 
markets granted to China by the Australian 
government should also be extended to other 
countries. This is the most favoured nation 
principle and it is the bedrock of the world 
trading rules. Australia should not be seeking 
preferred access to Chinese markets—just an 
opportunity to compete. A nondiscriminatory 
trade deal with China could support the 
overall liberalisation of trade. 
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This Labor formula of nondiscrimination 
in trade negotiations contributed to the 
strongest export expansion in Australia’s 
history. But all of that came to a shuddering 
halt in 2000, and since then volumes have 
remained flat and Australia’s share of world 
exports has fallen to its lowest level since at 
least 1948. 

A return to the principle of nondiscrimina-
tion in negotiating agreements such as the 
proposed Australia-China FTA would ensure 
that such deals contribute to rather than de-
tract from the objective of global trade liber-
alisation. (Time expired) 

Mr LAMING (Bowman) (4.27 p.m.)—I 
am happy to have seconded this motion, and 
I support the government’s progress towards 
a China-Australia free trade agreement, 
which obviously means reducing tariffs to 
zero and the removal of other non-tariff trade 
barriers such as import quotas and other local 
practices which restrict market access. There 
is enormous potential in the striking of this 
deal—in agriculture, services, financial, edu-
cation and training; in the rapidly growing 
sectors of minerals and resources and tour-
ism; and in the various other areas where we 
have an enormous market advantage and 
comparative advantage, such as legal, archi-
tectural and educational services. 

Let us not forget that underpinning this 
debate is the fact that one in five Australian 
jobs is linked to the generation of exports—
1.7 million Australian jobs. It is one in four 
jobs in regional and remote areas—and ob-
viously the coalition has a strong focus on a 
policy that helps regional and remote Austra-
lia. While only five per cent of Australian 
businesses export, they are responsible for 20 
per cent of Australia’s jobs. It is among Aus-
tralia’s fastest-growing sectors; it is the most 
competitive and it pays the highest salaries. 
So there is every reason to give great atten-
tion to a free trade agreement with China. 

This government has a very strong heri-
tage of free trade agreements, as the member 
for Ryan has already elucidated. In contrast, 
the opposition, having signed only one free 
trade agreement and never having negotiated 
any, is in a terribly weak position to equivo-
cate about the benefits of a free trade agree-
ment today. We are talking about a $27.3 
billion two-way trade arrangement—nine per 
cent of our total exports go to China and 10 
per cent of all our imports come from China. 

Today I want to highlight the difference 
between our approach to trade and that of the 
opposition. We, on this side of the House, are 
well aware that quite often the opposition’s 
approach is cobbled together from various 
academics of their own political persuasion. 
So, when I read this month that an ANU 
economics professor was concerned that 
‘multiple bilateral deals result in a spaghetti 
bowl of crisscrossing FTAs that don’t meld,’ 
I thought, ‘Here is an opposition with a defi-
nite affection for spaghetti.’  

Would they support an FTA? It does not 
appear so. First they were split on the US 
free trade agreement. Then they believed that 
there should be a Senate committee set up to 
investigate the agreement. Then, of course, 
we had the Werriwa wriggle when they real-
ised they were going to have to pass it, sup-
port it and find, desperately, two conditions 
on which they could move the debate. Ulti-
mately, today, we have heard from the mem-
ber for Rankin a series of conditions—a little 
more wriggle room for the opposition to 
equivocate once again on free trade. 

Let us go back in history to the Grayndler 
economic forum, hosted by the member for 
Grayndler who, in his first speech to this 
parliament, bemoaned: 
... cut public services such as the Commonwealth 
Employment Service. If the government presses 
ahead with its ill-advised attempt to cut up to 
20,000 public sector jobs, these are exactly the 
services that will be most in demand. 
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Unemployment would run out of control, 
presumably, by the cutting the CES—what 
could be further from the truth! At the 
Grayndler economic forum you would ex-
pect the most brilliant economic minds to be 
present—I see the smirks on the other side. 
Yes, Senator Conroy was present! With the 
$11 trillion US economy up for access to this 
government, Conroy said on the PBS: 
Labor will not support any agreement that un-
dermines the Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme 
and results in any increase in the cost of essential 
medicines.  

… … … 
My concern is that US pharmaceutical companies 
will be pushing for increased returns ... 

Surprise, surprise! They have never done that 
before, have they! He went on to say: 
If successful, this would mean higher prices of 
essential medicines for all Australians. 

Never mind that we are striking the cheapest 
deals for drugs in the developed world and 
OECD economies, with drugs 47 per cent 
cheaper than they are in the United States. 
Never mind that the PBS is a last dollar in-
surance system that means that the govern-
ment bears all of the negotiating responsibil-
ity. It was just needy Australians that had so 
much to lose from a free trade agreement, 
wasn’t it?  

The opposition tend to put politics well 
over the priorities of trade. That is at the very 
heart of the Labor Party’s approach. They 
have every reason to equivocate about this 
motion—this equivocation is something to 
which Australians have become accustomed. 
Our government is working to promote the 
Export Market Development Grants pro-
gram, appoint new export facilitators, create 
export hubs by co-locating Austrade and 
AusIndustry, establish new export hubs and 
also promote the Cairns Group to drive a 
quick and successful outcome for the current 

round of trade negotiations with the WTO. 
(Time expired)  

Mr BOWEN (Prospect) (4.32 p.m.)—I 
welcome this opportunity to speak in this 
debate on Australia-China trade, particularly 
to follow the honourable member for Bow-
man and his very interesting contribution. 
There are a number of points which he made 
which I would like to take him up on. He 
talked about Labor’s record on trade and said 
that we did not negotiate any free trade 
agreements. I remind the honourable mem-
ber for Bowman that the Hawke and Keating 
Labor governments founded the Cairns 
Group of nations, which represents nations 
of similar economic backgrounds in multilat-
eral trade agreements.  

Every recognised trade expert in the world 
says that multilateral agreements have more 
benefits than bilateral agreements. That is the 
view of every recognised expert in the world 
not just, as the honourable member for 
Bowman said, academics who happen to 
come from a Labor point of view. He seems 
to think that those people, despite their emi-
nent qualifications, are not entitled to a point 
of view.  

I found it interesting that he condemned 
the Labor Party’s history on trade when his 
government has presided over the biggest 
current account deficit in this nation’s his-
tory—seven per cent of gross domestic 
product. It is not the banana republic; it is the 
big banana republic because this government 
has mismanaged our trade relations and our 
economic growth and has overseen the big-
gest current account deficit in our history. I 
also remind the honourable member for 
Bowman that it was a Labor government 
which reduced tariffs in this nation for the 
first time since the early 1970s. I do not re-
call the Fraser government reducing one tar-
iff—not one—but the Hawke and Keating 
governments reduced tariffs across the board. 
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Honourable members opposite say that 
Labor are equivocating. No, what Labor are 
saying is that, in principle, a free trade 
agreement with China may well be a good 
thing, but we want to see the agreement. 
They may be willing to sign off any agree-
ment, which may or may not produce results 
for Australia and may or may not be in Aus-
tralia’s best interests. Our position is: show 
us the agreement and we will make an as-
sessment about whether it is in Australia’s 
best interests. 

I do agree with the honourable members 
opposite that any government has a respon-
sibility to ensure that everything possible is 
done to gain the best access for Australian 
exporters into the Chinese market, because 
the Chinese market is the fastest growing in 
the world. The Chinese economy is in many 
respects the engine room of world economic 
growth. The increase in Chinese economic 
activity is one of the things driving the in-
crease in Australia’s terms of trade. So, of 
course, it is incumbent on any Australian 
government to do whatever is possible to 
gain the best access for Australian exporters 
into China. We are all in agreement on that. 

Where we differ with the honourable 
member for Bowman and the honourable 
member for Ryan is in their saying that any 
free trade agreement with China is a good 
thing. No, it will have to meet certain condi-
tions and it will have to be in Australia’s na-
tional interest. For example, there are some 
signs coming from Beijing that Beijing is 
going to play very hard to get in this agree-
ment. They are going to negotiate hard ball, 
and you would expect them to.  

We would want to see access for Austra-
lian agricultural products, as Australian agri-
cultural products face cascading tariffs in 
China. On rice, wheat and a range of agricul-
tural products there are tariffs which are very 
high indeed, when exporters seek access to 

China. We would want to see some benefits 
for Australian agricultural producers in an 
Australia-China free trade agreement. We 
saw sugar farmers—and I know this is some-
thing close to your heart, Mr Deputy Speaker 
Causley—get no benefit from the US free 
trade agreement and, if we see a result like 
that in the China free trade agreement, then, 
yes, the Labor Party will be pointing out the 
obvious pitfalls. 

Perhaps even more important than access 
for agricultural producers is access for Aus-
tralian service providers. If Australian ser-
vice providers can get in at the ground floor 
of this growing economy, there are poten-
tially very real benefits for the Australian 
economy. Unfortunately, at the moment 
China places many licensing and approval 
restrictions on Australian service providers. 
Education is a great potential area for ex-
ports, and hopefully we will see some im-
provement and the freeing of access through 
this agreement. 

I would like to refer briefly to some com-
ments I read in the Australian last year by an 
official of the Chinese Ministry of Com-
merce, Dr Mei Xinyu, who set out some of 
the things that China would like to see out of 
the Australia-China free trade agreement. 
Because time is pressing, there are two I will 
refer to: the repatriation of corrupt Chinese 
officials to China from Australia; and Austra-
lia ceasing to comply with corrupt American 
ideology and then trying to impose that ide-
ology on Asia. The only ideology that Aus-
tralia seeks to promote is democracy. (Time 
expired) 

Mr FORREST (Mallee) (4.37 p.m.)—
This is an excellent motion. I congratulate 
the member for Ryan for bringing it to the 
attention of the House. There is no doubt that 
this new trade agreement, when it is formu-
lated and when we see the detail, is going to 
provide a tremendous ongoing stimulus, par-
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ticularly for rural Australia. I am disap-
pointed by the contributions of the other 
members who know precisely that but who, 
as always, convert everything into a political 
football. The member for Prospect brags 
about the introduction of tariff reform by the 
Hawke government. I mention and respond 
to that in particular because the Hawke gov-
ernment did that with very little protection 
for the industries that so affect the constitu-
ents where I live, in particular the citrus in-
dustry. So I do not expect opposition mem-
bers to come in here and convince the people 
who support me that what they did was a 
good thing for them. 

Despite that, the citrus industry has fought 
back and, even with the trepidation they feel 
about establishing market access into China 
and the prospect that counterseasonal navels 
from China will arrive in Australia, they say 
to me, ‘Make sure Mark Vaile achieves ac-
cess into China for us.’ It is exactly the same 
for table grapes. I am pleased to see that the 
Minister for Trade has been in the chamber 
after returning from Africa and in less than 
24 hours will head off to China, tomorrow 
morning. That industry in particular badly 
needs restoration of what they used to have 
by an informal arrangement: access for table 
grapes and citrus into China. Since the intro-
duction of the multilateral approach, which 
the opposition have bragged about in here 
this afternoon, they have seen that access 
constrained, and that is hurting them badly. 
There is a record navel crop hanging on cit-
rus trees through the Murray Valley at the 
moment. The pressure is on for the govern-
ment to at least enter into some agreement 
that creates that market for citrus. 

The growers are grateful that over the 
years they have managed to survive in a sus-
tainable way, despite what was done to them 
by the Hawke government. The secret to that 
success has been changing the emphasis 
from concentrate and orange juice to fresh 

product into the United States. It is export 
markets that are going to help rural indus-
tries. My industries are waiting for this 
agreement to be established and put firmly in 
place—but not at their expense. Of course 
we will all be interested in the detail. As one 
who, like the member for Ryan, has been to 
China a number of times and tried to deal 
professionally in a former life with Asian 
nations, I know it will take some time. They 
will be quite canny about establishing an 
arrangement that is in their interests, the 
same as we will be focusing on our national 
interests. 

I am looking forward to the establishment 
of a free trade agreement with China. I hope 
we can go beyond the political exercise we 
saw over the agreement with the United 
States. It is all about providing market oppor-
tunity for massively expanding industries, 
particularly in the agricultural sector right 
across rural Australia and, in particular, in 
the Murray Valley. There, the changes to wa-
ter policy have seen massive growth in the 
expansion of tree products, vegetables, table 
grapes and wine grapes. There are not 
enough people in Australia to consume the 
excellent products they are producing. It is 
access to export markets that will ensure that 
that development is sustainable. China is the 
next export opportunity. I will be looking for, 
and encouraging at every opportunity, the 
government and particularly the minister to 
pull it off. I am delighted to have had the 
opportunity to make a contribution to the 
debate and congratulate the member for 
Ryan for bringing the motion to the attention 
of the parliament. 

Mr DANBY (Melbourne Ports) (4.42 
p.m.)—I commend the honourable member 
for Ryan for introducing this motion which 
gives us an opportunity to discuss the general 
proposition of an Australia-China free trade 
agreement. This is a discussion which this 
House needs to have before the government 
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commits us to this particular agreement with 
the People’s Republic of China. As speakers 
on this side of the House, and the opposition 
generally, have pointed out it is a discussion 
on an agreement that we have not seen. I am 
not opposed in principle to a free trade 
agreement between Australia and China. 
Those on this side of the House, including 
me, are free traders, and Labor is a free trade 
party. Furthermore, as the member for Pros-
pect just pointed out, they were recent Labor 
governments that produced the most marked 
free trade reforms in the Australian economy. 
China is an emerging economy that is enti-
tled to have access to Western markets. If 
such a free trade agreement might be of 
benefit to both countries then that would be 
an agreement this side of the House would 
support. 

China’s economy is obviously growing 
rapidly and Chinese living standards are ris-
ing steadily, although I notice that the Chi-
nese government is concerned about the eq-
uity of that rise in living standards. The 1.2 
billion people in China are the world’s larg-
est emerging market for goods and services. 
Australia is well placed to become a major 
supplier of a wide range of products and ser-
vices in the future in education and, as we 
are now, in energy such as natural gas or 
LPG and coal. That does not mean, however, 
that Labor will or should blindly endorse any 
free trade agreement that comes before this 
House. It is perfectly legitimate for this par-
liament to carefully scrutinise any proposed 
free trade agreement to see whether Austra-
lian industries, workers, consumers and, in-
deed, our environment will be adversely af-
fected by such an agreement. Any trade 
agreement involves both benefits and costs 
to both partners. This parliament will need to 
know what the benefits and costs of such an 
Australia-China agreement will be and to 
make an informed decision about whether it 
is in Australia’s national interests. 

Today, however, I want to talk not so 
much about Australia as about China. Eco-
nomic progress in China, since the shift to a 
market economy began under Deng Xiaop-
ing in 1979, has been remarkable, but it has 
come at a high cost. This is mainly because 
of the radical and far-reaching economic re-
forms that have taken place in the absence of 
political democracy in a country which un-
fortunately still has no free press, no free 
trade unions and no genuine civil society 
able to scrutinise and criticise government 
decisions. 

China is not a genuine market economy. 
There is the recent experience of Foster’s 
Brewing in China. Worse is McDonald’s, 
which recently had a bustling operation in 
the centre of Beijing and had it cancelled 
after a two-year operation, despite the fact 
that they had allegedly a 50-year lease, be-
cause the local Beijing Communist Party 
decided a high-rise Taiwanese hotel would 
make them more money by arbitrarily abol-
ishing McDonald’s contract. It is this country 
where some economic decisions are still 
made for political reasons. In China loss-
making state industries are propped up by 
soft loans from state banks whose funds 
come from high taxes on the peasantry. It is a 
country where environmental laws are not 
enforced and where official corruption seems 
strange to advanced industrialised countries. 

It is also a country where millions of peo-
ple are kept in forced labour camps, the 
Laogai, from where much production that 
comes to Western countries is obviously 
emanating. People who are imprisoned with-
out trial for political or religious reasons 
produce goods which are sold into Western 
markets under false labels to conceal their 
origins. It is a country where thousands of 
workers in the mining and transport indus-
tries, particularly coalmining workers, are 
killed every year in industrial accidents, as 
the member for Batman pointed out in a very 
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important speech in an adjournment debate 
in the last session of parliament. These acci-
dents are caused by pressure to maximise 
production in industries which have no effec-
tive state scrutiny 

I have repeatedly raised these matters of 
human rights in China with the government, 
which I believe has not been active enough 
in pursuing such matters. Like other mem-
bers of this House, I will keep an open mind 
on this free trade agreement, but I want to 
see it in detail. I think we should make a big-
ger effort to see that this agreement does not 
include production from forced labour 
camps. We want to see that China moves 
towards a more open situation where the 
civil society and trade unions can guarantee 
that their products are made under the same 
circumstances that ours are. The comments, 
drawn to our attention by the member for 
Prospect, that were made by the Chinese 
Ministry of Commerce are very worrying 
when the Chinese spokesman says that what 
they want to come out of this agreement is a 
certain kind of ideology being imposed on 
Australia. (Time expired)  

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Order! The time allotted for this 
debate has expired. The debate is adjourned 
and the resumption of the debate will be 
made an order of the day for the next sitting. 

GRIEVANCE DEBATE 
Question proposed: 
That grievances be noted. 

Dental Care 
Ms GEORGE (Throsby) (4.47 p.m.)—

Today’s grievance debate provides the op-
portunity to expose the Howard govern-
ment’s double standards in the provision of 
dental care. The recent expose by the Sydney 
Morning Herald of the alarming state of den-
tal care in the public system has brought this 
very important issue to national attention 

once again. The articles revealed a state of 
serious neglect, with patients in New South 
Wales waiting up to eight years for attention 
and the number of children needing hospital 
treatment for problems with their teeth dou-
bling over the past decade. 

I was appalled to read that four children a 
month undergo what is referred to as a ‘full 
clearance’—meaning that all their teeth are 
extracted in hospital—and that more than 
100 children a month in New South Wales 
are anaesthetised in hospital for dental treat-
ment. Since this government axed the former 
Commonwealth dental program, waiting lists 
around the nation have exploded. It is esti-
mated that 500,000 Australians are on wait-
ing lists for treatment, with only around 11 
per cent of them treated annually. 

These waiting lists are causing unneces-
sary suffering. In the Illawarra, for example, 
one can only get a speedy appointment at a 
public dental clinic if the patient exhibits 
bleeding, swelling and severe pain. Even 
then, a wait of three weeks with an abscess 
and excruciating pain is quite commonplace. 
One constituent advised me that she waited 
for five years for a filling that was not to be 
as, in the end, the tooth crumbled away. Is it 
any wonder, as the Sydney Morning Herald 
reported, that people are forced to pull out 
their own teeth with pliers, douse abscesses 
in battery acid and deaden the pain of tooth-
ache with alcohol? Is it any wonder that Aus-
tralia is now recorded as having the second 
worst adult oral health of all the OECD 
countries? This is surely an untenable situa-
tion in a country as wealthy as ours. 

The Howard government wants to wash 
its hands of responsibility for this appalling 
situation, arguing that the solution lies with 
state governments. But dental care is a na-
tional responsibility. That is what the Austra-
lian Constitution says, even if John Howard 
lies about it. 
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. I.R. 
Causley)—Order! The member for Throsby 
will withdraw that. 

Ms GEORGE—That is what the Austra-
lian Constitution says, even if John Howard 
fails to recognise this truth. The Constitution 
clearly gives the Commonwealth responsibil-
ity to make laws for the provision of hospital 
benefits, medical and dental services. On the 
one hand, the federal government wants to 
absolve itself of any responsibility for the 
dental care needs of the nation. But, on the 
other hand, the truth is that indirectly the 
government continues to subsidise dental 
care for people but only those who can afford 
private health insurance. 

The government is spending in the order 
of $430 million a year subsidising dental 
care for people with private health insurance 
but at the same time turning its back on those 
most in need. As funding cuts take their toll 
on public patients, subsidies for the oral 
health of privately insured Australians con-
tinue to grow. This lack of federal funding 
for public dental health has created a huge 
divide between rich and poor in our society. 
Low-income earners without private dental 
insurance are 25 times more likely to have 
had all their teeth extracted than high-income 
earners with insurance. Professor Spencer 
from Adelaide University describes the situa-
tion in the public dental system in the fol-
lowing words: 
You’re mopping up advanced level decay and 
people with considerable pain and serious infec-
tions. What these people go through is repeated 
cycles of emergency care with teeth extracted. 

And yet it is these people, the ones who are 
in greatest need but cannot afford private 
insurance, who are unable to access any 
Commonwealth assistance at all. 

Last year federal Labor announced that it 
would reintroduce the national public dental 
scheme and provide $300 million over a 

four-year period to do so. That proposal was 
warmly received by the community and 
lobby groups like the one in my area, the 
Illawarra Dental Health Action Group, who 
had worked tirelessly to bring these matters 
to public attention. I want to place on record 
my thanks to local constituents like Alice 
Scott and Tom Ward among many who have 
lobbied and campaigned hard on this critical 
issue, including the tendering of petitions to 
parliament.  

We all know how successful Labor’s na-
tional program had been. Even recently the 
minister for health acknowledged that the 
program had led to a substantial reduction in 
waiting lists. The Australian Institute of 
Health and Welfare reported in 1997 that in 
the first two years of the program eligible 
Australians who received public funding 
dental care under the program visited more 
frequently for dental care, reported less fre-
quent experience of toothaches, received 
fewer extractions and were more satisfied 
with the dental care they received. Waiting 
times were substantially reduced. Patients 
waiting for 12 or more months decreased 
from 21.1 per cent to 11.3 per cent, while 
those waiting for less than one month in-
creased from 47.5 per cent to 61.5 per cent.  

Yet despite these obvious successes the 
Howard government axed the Labor dental 
health care program back in 1996. Is it any 
wonder that dental decay rates and tooth loss 
in children and adults in our country are on 
the increase? The situation, I fear, can only 
get worse. Already we are desperate for den-
tists in the Illawarra public dental system and 
across the nation, particularly in rural and 
country regions. As I said earlier, half a mil-
lion Australians are on the waiting list for 
public dental care and attention. Most alarm-
ingly, a recent study by the University of 
Adelaide predicts a shortage of about 1,500 
dental workers by 2010. Restrictions on the 
availability of services and capacity to pay 
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will result in even greater access problems 
for disadvantaged groups, for the aged and 
the poor in our community. As subsidies for 
the oral health of privately insured Austra-
lians continue to increase, the aged and the 
poor are waiting for up to eight years to get 
treatment through a rundown public system. 

Tooth disease is indeed becoming a silent 
epidemic in our community. This govern-
ment must be held to account about this ap-
palling situation. If the Howard government 
was able to find $66 billion to get itself re-
elected at the last election, why then can’t it 
find $100 million to reinstate Labor’s dental 
health program, a program that looked after 
the needs of those without capacity to pay, a 
program that bridged the divide between the 
wealthy and the poor, and a program that 
addressed the real needs of citizens in our 
community? 

National Articulated Truck Registration 
Mr BALDWIN (Paterson) (4.55 p.m.)—

Today I rise to speak on a grievance relating 
to the trucking industry. There is a definite 
need for a national articulated truck registra-
tion and database system with the aim of 
improving safety on the roads for all motor-
ists. We have the states moving to a national 
heavy vehicle reform program, but we need 
more. What brings this to notice today is the 
fact that in October last year on Mooney 
Mooney bridge there was a horrific accident 
resulting in the death of a motorist. Some 35 
cars and a semitrailer were involved. Investi-
gations into the accident found that the truck 
involved was both unregistered and unin-
sured, yet it had gone through the Mount 
White weighing station only minutes before. 
An articulated truck registration and database 
scheme would enable information on all 
trucks and trailers to be available at all of the 
weigh stations. It would involve the removal 
of the current registration restrictions where 
articulated trucks are fined for interstate runs 

and it would mean a much greater national 
approach to safety on our roads. 

This is not a dollar-grabbing exercise, as 
the registration money collected under a na-
tional articulated truck registration system 
should go back to the states to help improve 
the roads and bridges. The urgency behind 
this is a matter of national safety. On Friday, 
22 October there was a minor accident on the 
F3 Freeway which turned into a major disas-
ter. As cars waited to be able to pass the mi-
nor accident near the Mooney Mooney 
bridge an 18-tonne prime mover hit the wait-
ing vehicles, causing what rescue workers 
described at the time as nothing short of a 
war zone. Thirty-four cars in total were in-
volved in the pile-up. It is very sad that Ann 
Parker from the Central Coast was driving 
one of those vehicles. She was waiting to 
pass the minor accident and was tragically 
killed in the subsequent pile-up. Mrs Parker 
was driving a Hyundai Excel and the impact 
of the accident caused her car to explode. It 
took salvage crews 12 hours to clear the area. 

The investigation results following the ac-
cident showed that the driver of the semi-
trailer, David Lawler, was charged with driv-
ing an unregistered and uninsured vehicle. 
He was actually charged on 11 November 
with a total of 11 offences relating to the 
Mooney Mooney crash, including: driving a 
vehicle while tax was not paid; driving a ve-
hicle with a number plate not issued for the 
vehicle; having two registration plates in his 
possession suspected of being stolen; and 
displaying a misleading plate. In addition Mr 
Lawler was also charged at Maitland police 
station on 27 November with driving an un-
registered and uninsured truck in Stanford 
Street at Pelaw Main on 3 September. 

The question to be raised is: why do we 
need articulated truck registration and what 
would it do? The registration would provide 
a common user database in all states of all 
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details relating to each articulated vehicle on 
the road and the drivers. It would enable the 
efficient checking of load weights, registra-
tion details and travelling times through the 
camera systems which are currently on a lot 
of our overpasses. For those who are not 
aware of them, they are the little cameras 
that flash red as the trucks go through. They 
photograph the registration plates and, as the 
truck then goes through a subsequent over-
pass, a camera registers and measures the 
time taken—and there are allowed times be-
tween those two distances. 

I see a national articulated truck registra-
tion system being of benefit to our commu-
nity. The question that we have to ask con-
cerns why, only moments before the acci-
dent, the Mount White station did not pick 
up the fact that this was an unregistered and 
uninsured vehicle on the road. 

The current registration problems for ar-
ticulated vehicles include the fact that, if you 
take on national registration, you can do only 
interstate runs, not intrastate runs. Penalties 
for noncompliance can result in hefty fines. 
As you would know from your electorate up 
north near the Queensland border, Mr Dep-
uty Speaker Causley, the load on a truck 
coming down from Queensland can be as 
much as 45.5 tonnes on an articulated vehi-
cle but that same truck in New South Wales 
can carry only 42.5 tonnes. If a driver, in 
order to gain efficiency, loads up with 45.5 
tonnes in, say, North Queensland and tries to 
unload three tonnes before crossing the New 
South Wales border, they will be fined about 
$3,000 for using national registration plates 
to do an intrastate delivery. 

In addition to looking at a national system 
for registration of articulated vehicles, we 
need uniform systems for measuring truck 
length and measuring the load weights that 
trucks can carry. The truck drivers are the 

people who carry this country on their backs 
as they move around. 

An additional issue, and it is a key issue, 
concerns the liability of freight and transport 
operators who knowingly or unknowingly 
use unlicensed, unregistered and uninsured 
vehicles for transporting freight. This issue is 
being addressed by the Victorian and New 
South Wales governments. At the moment, 
the price of freight has been driven down so 
low that most operators, particularly small 
operators, are operating at a loss. Unfortu-
nately, some people take short cuts in main-
tenance, registration or insurance, but at the 
end of the day the person who pays the price 
is the driver trying to compete and stay in 
business. If a company that organises and 
manages freight engages these drivers, they 
should also be liable for any penalties. 

There are some interesting statistics on ar-
ticulated trucks in Australia. There are 
64,000 articulated trucks—semis, B-doubles 
and road trains. That comes from the ABS 
motor vehicle census. The registration cost is 
about $4,737 for a six-axle articulated vehi-
cle and $8,154 for a nine-axle B-double. 
Most states are moving to a uniform price for 
registration. That is to stop the shopping for 
the cheapest registration that used to go on. 
The only price variation now is in the differ-
ent levels of stamp duty applied by the states. 

As I said, load limits for articulated trucks 
vary from state to state. For a six-axle articu-
lated, it is 42.5 tonnes on standard mass and 
45.5 tonnes on higher mass limits. For a 
nine-axle B-double it is 62.5 tonnes on statu-
tory limits and 68 tonnes on a higher mass 
limit. But there is an issue about different 
loads for different states. 

The ABS showed that 9.9 per cent of Aus-
tralia’s 1,457 fatal road accidents in 2003 
involved articulated vehicles. Recent statis-
tics from the Australian Transport Safety 
Bureau indicated that between 1991 and 
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2001, despite an increase of 18 per cent in 
operating articulated trucks and 34 per cent 
in total kilometres travelled, the fatality rate 
per kilometre travelled declined by about 20 
per cent. 

I have to give great credit to the Australian 
Trucking Association. I have had the pleas-
ure of working with Mike Almond, the past 
president, and Chris Althaus. Their whole 
drive has been towards the introduction of 
greater safety as the priority for the Austra-
lian Trucking Association. 

The trucking industry transports nearly 80 
per cent of all non-bulk freight carried in 
Australia’s seven major corridors. Australia’s 
truck fleet travels about 12.5 billion kilome-
tres and transports 1.5 billion tonnes of 
freight each year. It is important that we 
work hand in hand with groups like the Aus-
tralian Trucking Association to address the 
safety needs of not just the people driving 
rigs but also the motorists who travel on the 
same roads. I urge the government to look at 
a national system of articulated truck regis-
tration and a national system of licences for 
reticulated truck drivers so that we can pro-
vide better management and, as a result, 
greater safety on our roads. 

Defence: Royal Australian Air Force 
Mr RIPOLL (Oxley) (5.05 p.m.)—I want 

to put on the record a very serious issue in 
my electorate. It is one I have raised before, 
and others in this House have also raised it. I 
refer to the current situation of people who 
were involved in the deseal-reseal programs 
of the RAAF. About 500 to 600 Defence 
Force personnel and civilian personnel were 
involved in these programs. Let me give the 
parliament some indication of what was in-
volved. Under the direction of the Defence 
Force, through the RAAF, people were re-
quired to get inside F111 fuel tanks, remove 
a sealant inside that prevented fuel leaks and 
then reseal the tanks. Invariably, the people 

who did this—airmen and other people who 
got inside these fuel tanks—did it without 
any protective clothing, including eyewear 
and a whole range of other protections and 
safeguards to provide for their long-term 
safety. That was done with the full knowl-
edge of the ADF broadly, and specifically the 
RAAF, in full view, with full acceptance and 
full direction. 

In those days it would probably have been 
the case that there was a cultural belief that 
you did not need to protect yourself or, 
maybe, that information about the dangerous 
and poisonous nature of the chemicals they 
were dealing with were not fully known; 
although, I believe there were appropriate 
signs and warnings on the chemicals used.  

Nonetheless, working with poisons did 
take place and hundreds of our Defence 
Force personnel were involved. Since that 
time, again invariably, almost every single 
person who worked on these programs has 
had some sort of illness, condition, disease or 
cancer. This case has been the subject of 
countless bureaucratic reviews, reports, stud-
ies and surveys which have determined, 
pretty much without a doubt—I would not 
say without a doubt but as far as these re-
ports can determine within a cohort, group or 
set of people the effects of being exposed to 
a particular poison—the impact it has had on 
their lives and the lives of their descendants. 
In my view, it is fairly conclusive that there 
was a massive impact. These people have 
contracted cancer at a rate far greater and far 
more rapidly than anyone else in society. 
They have been generally in poorer health 
and sicker. They have died earlier and have 
passed on, as it were, conditions to their 
children. 

The severity and seriousness of this case 
is massive. I can honestly say that there 
would not be too many times that I would 
come into this place and ever agree with the 
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member for Blair on just about anything. But 
in this case I know the member for Blair is 
the member representing the base at Amber-
ley, where most of this took place. My elec-
torate of Oxley probably covers the majority 
of people affected—they live in my elector-
ate, while the base is in the electorate of the 
member for Blair. I would say that we are 
pretty well of the same view on this—that is, 
the government needs to end the reviews, the 
rhetoric, the studies and the surveys and 
compensate these people before they are all 
gone. I am not talking about old men or 
about people that served in World War II. I 
am talking about relatively young people 
who in their early 20s and 30s were involved 
in these programs and who today are inca-
pacitated and disabled to a state where they 
can no longer work or have massive prob-
lems—if their illnesses are not directly kill-
ing them. 

The majority of these people, now in their 
40s, are literally left without a career—
without an opportunity to continue their 
work in the defence forces—because they 
were involved in the deseal-reseal programs 
for the F111s. As I said, there have been a 
number of communications from me, the 
member for Blair and other members in this 
House who want to see an end to the buck-
passing and duckshoving—I cannot describe 
it any other way—on this issue. I am not try-
ing to be cute or political. It is simply the 
case that we now know that there is a prob-
lem and the government, whether it is this 
government or a future government, should 
deal with the problem and should do it as 
soon as it is physically and legislatively pos-
sible. It can be done through the Safety, Re-
habilitation and Compensation Act, through 
the goodwill of the government or through a 
simple mechanism. If nothing can be done 
through the current legislation, then I would 
urge the government to introduce new legis-
lation to specifically rope in these people 

who have been so unjustly dealt with for 
many years. The time has come when people 
in the community—certainly people in the 
Australian Defence Force—have an expecta-
tion of the government in dealing with their 
problems. 

We often hear in this place of the great 
commitment that this federal government—
the Howard-Anderson government—has 
towards people in the defence forces. Here is 
the government’s opportunity to put that to 
the test. Here is its opportunity to take a huge 
issue—one that affects so many people’s 
lives in the defence forces—and deal with it. 
This matter has been very inadequately dealt 
with by the department and the Minister for 
Veterans’ Affairs. There has been a nonac-
ceptance and bureaucratic passing of respon-
sibility in dealing with these people. They 
are not asking for anything outside what 
would normally be due to and expected by 
anybody who worked for the Australian De-
fence Force who, in the course of their em-
ployment and duty, incurred some injury or 
condition and should therefore be compen-
sated for it. 

The minister should look at what I am 
saying on the record tonight.  She should not 
look at ways to get out, not look at the tech-
nicalities, not look at the opportunities avail-
able to not pay or compensate, and not look 
at those bits in the act that bar a claim that 
was made pre the act coming in in 1988—
because a lot of people made claims or had 
claims partially settled in 1983. The minister 
should not look at those technicalities but at 
a way of solving this situation. The minister 
should look for a way by which the govern-
ment can correct an injustice. That is the 
least we can do for these people who are suf-
fering greatly. If anyone is interested in this 
topic or wants to make themselves aware of 
its impact there is a lot of information about 
this on the public record—reports and sur-
veys and so forth of the people affected. 
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I make a number of calls tonight of the 
government in this place. I will give my con-
tinued full support to the airmen that were 
involved in the deseal-reseal programs for 
the F111s. Whatever conditions they have 
need to be dealt with and compensated for by 
the government. The government has to find 
a way to resolve this issue. It ought to get its 
bureaucracy—the Department of Veterans’ 
Affairs—to set about the task of finding a 
way of dealing with the issue and compen-
sating the people affected. I know I would be 
supported in what I am saying by the mem-
ber for Blair and I welcome his comments on 
this issue. I know he supports the airmen that 
have been injured—poisoned—by the 
chemicals used during the deseal-reseal pro-
grams with the F111s. 

I make a plea to the minister to find a way 
to resolve this issue and to get on with the 
job. I do not want to make this a political 
issue. I want to keep it as straightforward as I 
can and set out what needs to be done for 
these Defence Force personnel. But I do not 
have a great deal of confidence. We have 
seen a range of issues come through the De-
partment of Veterans’ Affairs and have heard 
a lot of rhetoric about the goodwill and the 
good spirit felt towards our veterans. But 
when it comes to doing anything specifically, 
such as the Voyager case and the Black 
Hawk incident not that long ago, the gov-
ernment walks away from its responsibilities 
through technicalities or through the passage 
of time. It is just not good enough. There 
needs to be some quick action. The minister 
needs to take it upon herself to resolve this 
issue once and for all. 

In the short time I have left I will leave 
this one message: if this government does 
not have the tenacity or guts to do it, let me 
assure you that Labor will do it at the earliest 
opportunity when we come to government. 
The federal Labor leader, Kim Beazley, has 
made a number of comments on this issue 

and his view is clear: if these people are due 
compensation—and they are, because they 
were injured in the course of their duties—
then let us not look at the technicalities of 
why they should not be paid; let us look at 
the ways in which we can fully compensate 
them. 

Flinders Electorate: Health and Safety 
Mr HUNT (Flinders—Parliamentary Sec-

retary to the Minister for the Environment 
and Heritage) (5.15 p.m.)—On a matter of 
grievance, I wish to address issues of health 
and safety within my electorate of Flinders. I 
want to proceed in three steps: firstly, to look 
at two local hospitals that are not being ade-
quately resourced and treated; secondly, to 
look at the positive side of the way aged care 
continues to be addressed; and thirdly, to 
look at some of the support that the Com-
monwealth has been able to give to over-
come some problems in road safety. 

There are two very important hospitals 
within the electorate of Flinders: the 
Kooweerup Regional Health Service, which 
is alternatively known as the Kooweerup 
hospital; and Warley Hospital on Phillip Is-
land. Both of these hospitals—they are not 
the only hospitals; there is also Rosebud 
Hospital—play a tremendous role within the 
community. Unfortunately, the Kooweerup 
Regional Health Service recently lost its day 
surgery capacity because of a policy decision 
by the Victorian government to take that fa-
cility away from this wonderful hospital. The 
Kooweerup hospital has a long history as one 
of Victoria’s most effective day surgery op-
erations. It serves the local population and 
prevents them from having to travel too far. 
It provides a local service in a familiar envi-
ronment with high-quality people. It is a 
great shame that the state saw fit not to con-
tinue this practice. That is a disappointment 
not only for the residents of Kooweerup, 
Bayles, Catani, Lang Lang, Tooradin, Dal-
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more and all the surrounding towns but also 
for the staff, who do such a tremendous job 
under Terrona Ramsay, CEO of the 
Kooweerup Regional Health Service and the 
chairperson, Garry King. I urge the state 
government to reconsider this decision. 

The second hospital in question is Warley 
Hospital. Warley Hospital is a bush nursing 
hospital, so it is a community owned hospi-
tal, run on a not-for-profit-basis on Phillip 
Island. The Commonwealth has contributed 
to that hospital, on an annual basis through 
aged care funding, almost $1½ million per 
annum. Unfortunately, the state’s contribu-
tion has literally been only tens of thousands 
of dollars, despite this hospital serving the 
community on a not-for-profit basis. That 
hospital has had a challenge, because of the 
costs, in maintaining its accident and emer-
gency services. I implore the state, which 
entered into discussions and negotiations 
more than six months ago, to quickly con-
clude them and work with the people of War-
ley. Under the CEO Douglas Wain, the staff, 
the executive and the board members do a 
tremendous job working for this community 
hospital. It seems a terrible shame that they 
and the people of Phillip Island would have 
to go through the stress of wondering 
whether or not there is certainty in their fu-
ture funding. I am pleased to be able to re-
port that the Commonwealth has an out-
standing offer of well over an additional $1 
million in recurrent annual funding for aged 
care, which is another activity carried out at 
Warley, once the new buildings are com-
pleted. I think the state needs to reconsider 
its position and to contribute both to 
Kooweerup Regional Health Service and to 
Warley Hospital. 

I want to compare that grievance with 
news that I am able to report to my constitu-
ents through the House today. The Com-
monwealth is announcing an additional 217 
beds or support services for aged care in the 

electorate of Flinders. Those 217 places in-
volve an additional 122 residential high-care 
places and 95 residential low-care places. 
The 122 high-care places have a value of 
$5,065,000 and the 95 low-care places have 
a value of $1.35 million. Taken together, just 
over $6.4 million in recurrent annual funding 
will be coming into the electorate of Flinders 
and helping to pay due care and attention to 
the needs of our elderly citizens. In an ageing 
society, in the oldest electorate in Victoria, I 
believe that these additions are well needed 
and will be much appreciated. I want to spe-
cifically identify the four providers who will 
be able to benefit their communities, particu-
larly on Phillip Island where an additional 20 
beds, including five for dementia, will be 
developed by Parkwood Aged Care Services. 
All up, that will make 80 places, 20 of which 
will be dementia specific. I think that is a 
very important addition to the health and 
care on Phillip Island. 

Secondly—and I am very pleased with 
this—a new aged care facility will be created 
at Waterfall Gully in Rosebud. It will involve 
90 beds funded by the Commonwealth. 
There will be 60 high-care beds, including 
40 general care, 10 for those of non-English-
speaking background and 10 for veterans; 
and 30 low-care beds, including 20 in the 
general category, five for those of non-
English-speaking background and five for 
veterans. This new 90-bed facility will be 
associated with a 50-bed retirement village 
and 30 assisted living apartments. When you 
put all of those together, it means a great step 
forward for the people of Rosebud, for the 
elderly population on the Mornington Penin-
sula and for those who live and have families 
with older members in need of care and at-
tention. I think the choice of Rosebud was 
first-class and it is a tremendous outcome. I 
am delighted that a new facility will be cre-
ated that covers assisted living and retire-
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ment villages, including low care and high 
care. That is a tremendous step forward. 

Moving further around we find an addi-
tional 47 places for Regis Sherwood Park in 
South Cranbourne, comprising 33 general 
high-care places and 14 dementia-specific 
high-care places. This builds on the funding 
provided for new Medicare offices in Cran-
bourne and Rosebud—two of only a small 
number of new such offices throughout Aus-
tralia, so we have done very well locally. 
Those 47 new places for Regis Sherwood 
Park will serve people from Pearcedale, 
Somerville, Baxter, Tooradin, Devon Mead-
ows, the coastal villages, Cranbourne, Clyde, 
Cardinia—all of which will benefit from 
these new beds. It compares very favourably 
with the points that I made at the outset 
about the state and the way in which the state 
has dealt with the two hospitals in question. 

The fourth of the facilities to benefit is 
Tea Tree Gardens. Tea Tree Gardens aged 
care facility does a tremendous job and it 
serves the community extremely well. There 
will be 60 new beds available at Tea Tree 
Gardens: 15 new beds in the high-care gen-
eral category and 45 new beds in the low-
care category. They represent an additional 
60 beds for Rosebud on top of the 90 beds 
already mentioned in relation to Waterfall 
Gully. In all there will be 150 high-care and 
low-care beds for Rosebud. One of the high-
est concentrations of retirees and seniors in 
Victoria is rightly receiving an allocation 
which represents the demographic of that 
area. I am delighted with the outcome. I 
thank the Minister for Ageing and all those 
associated with that process. 

That is on the health front. I am also very 
pleased to note that throughout the Morning-
ton Peninsula one of the great challenges we 
have had is road safety and that the Com-
monwealth has stepped in where the state has 
left some gaps. Many new projects such as 

Eramosa Road in Somerville, Loders Road in 
Moorooduc, Hotham Road in Sorrento and 
many others have been funded by the Com-
monwealth under the Roads to Recovery 
program—a program which has done a tre-
mendous job in filling some of those infra-
structure gaps created by the state’s inactiv-
ity. I raise these grievances and I am de-
lighted to be able to present responses to 
those grievances—in particular, to commend 
to the House the work being done for aged 
care services in Rosebud, Phillip Island and 
Cranbourne. 

Chisholm Electorate: Mental Health 
Services 

Ms BURKE (Chisholm) (5.25 p.m.)—I 
rise today to decry the lack of funding for 
mental health services in our country. Ac-
cording to the Mental Health Council report 
Investing in Australia’s future: the personal, 
social and economic benefits of good mental 
health, my seat of Chisholm is home to 
nearly 5,000 people suffering from depres-
sion and more than 6,500 people suffering 
from substance abuse. The report estimates 
that 424 of my constituents are affected by 
bipolar disorder and 169 people are suffering 
from schizophrenia. These figures are star-
tling—actually, they are alarming. They are 
even more startling given that highly re-
spected former federal Human Rights Com-
missioner Brian Burdekin said over the 
weekend that the plight of some people with 
mental illness had become progressively 
worse over the past decade. Mr Burdekin 
said that many people had been de-
institutionalised only to be re-
institutionalised within prisons and immigra-
tion detention centres serving as de facto 
asylums. Mr Burdekin said: 
There’s no question that a very large percentage 
of the prison population—50 per cent—are se-
verely mentally ill or have a significant mental 
health problem in NSW and the situation is simi-
lar in most other jurisdictions. 
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Even Minister for Health and Ageing Tony 
Abbott, in an amazing display of candour, 
admitted last month that Australia’s mental 
health system was ‘an absolute disaster’. The 
Mental Health Council report notes that by 
OECD standards Australia underinvests in 
providing mental health services or promot-
ing good mental health. Alarmingly, it points 
out that, on last available estimates, we 
spend only half as much per capita on mental 
health services as New Zealand does. The 
report goes on to state: 
... local politicians who conduct actual commu-
nity forums increasingly report that one of the 
commonest areas of complaint is inadequate men-
tal health and alcohol and drug services. 

How true that is. In all the forums I hold and 
all the mobile offices I conduct, it is alarm-
ing that mental health is an issue that comes 
up time and time again. It is an issue that 
walks through the doors of all our electorate 
offices. When I held a community health 
forum last year with shadow health minister 
Julia Gillard mental health was the No. 1 
issue of the day. One constituent spoke of the 
need for more post-natal care for new moth-
ers, while another raised concerns about the 
lack of early response services available to 
teenagers in crisis. This only echoes, as I say, 
the numerous reports and concerns I get from 
parents, carers and sufferers about the abso-
lute lack of services available to them, par-
ticularly when they need them—when they 
are in crisis. 

I consider my seat to be in a better posi-
tion than many others in terms of the provi-
sion of quality mental health services. Upton 
House, which adjoins Box Hill hospital and 
is run by Eastern Health, offers excellent 
services to care for those who require volun-
tary or involuntary short-term care. Koonung 
and Waverley community mental health ser-
vices, also part of Eastern Health, provide a 
whole range of community based non-urgent 
psychiatric services to individuals who have 

a mental illness. On behalf of my staff, I 
would like to express my thanks for the 
wonderful support we get from these ser-
vices when we need to refer people to them. 

While these services exist, accessing them 
is another issue. The Mental Health Coun-
cil’s report provided a summary of mental 
health services in the adjoining seat of De-
akin, which I think holds true for Chisholm 
as well. The report stated: 
Although situated in Melbourne’s more resourced 
Eastern suburbs, access to GPs and specialist 
mental health services is still a relevant issue. 
Although Victoria has been the stand-out state in 
terms of progress of national mental health re-
form, chronic lack of resources and increasing 
pressure on acute care services have led to similar 
reports of grossly inadequate services as else-
where in the nation. 

As Allan Fels—the parent of a daughter with 
schizophrenia—has said: 
It is clear that with the closing of the large psy-
chiatric institutions, governments grossly under-
estimated the number and range of community 
services that would be needed to provide humane 
and effective care. 

Dr Fels said that treatment should include 
access to good medications and psychologi-
cal treatments, improved community based 
supported accommodation, rehabilitation and 
recreation programs, help for families and 
other carers, and an end to stigma. I think 
that is most important of all, remembering 
that mental health issues are about health, 
not about befuddled individuals. 

Given this desperate need for more mental 
health services, I was pleased to read an Age 
newspaper report yesterday that the Victorian 
government is considering increasing its 
mental health budget by $600 million as part 
of its May budget. The report said the money 
would be used to make prevention programs 
for young people more available; to create 
more acute beds, particularly in the outer 
east; and to develop strategies to cut the 
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number of mentally ill people going to hospi-
tal emergency departments. This is a wel-
come thing. This is a major step in the right 
direction, and on behalf of my community I 
call upon the Victorian government to ensure 
that this much-needed boost for mental 
health services makes it through the budget 
process. 

I also desperately hope that the upcoming 
Senate inquiry will lead to Commonwealth 
and state cooperation on mental health. The 
last thing sufferers of mental illness and their 
families need is for the inquiry to turn into a 
farce, serving only as an opportunity for the 
federal government to scapegoat state gov-
ernments. As the Mental Health Council 
notes in its report: 
... national leaders have attempted to re-direct 
complaints related to mental health services to 
State Governments. However, the Australian 
Government does have key areas of responsibility 
involving medical payments to psychiatrists, 
medical payments to GPs to provide mental 
health services, costs for medications under the 
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme, insurance costs 
to private health providers of mental health ser-
vices and new payments to psychologists and 
other non-medical providers of mental health. 
Increasingly, the electorate rates health as the 
major domestic issue facing our community, rec-
ognises mental health as a key part of health, and 
no longer accepts the lack of national leadership 
or coordination of improvements in health. 

Just this morning I received an email from 
Dr Judith Burstyner, who was inspired by the 
shameful treatment of Cornelia Rau to call 
for a fair go for the mentally ill. Dr 
Burstyner wrote: 
A wealthy benevolent society such as ours has no 
excuse to abandon these unfortunate ill members 
of our society. 

Dr Burstyner, a Victorian dental surgeon, 
bemoaned that only seven per cent of our 
health budget is allocated to mental health, 
although mental health constitutes 20 per 
cent of our health burden. Currently, it is 

estimated that one in five Australian citizens 
is suffering from some form of mental health 
disease. It is predicted that in the future the 
largest cost to the health budget will be de-
pression related illnesses. We are not doing 
enough about these. Dr Burstyner wrote: 
Surely it is false economy when it is considered 
that many of them are young people whose lives 
have been stolen from them before they were able 
to reach their potential and that with proper care 
many would be able to make positive contribu-
tions to society. 

Of course, Cornelia Rau’s case highlighted 
the inadequate care within Australia’s deten-
tion centres provided for detainees suffering 
from a mental illness. Human Rights Com-
missioner Dr Sev Ozdowski said in Novem-
ber last year that we do not know how many 
detainees suffer from a mental illness. He 
went on to say: 
But I think we can fairly surmise that a lot of 
detainees will suffer mental problems, either from 
their experience prior to arrival in Australia or 
because of long-term immigration detention, or a 
combination of both ... I have come to the consid-
ered view that Australia’s immigration detention 
centres have become de facto mental institu-
tions—but without the appropriate capability. And 
nothing that I saw in my September 2004 visit to 
Baxter has caused me to alter that opinion. 

I will be fascinated to hear from members 
opposite who have also been to Baxter re-
cently what their opinion is of the current 
state of individuals suffering from mental 
illnesses in those institutions. 

A Just Australia estimates that there are 
187 people in our detention centres who have 
been there for more than three years. What 
mental toll must it take on them to be locked 
away, out of sight? We must put resources 
into resolving their cases as a priority. We do 
ourselves great shame when we continue to 
treat these people inhumanely. We do our-
selves great shame when we continue not to 
provide them with adequate mental care 
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when they are in these centres. It is incum-
bent upon all levels of government to be do-
ing more for people suffering from mental 
illnesses within our prison environment. 
Many individuals are ending up in a prison 
environment, as Cornelia Rau did, when they 
should be within the jurisdiction of a mental 
health facility. Too often these people are 
being locked away in prisons. More needs to 
be done. I hope that the current Senate in-
quiry is not just a witch-hunt of shifting 
blame and that we finally get down to treat-
ing this issue as seriously as it should be 
treated. 

Wireless North Project 
Mr HAASE (Kalgoorlie) (5.35 p.m.)—I 

rise this evening to bring the attention of the 
House to the Wireless North Project. For a 
long time I have been a great advocate of the 
further sale of Telstra. It would be no sur-
prise to the House that it is not particularly 
popular with a number of my constituents. 
They believe that, as long as Telstra remains 
in government hands, it will be directed to 
provide certain services in regional and re-
mote Australia. I have argued the fact fairly 
definitely that the provision of increased ser-
vices in regional and remote Australia is not 
at the behest of Telstra, that Telstra has some 
benevolent dream one evening and decides 
to spend more money in the bush; it is be-
cause of the insistence of government that it 
does so and that it meets its obligations. The 
last—and, I think, the most radical—change 
through Telstra in recent times to improve 
regional communication systems has been 
the move for the first time to untimed local 
calls for some 38,000 subscribers in the more 
remote parts of Australia. That was done af-
ter the calling of tenders from all manner of 
communication companies, and the tender 
was eventually won by Telstra. At a cost of 
some $150 million worth of taxpayers’ funds 
allocated through the government, that new 
service was provided for the first time to re-

gional and remote subscribers so that they 
could enjoy the benefits of untimed local 
calls that city dwellers enjoy. 

However, the time has come for me to rise 
in a grievance debate and bring the attention 
of the House to the fact that there are many 
people in my electorate who do not enjoy all 
the privileges of modern communication that 
are taken for granted by city dwellers today. I 
refer specifically, of course, to mobile phone 
coverage. There are many centres across my 
vast electorate that do not have mobile phone 
facilities. More importantly, the visitors to 
and the transporters who work in and along 
the highways of my electorate are surprised 
that they are so limited in the opportunity to 
use their mobile phones. As I say, they use 
them frequently and they take for granted 
that all Australians enjoy mobile telephone 
communication. 

The Wireless North project proposes to 
provide mobile communications from Ger-
aldton, on the coast in Western Australia, just 
to the south of my electorate, to Port Hed-
land, in the Pilbara region of my electorate, 
along the North West Coastal Highway, in an 
unbroken CDMA telephone communication 
link. From Port Hedland to Broome, it pro-
poses to provide spasmodic coverage. At this 
point in time, probably as few as 100 kilome-
tres of those nearly 800 kilometres are cov-
ered by mobile phone technology. 

This is not a new proposal—and I rise to-
night because it is not a new proposal. This 
was first mooted in 2001 as a follow-up to 
the very successful Wireless West program. 
The Wireless West program provided some 
45 new CDMA phone towers in the south-
west of WA and provided mobile communi-
cations to those subscribers for the first time. 
It made quite a wonderful difference to agri-
culturalists in the area who, in the past, dur-
ing seeding time and harvest time, virtually 
had to employ an additional hand full-time to 
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relay messages about the movement of ma-
chinery and the gaining of spare parts et cet-
era to keep the show on the road. The intro-
duction of CDMA technology, however, 
meant that people on tractors could commu-
nicate with the bins in town, the person do-
ing the transportation, or somebody back at 
the homestead regarding catering or some of 
the comforts of home. 

Technology makes a great deal of differ-
ence to people on the land who are using that 
technology, so I think it is about time that the 
Wireless North project got a guernsey. This 
project has been mooted since 2001, with the 
very reasonable proposition that it be funded 
at a total cost of $12 million, to be shared 
between Telstra and the state and federal 
governments, with some $6 million being 
provided through Telstra funds, $3 million 
from the state government and $3 million 
from the federal government. That is not a 
lot of money when you consider the potential 
to provide services that are so urgently re-
quired. 

The North West Coastal Highway is ap-
proximately 1,900 kilometres from Gerald-
ton to Broome. That coastal highway is ex-
tremely popular, not just for heavy haulage 
and for people of the region going about 
their business from one centre to another or 
back to the city of Perth but, today, very 
much in the interest of tourism. There are 
literally tens of thousands of tourists a month 
using that coastal highway. They have at 
their disposal primarily GSM telephones—
hand-held sets—but a few of them have 
CDMA, and today all they are able to use, if 
they can get their hands on one, is a satellite 
phone. That is great. We provide satellite 
services and hand-held satellite phones for 
pastoralists, businesspeople and people resid-
ing in those remote areas where there is no 
landline available, and we provide a substan-
tial subsidy for those satellite telephones, 
which are far more expensive to run than a 

CDMA phone. But the fact is that, for my 
people and the tourists who are visiting 
them, taking advantage of their businesses 
and looking at the natural splendours of the 
Pilbara and the Kimberley, it is about time 
that they got some CDMA coverage. For a 
paltry $3 million contribution from the fed-
eral government, that can be provided. 

Already, during the run-up to the last state 
election, the state government of Western 
Australia have, in a very informal way, 
committed themselves to a contribution of $3 
million. At this stage, what is seriously re-
quired from Western Australia is a proper, 
detailed, costed proposition that says just 
what they would like to do with a $3 million 
contribution from the federal government 
that would see this dream become a reality—
a reality that will provide communication 
services that will assist stranded motorists. 
The North West Coastal Highway is a very 
long highway, with up to a couple of hundred 
kilometres between habitation points. It has 
extremes of temperature during the summer 
months. Temperatures of 48 and 50 degrees 
are not unheard of; in fact, they are becom-
ing more common these days. If unsuspect-
ing tourists and other travellers on that high-
way are unprepared to break down and have 
no means of communication except the hope 
that somebody will come along who has a 
satellite phone or HF radio, they are liable to 
be in exceptionally dire straits. 

This is not a luxury that I urge federal 
minister Senator Coonan to support; it is fast 
becoming a necessity. What is more, it is 
taken for granted by so many people living 
around this great nation today. There is no 
reason why we cannot give serious consid-
eration, in cooperation with the present 
Western Australian government and certainly 
in cooperation with Telstra, to bringing that 
great distance of the North West Coastal 
Highway from Geraldton to Broome up to 
some reasonable level of communication 
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standard that is available elsewhere in this 
nation at this point in time. I commit myself 
to fighting tooth and nail to make that come 
to fruition. 

Skills Shortage 
Mr MARTIN FERGUSON (Batman) 

(5.45 p.m.)—I raise in this grievance debate 
this evening the failure of the Howard gov-
ernment to accept responsibility for failing 
the Australian community on the issue of 
skills, both trade and professional. In doing 
so, I refer the House to the Skills for Work 
report. This report, released today, is an in-
dictment of the government’s record and 
failures in the area of vocational education 
and training. The report reveals in a factual 
manner that most of the growth in appren-
ticeships has been in areas where there are 
no skills shortages and that the share of new 
apprenticeships in traditional trades, where 
we have an absolute shortage at the moment, 
halved from 25 per cent in 1996 to 13 per 
cent in 2003. 

The report suggests that, after nine years 
of failure in training and skills, the growth of 
the Australian economy is now severely con-
strained because of skills shortages, particu-
larly in the trades and engineering. Further, 
not one but two recent OECD reports have 
now highlighted the urgency for government 
and industry to respond to skills shortages in 
the Australian economy. 

Nowhere is this more evident than in the 
resources sector. I saw this first-hand last 
week when I undertook a tour of major min-
ing and oil and gas operations in the Pilbara 
region of Western Australia. That tour 
showed that Australian mining operations are 
rapidly responding to the major boom in de-
mand for minerals, yet the major impediment 
identified by the companies is the lack of 
skilled and professional employees. On Fri-
day it was reported that plans to reopen the 
Western Australian Bronzewing goldmine 

are to be abandoned because of acute skills 
shortages. How many more Bronzewings are 
needed before the Howard government starts 
to accept its responsibility for the need to do 
something real about training in the tradi-
tional apprenticeships area and for assisting 
industry with respect to some of the profes-
sional careers available? 

The issue of resources is important. I say 
that because some reports indicate that $20 
billion worth of major infrastructure and re-
sources projects could be in jeopardy as a 
result of skills shortages primarily in the 
trades and engineering areas. This is a sector 
we as a nation must keep healthy. Over the 
decade to 2003-04, the value of exports from 
the minerals and energy sector grew by 95 
per cent, reflecting just how important this 
sector is to Australia’s export performance. 
More than 25 per cent of Australia’s total 
exports now come from the resources sector. 
In addition, the sector contributes $34 billion 
gross value-added and 4.6 per cent to Austra-
lia’s total GDP, and over $4 billion to gov-
ernment revenue through royalties alone. 
Surely it is about time for the Howard gov-
ernment to get real about trying to assist this 
sector of the Australian community with 
trade training. In that context, late last year 
there were nearly 22,000 unfilled vacancies 
for tradespersons in Australia, and it is esti-
mated that skills shortages could cost the 
Australian economy $9 billion in lost output 
over the coming decade. While both industry 
and state and federal governments have a 
role to play in addressing these issues, it is 
the Howard government that has been spec-
tacular in its failure to plan for Australia’s 
future. Tens of thousands of young Austra-
lians have been turned away from TAFE 
each year. The failure by the Howard gov-
ernment to rise to the challenge of vocational 
education and training has left Australian 
industry stranded. 
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There are, however, some outstanding ex-
amples of innovation by the states and by 
industry in addressing the skills shortage. I 
refer the House to the Gladstone Schools 
Engineering Skills Centre in Queensland. 
This is a partnership between three local high 
schools and industry, notably NRG’s Glad-
stone power station and the Comalco Com-
munity Fund. NRG has supplied an engineer-
ing workshop on site at the power station for 
a peppercorn rent, and the Comalco Com-
munity Fund has invested in transport for the 
students and in funding for a full-time pro-
ject officer. Teaching staff come from all the 
schools involved. The program is targeted at 
year 11 and 12 students and exposes them to 
a real industrial environment, using indus-
trial standard latest technology tools, for 1½ 
days a week. The students are treated as 
adults in the workplace. They are trained in 
workplace health and safety, are required to 
wear uniforms and personal protective 
equipment and are exposed to enterprise and 
business skills as well as physical hand skills 
and light-engineering skills. The students 
also undertake practical work experience 
with an employer on one day per week. 

At the same time, and this is important, 
the students are required to spend 2½ days in 
the school environment, mixing with their 
peers, playing sport or being involved in 
other school activities and continuing to 
learn fundamental language, social and 
mathematical skills. This is in stark contrast 
to the suggestion by the Prime Minister to-
day, a policy issue determined on the run, 
that in order to advance skills training in 
Australia we should encourage our young to 
leave school at years 9 or 10. It is about time 
the Howard government realised that you 
can both stay at school and successfully 
commence a real apprenticeship. That is 
about having a rounded education, some-
thing which the Labor Party aspires to for all 
Australian youth. 

I note that at the end of the program the 
students are awarded a Certificate I in Engi-
neering (Manufacturing) qualification, a na-
tionally accredited qualification allowing 
them to enter trade apprenticeships and the 
TAFE system. In essence, they are job ready. 
By staying at school and completing this 
program they are more attractive to employ-
ers. The last thing we need in Australia is for 
the Prime Minister to have his way and force 
our young people out of school at years 9 or 
10. In fact, these students leave the program 
with all the underpinning knowledge for cer-
tificate II and are often awarded this qualifi-
cation very soon after entering the TAFE 
system because of their success in initially 
undertaking this type of training. But, per-
haps more importantly, because of the effort 
being put in by local schools, industry and 
the Queensland government, the program has 
100 per cent employment outcomes, with 90 
to 95 per cent of students going into appren-
ticeships and the other five to 10 per cent 
going into tradesmen’s assistant roles. That is 
what success is about—where you get a co-
operative approach to trade training in Aus-
tralia.  

I therefore say to the House that the pro-
gram is a credit not only to the state govern-
ments and the companies involved but also 
to the individual teachers, tradespeople, en-
gineers, managers and parents who person-
ally invested their time and social vision in 
making it happen. But, obviously, it all costs 
money. It adds to the cost of traditional sec-
ondary education and places an additional 
burden on the education system. This is 
where the Howard government should be 
concentrating its activities. It should not be 
taking a hammer to ANTA, suggesting that it 
should be reabsorbed into the Department of 
Education, Science and Training—which 
would involve more bureaucracy and red 
tape. Perhaps more importantly we should be 
trying to work out how the private sector, 
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schools and state, territory and Common-
wealth governments can work in a coopera-
tive model to actually make real progress on 
the apprenticeship front. I suggest that, rather 
than going down the alternative technical 
college route, it is about time the Prime Min-
ister put additional money into the existing 
system. We need $289 million spent on de-
livering training today, not on bricks and 
mortar in four years time. 

The government’s proposal for a new sys-
tem of technical skills will create unneces-
sary duplication, inefficiencies and competi-
tion for scarce resources. Tasmania is a 
prime example of how we can cooperate. 
The coalition’s election policy on technical 
colleges was designed on the run, based on a 
mainland template that does not exist in 
Tasmania. Tasmania’s emphasis on work-
place vocational education and training, akin 
to the Gladstone model, is something which 
we need to work for as opposed to the school 
based VET system, which is in some ways 
also important. There is no demand for a 
greenfield site to build a separate college.  

While the government now wants to 
blame the states for skill shortages, the facts 
show that the Commonwealth government’s 
failure to match the state increases in VET 
funding since 1997 has reduced VET spend-
ing by $832 million. Since these massive 
cuts in TAFE funding, we have gone back-
wards on trade training. It is about time we 
actually spent our money wisely. I call on the 
Commonwealth government to get real about 
doing something about traditional trade train-
ing, to work out a cooperative model—not 
one based on conflict and confrontation—
because it has failed on trade training since 
1996. The Australian economy will now suf-
fer because of this lack of investment. (Time 
expired) 

Mr George Vipond 
Immigration: Detention Centres 

Mr BARRESI (Deakin) (5.55 p.m.)—I 
grieve today for a number of fundamental 
aspects of human decency and compassion. 
However, it is important as I do so that we 
do not lose sight of the values that make our 
society in Australia so great. We are a unique 
people—determined yet humble; enthusiastic 
yet accommodating; entrepreneurial yet em-
pathetic. I grieve today for those innocent 
members of community groups and organisa-
tions who find themselves and their organisa-
tion used by ideologues who have their own 
values and prejudices to push. Those same 
elements all too often preach against this 
government, accusing it of lacking moral 
compassion.  

I grieve for members of the Uniting 
Church, who innocently attend church ser-
vices in the belief that they are there to en-
gage in pastoral care and to practise their 
faith. It is a breach of one of these funda-
mental aspects of human decency and com-
passion of which I was disgusted to learn last 
Tuesday, 2 March, when elements of the 
Uniting Church turned their back on the vet-
eran community.  

On behalf of the veteran community, 
members of the four RSL subbranches in my 
electorate of Deakin—Blackburn, Mitcham, 
Ringwood and Croydon—and all decent and 
compassionate people in my electorate, I 
grieve at the action of Reverend Wes Camp-
bell of St John’s Uniting Church in Essen-
don. His decision to refuse the dying wish of 
World War II veteran Mr George Vipond to 
have his coffin draped in the Australian flag, 
and an RSL memorial service to be held, is 
an insult to the man and to the veteran com-
munity. Tens of thousands of our nation’s 
heroes have given their lives fighting to pro-
tect our shores from the forces of tyranny. 
Mr Vipond, who served in Papua New 
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Guinea from 1942 to 1946, was one of those 
people. Now it seems that some in the com-
munity fail to understand the contribution 
and the efforts those people put in to advance 
the freedoms that we enjoy today.  

The rationale behind the church’s decision 
is perplexing, and its motives are disturbing. 
In embarking on this moral crusade, the 
Uniting Church in Essendon—supported, I 
understand from a radio interview, by the 
moderator of the Uniting Church—rode 
roughshod over Mr Vipond’s final wish. This 
action flies in the face of what a decent, 
compassionate and responsible community 
leader should do. Churches of all denomina-
tions are traditionally institutions to which 
the community turn for spiritual guidance. 
Sadly, all too frequently we are seeing 
churches exploit a situation to peddle their 
own extreme political views. It calls into 
question the parameters in which influential 
community figures engage the community. 

It was interesting to learn of the reactions 
of everyday people on Melbourne talkback 
radio. Caller after caller came on the radio, 
disgusted at the insinuation that the use of an 
Australian flag at a funeral and an RSL ser-
vice is a symbol of war. Ironically, just prior 
to listening to these conversations, I had at-
tended Southwood Boys Grammar School in 
my electorate to present them with a brand 
new Australian flag. In the ceremony the 
school’s campus principal expressed the 
sense of responsibility that the flag brought 
to the school. To the Southwood community, 
the Australian flag represents ideals such as 
tolerance, opportunity, friendship and peace. 
Clearly, any effort to undermine the proud 
attachment that we have to our flag is outra-
geous. 

I was not surprised to learn of a connec-
tion between the decision on Mr Vipond’s 
funeral and the anti Iraqi war vigils in early 
2003. The decision to ban an RSL service in 

his church was solely based on a personal 
view. The sickening aspect of this is that the 
decision drew the entire parish into a politi-
cal crusade and demonised the service of a 
war veteran in the process. Reverend Camp-
bell may claim that his motives represent 
human decency. He stated that he had ‘come 
to a judgment that fundamentally the gospel 
calls us to be people of peace and that the 
church is always to seek reconciliation, 
where possible, between enemies’. 

The argument appears to have missed two 
key points. One of these was highlighted by 
former Victorian RSL president Bruce Rux-
ton. Mr Ruxton was clearly taken aback by 
the decision to refuse his friend’s wish, stat-
ing that Reverend Campbell ‘should be 
ashamed of himself’. In his typical way, Mr 
Ruxton went on to echo the feelings of a 
generation of Australians when he said that 
he ‘often wonders what these reverend gen-
tlemen would have done if the Japanese had 
landed here in 1942’. The second point 
missed by this misguided church is that Aus-
tralia has reconciled with this difficult past. 
Japan has become one of our most important 
trading partners. Recently we have also seen 
increased cooperation between our countries 
in the war on terror. The peace and recon-
ciliation which the church calls for could not 
have been achieved without the heroics of 
men and women like George Vipond during 
the Second World War, and the veterans in 
preceding and subsequent conflicts. 

The strength of human decency in Austra-
lia’s identity is evident when you travel 
abroad. As recently as January, I had the 
good fortune to travel through the streets of 
the Palestinian West Bank territory to wit-
ness the Palestinian presidential elections. 
The reaction of everyday people, children 
and even Israeli security forces to the kanga-
roo emblem on our car and clothing was 
memorable. To these people, images of Aus-
traliana inspire a smile and a friendly com-
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ment. This really did reinforce to me what I 
personally associate with being Australian. I 
am proud of our intelligence, our warmth, 
our compassion, our sense of engagement 
and our sense of being part of the world 
community. Human decency encompasses all 
of these ideals and forms a plank from which 
we must not deviate as a society. If there are 
rules within various parishes in the church 
community which prevent them from hon-
ouring members of the veteran community in 
such a dignified way—by giving them an 
RSL service and displaying the Australian 
flag—then I call upon those churches to 
change those rules so that we can honour 
with dignity our veterans, and do so in a way 
which does not glorify war. 

In the brief time I have left, I would like 
to talk about another national issue which 
also touches on the issues of compassion and 
decency. Few national issues have generated 
as much emotion in my electorate as the 
mandatory detention of illegal immigrants. 
Interestingly, the link between the Uniting 
Church and the debate on Australia’s border 
control policy also comes into question at 
this time. I can understand and empathise 
with many of the strong views that have been 
expressed on both sides of the debate. The 
immigration department has never taken 
lightly decisions to detain people, and I un-
derstand that. The security of Australia’s 
borders and the integrity of our immigration 
system are critical, and detention centres are 
a necessary part of the process. 

I am not standing here today calling for a 
policy change on Australia’s immigration 
system. Clearly, the fewer unauthorised arri-
vals we have in Australia, the fewer people 
we will have in immigration detention. The 
government’s policy towards people-smug-
gling has stemmed the trade, even though an 
editorial in one of last weekend’s Melbourne 
newspapers casts doubt on this assertion. 

Just last week, I had the opportunity to 
visit the Baxter immigration detention facil-
ity in South Australia. Of particular concern 
to me has been the case of Peter Qasim, who 
has been in detention for the past six years. 
Mr Qasim claims that he is from the disputed 
territory of Kashmir in India. Since arriving 
in 1998, Mr Qasim’s protracted case has put 
him in limbo. The dispute over his homeland 
has resulted in him becoming a stateless per-
son. 

I do not want to enter into the finer details 
and complications of his case. However, I am 
concerned that the immigration appeals 
process, with its multilayered path of tribu-
nals and referrals to the federal and high 
courts, can leave some cases unresolved and 
leave illegal immigrants in detention for 
lengthy periods of time. In Mr Qasim’s case, 
6½ years is clearly stretching the realms of 
acceptability and is not in line with the pa-
rameters of a compassionate society. The 
security of Australia’s borders and the integ-
rity of our immigration system can be main-
tained while adhering to the principles of 
human decency. In Mr Qasim’s case, the de-
cent thing to do is to find a way to break the 
current impasse that is in place between the 
government and India over his status. A solu-
tion needs to be found to prevent cases such 
as Mr Qasim’s occurring in the future with-
out compromising the integrity of our immi-
gration system. (Time expired) 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. BC 
Scott)—Order! The time for the grievance 
debate has expired. The debate is interrupted 
and I put the question: 

That grievances be noted. 

Question agreed to. 

A NEW TAX SYSTEM (GOODS AND 
SERVICES TAX IMPOSITION 

(RECIPIENTS)—CUSTOMS) BILL 2005 
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A NEW TAX SYSTEM (GOODS AND 
SERVICES TAX IMPOSITION 

(RECIPIENTS)—EXCISE) BILL 2005 

A NEW TAX SYSTEM (GOODS AND 
SERVICES TAX IMPOSITION 

(RECIPIENTS)—GENERAL) BILL 2005 
WATER EFFICIENCY LABELLING 

AND STANDARDS BILL 2005 
AUSTRALIAN PASSPORTS BILL 2005 

AUSTRALIAN PASSPORTS 
(APPLICATION FEES) BILL 2005 

AUSTRALIAN PASSPORTS 
(TRANSITIONALS AND 

CONSEQUENTIALS) BILL 2005 

AUTHORISED DEPOSIT-TAKING 
INSTITUTIONS SUPERVISORY LEVY 

IMPOSITION AMENDMENT BILL 2005 

AUTHORISED NON-OPERATING 
HOLDING COMPANIES 

SUPERVISORY LEVY IMPOSITION 
AMENDMENT BILL 2005 

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS 
SUPERVISORY LEVIES COLLECTION 

AMENDMENT BILL 2005  

GENERAL INSURANCE 
SUPERVISORY LEVY IMPOSITION 

AMENDMENT BILL 2005 

LIFE INSURANCE SUPERVISORY 
LEVY IMPOSITION AMENDMENT 

BILL 2005 
RETIREMENT SAVINGS ACCOUNT 
PROVIDERS SUPERVISORY LEVY 

IMPOSITION AMENDMENT BILL 2005 

SUPERANNUATION SUPERVISORY 
LEVY IMPOSITION AMENDMENT 

BILL 2005 

FINANCIAL FRAMEWORK 
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT 

BILL 2005 
PRIVATE HEALTH INSURANCE 

INCENTIVES AMENDMENT BILL 2005 

TAX LAWS AMENDMENT (LONG-
TERM NON-REVIEWABLE 

CONTRACTS) BILL 2005 

FAMILY ASSISTANCE LEGISLATION 
AMENDMENT (ADJUSTMENT OF 

CERTAIN FTB CHILD RATES) 
BILL 2005 

DISABILITY DISCRIMINATION 
AMENDMENT (EDUCATION 

STANDARDS) BILL 2004 
Assent 

Messages from the Governor-General re-
ported informing the House of assent to the 
bills. 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS 
(CONSUMER PROTECTION AND 

SERVICE STANDARDS) AMENDMENT 
(NATIONAL RELAY SERVICE) 

BILL 2005 
Returned from the Senate 

Message received from the Senate return-
ing the bill without amendment or request. 

COMMITTEES 
ASIO, ASIS and DSD Committee 

Membership 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. BC 
Scott)—The Speaker has received advice 
from the Prime Minister nominating a mem-
ber to be a member of the Parliamentary 
Joint Committee on ASIO, ASIS and DSD. 

Ms GAMBARO (Petrie—Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Minister for Defence) (6.06 
p.m.)—by leave—I move: 

That, in accordance with the provisions of the 
Intelligence Services Act 2001, Mr Byrne be ap-
pointed a member of the Parliamentary Joint 
Committee on ASIO, ASIS and DSD in place of 
Mr Beazley. 

Question agreed to. 

MAIN COMMITTEE 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. BC 
Scott)—I advise the House that the Deputy 
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Speaker has fixed Tuesday, 8 March 2005, at 
4.00 p.m., as the time for the next meeting of 
the Main Committee, unless an alternative 
day or hour is fixed. 

Health and Ageing Committee: Report 
Reference 

Mr BARTLETT (Macquarie) (6.07 
p.m.)—by leave—I move: 

That the order of the day for the resumption of 
debate on the  motion to take note of the report of 
the Standing Committee on Health and Ageing 
entitled Future Ageing, be referred to the Main 
Committee for debate. 

Question agreed to. 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 3) 
2004-2005 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 4) 
2004-2005 

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENTARY 
DEPARTMENTS) BILL (No. 2) 2004-2005 

Referred to Main Committee 
Mr BARTLETT (Macquarie) (6.07 

p.m.)—by leave—I move: 
That unless otherwise ordered, at the adjourn-

ment of the House for this sitting the bills stand 
referred to the Main Committee for further con-
sideration. 

Question agreed to. 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 3) 
2004-2005 

Cognate bills: 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 4) 
2004-2005 

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENTARY 
DEPARTMENTS) BILL (No. 2) 2004-2005 

Second Reading 
Debate resumed from 17 February, on mo-

tion by Mr McGauran: 
That this bill be now read a second time. 

upon which Mr Swan moved by way of 
amendment: 

That all words after ‘That’ be omitted with a 
view to substituting the following words: 

‘whilst not declining to give the bill a second 
reading, the House condemns the Government for 
its: 

(1) dishonest promises during the 2004 election 
campaign that it would keep interest rates 
low; 

(2) short-term, reckless spending during the lead 
up to the 2004 election, which is adding to 
inflationary and interest rate pressures; 

(3) gross neglect of Australia’s education and 
training needs, leaving Australia with a skills 
crisis which is adding to inflationary and in-
terest rate pressures; and 

(4) failure to secure Australia’s economic future 
by making the long term policy commit-
ments that will improve the productivity and 
competitiveness of the Australian economy’. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Hon. BC 
Scott)—Before the debate is resumed on this 
bill, I remind the House that it has been 
agreed that a general debate be allowed cov-
ering Appropriation Bill (No. 4) 2004-2005 
and the Appropriation (Parliamentary De-
partments) Bill (No. 2) 2004-2005. 

Mr MURPHY (Lowe) (6.09 p.m.)—As 
you will doubtlessly recall, when the House 
adjourned just two weeks ago I was critical 
of the government’s mishandling of the 
broadcasting antisiphoning legislation be-
cause, at the time, no commercial free-to-air 
network had acquired the free-to-air broad-
cast rights to the 2005 Ashes cricket series. 
While my criticism of the government 
stands, I want to begin by congratulating 
SBS television, which last week secured the 
free-to-air television rights for the forthcom-
ing Ashes series. I also congratulate the 
ABC, which, along with SBS, recognised the 
importance of this event and that the national 
interest required the matches to be broadcast 
on free-to-air television. 

While we can be pleased with this out-
come, Australian viewers are entitled to 
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know who is to blame for the terrible loop-
hole in the antisiphoning legislation which, 
in the end—at five minutes to midnight—
required action to ensure free-to-air coverage 
of the Ashes and spare the government se-
vere embarrassment. Australians are also 
entitled to know why the government is 
treating all media policy in Australia as an 
opportunity to serve the commercial interests 
of their nearest and dearest powerful media 
moguls. Clearly, in relation to our media pol-
icy and the laws governing the media, the 
Howard government is allergic to the public 
interest. We all await with great interest the 
government’s recasting of the Broadcasting 
Services Amendment (Media Ownership) 
Bill after 1 July this year. 

There are three main players in the antisi-
phoning mess and each of them must accept 
a share of the blame: the commercial free-to-
air networks, the pay TV licensees and—in 
my view, the worst of all—the Howard gov-
ernment. The pay TV industry has com-
plained bitterly about the three commercial 
free-to-air networks which, as they see it, 
have too frequently abused the antisiphoning 
laws in order to hoard sporting events—that 
is, buying the rights to events yet refusing to 
screen them live. As many commentators 
representing the interests of pay TV licensees 
argued, the only reason the Ashes were not 
going to be seen on commercial free-to-air 
television this year was that the networks had 
no interest in showing the Ashes live. Thank-
fully, now we are going to see them. Foxtel 
has argued that it would happily share rights 
with free-to-air rivals but is often locked out 
of negotiations by the antisiphoning laws. 

It is in the interests of pay television licen-
sees to argue for a dual rights system to re-
place the antisiphoning laws, but this ignores 
the fact that the antisiphoning regime was 
established—rightly, and by a Labor gov-
ernment—not for the benefit of commercial 
free-to-air networks but, principally, for 

more than three-quarters of Australian 
households who do not have access to pay 
television or do not want to be forced to pay 
between $50 and $80 per month to see a na-
tionally significant sporting event. That is 
why the free-to-air networks must be given 
some protection when bidding for broadcast 
rights of the most popular sporting events. 

While it is easy to see that the three com-
mercial free-to-air networks are not entirely 
blameless in this, it is far more important to 
examine the pay television players and their 
cynical use of the loophole in the law. The 
pay television industry, as represented by the 
Australian Subscription Television and Radio 
Association (ASTRA), has in the past main-
tained that it agrees with the concept of the 
antisiphoning list but believes it should be 
more realistic—that is, reflective of what 
free-to-air networks have historically shown 
rather than the much longer list that currently 
exists. Compare that sentiment with the be-
haviour of Foxtel and the way they have 
locked up the rights to broadcast the Ashes. 
We know the Ashes have historically been 
shown live on free-to-air television, yet Fox-
tel, through the program provider Fox 
Sports, have made it a commercially much 
less viable option for the commercial free-to-
air networks to acquire the free-to-air rights. 
It has not gone unnoticed that Foxtel is Aus-
tralia’s largest subscription television pro-
vider, with Mr Packer’s Publishing and 
Broadcasting Limited (PBL) and Mr Mur-
doch’s News Corporation each owning a 25 
per cent stake. Telstra, as you know, owns 
the remaining 50 per cent stake. 

Fox Sports has already acquired the rights 
to televise the Ashes because it is not a pay 
television licensee and is therefore not 
caught by the provisions of the antisiphoning 
laws. I again draw to the attention of the 
House the fact that, conveniently, Fox Sports 
is half owned by PBL and News Corpora-
tion. Their sole interest is, obviously, pro-
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moting pay TV and not the spirit of the an-
tisiphoning legislation. The free-to-air net-
works rightly want the rules governing sports 
broadcasting to stop Fox Sports buying tele-
vision rights to the nation’s most popular 
events. They rightly complain that Fox 
Sports should not be allowed to buy an event 
and offer it to the networks, fulfilling its le-
gal obligations, while simultaneously retain-
ing the right to show the event on pay televi-
sion as well. As Toni O’Loughlin reported in 
the Australian Financial Review in August 
last year, free-to-air network executives ar-
gue that: 
If a buyer acquires pay and free-to-air rights and 
offers them on a non-exclusive basis, nine times 
out of ten it won’t be feasible for the free-to-airs 
to buy rights because they won’t get a big enough 
audience or the advertisers, because the advertis-
ers want exclusivity. 

The ultimate losers from all of this are the 
families in my electorate of Lowe and across 
Australia who do not have pay TV. 

As I said earlier, worst of all in this deba-
cle is the Howard government. What is the 
government doing to prevent future sporting 
events being hijacked by the pay TV licen-
sees? Sadly, the government has not pro-
posed any amendments to the antisiphoning 
legislation in order to close the loophole and 
protect the public interest. It has not moved 
to protect the interests of millions of Austra-
lian viewers. Instead, the government’s atti-
tude to this communications issue has 
matched its agenda regarding the proposed 
cynical changes to Australia’s cross-media 
ownership laws—something I have spoken 
about continually in this House for the last 
three years. Sadly and disturbingly, as I keep 
reminding the House, the Howard govern-
ment is only interested in promoting the in-
terests of Australia’s largest media organisa-
tions and their owners—namely, PBL and 
News Corporation. 

As far as the antisiphoning legislation is 
concerned, it is clear the Howard govern-
ment is now backing away from protecting 
free-to-air viewers. Last year the government 
reviewed the antisiphoning list and released 
a revised list, covering events that will occur 
between 2006 and 2010. While the list cov-
ers the 2006 FIFA World Cup, it does not 
cover the 2010 tournament. Consequently, 
pay television licensees will be able to obtain 
exclusive rights to the event before free-to-
air broadcasters have had the opportunity to 
do so. The government’s failure to list the 
2010 FIFA World Cup significantly increases 
the likelihood that it will only be available 
on pay television, as was the case with the 
European football championships last year. 
Tonight, I invite the minister to answer my 
question in writing No. 600 and explain why 
the FIFA World Cup is worthy of protection 
in 2006 but not in 2010. 

Mr Crean interjecting— 

Mr MURPHY—The member for Hotham 
says that is a fair question, and it is. Thou-
sands of viewers in my electorate and, doubt-
less, many constituents in Hotham, along 
with millions more across Australia, will be 
rightly angry and disappointed if the gov-
ernment only looks after the interests of the 
pay television industry and its owners. The 
government must immediately close the 
loophole that has seen the Ashes series dis-
appear from commercial free-to-air screens 
this year. It is overwhelmingly in the public 
interest to prevent entities associated with 
pay television licensees acquiring broadcast 
rights to listed events and, in so doing, mak-
ing it commercially difficult for commercial 
free-to-air networks to acquire free-to-air 
rights. The government should support La-
bor’s amendment to the Broadcasting Ser-
vices Act and ensure the 2010 FIFA World 
Cup is listed. It must close the existing loop-
hole and guarantee the exclusive free-to-air 
broadcast rights to all nationally significant 
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events. The government must act to 
strengthen the antisiphoning regime in the 
interests of all Australians, and it must stop 
crawling to Australia’s most powerful media 
moguls. We have had a gutful. 

Mr ROBB (Goldstein) (6.18 p.m.)—In 
speaking to Appropriation Bill (No. 3) 2004-
2005, Appropriation Bill (No. 4) 2004-2005 
and Appropriation (Parliamentary Depart-
ments) Bill (No. 2) 2004-2005, I would like 
to look at what the Labor Party have been 
saying about what they claim is a $66 billion 
spending spree by the federal government. In 
particular, I want to challenge the claim that 
budget decisions by the government over the 
last 12 months are anything other than a to-
tally manageable and effective set of spend-
ing initiatives. 

The shadow Treasurer, who humiliated 
himself today by back-pedalling on his insis-
tence that the states stick by their contract to 
remove certain state taxes in return for the 
totality of GST funds, has also embarrassed 
himself with absurd claims of economic 
vandalism in relation to the government’s 
expenditure program. The fact is that you 
have to look back more than nine years to 
find acts of economic vandalism. Let me 
remind the shadow Treasurer of Labor’s 
abuse of monetary policy in the late eighties. 
It is legendary. The Labor Treasurer of the 
day, Paul Keating, arrogantly and wantonly 
boasted about having the Reserve Bank of 
Australia in his back pocket. Seventeen per 
cent mortgage rates were the product of that 
arrogance and that interference. Now that is 
an act of economic vandalism—and it is sad 
to see Labor’s former Prime Minister Paul 
Keating sticking his tortured head up every 
time he thinks something may go wrong so 
that he can again try to rewrite history. 

The shadow Treasurer’s rhetoric and angst 
ring a bit hollow when you consider the 
situation we are in as a nation. Inflation is 

low—it was 9.3 per cent in Paul Keating’s 
era and it is 2.6 per cent today. Interest rates 
are still at historically low levels. There were 
mortgage rates as high as 17 per cent in Paul 
Keating’s era; today they are at 7.3 per cent. 
The budget is strongly in surplus, employ-
ment is at a 30-year low, business investment 
is strong, profit share is close to a record and 
$73 billion of Keating government debt has 
been repaid. We have plenty of challenges if 
we want to continue this record of success, 
but they are challenges of success rather than 
challenges of weakness or failure. 

The shadow Treasurer is asserting that the 
$66 billion expenditure announced over the 
last 12 months led to an increase in interest 
rates and has put serious pressure on infla-
tion. He is again showing a poor grasp of 
monetary policy. Let us look at some of the 
facts. The $66 billion in spending is spread 
over five years, from 2003-04 to 2007-08. It 
is made up of $52 billion worth of policy 
decisions reported in the budget last year, 
$5.1 billion worth of policy decisions re-
ported in the pre-election fiscal outlook and 
$8.4 billion worth of initiatives as part of 
election commitments in 2004. 

So what has happened in this parliament 
concerning the major initiatives of that first 
tranche of $52 billion in the 2004-05 budget? 
Firstly, there was $19.2 billion in help for 
families over five years. Labor passed that 
legislation. Secondly, income tax worth 
$14.7 billion over the next four years is to be 
cut so that more than 80 per cent of taxpay-
ers will face a marginal tax bracket of 30 per 
cent or less. Labor put up an alternative pro-
gram of similar cost. Thirdly, retirement sav-
ings will be boosted, with a superannuation 
contribution scheme totalling $2.1 billion—
or three per cent of the $66 billion expendi-
ture. Labor opposed this expenditure, which 
says much about their short-term view of the 
world. 
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Fourthly, we announced investment of 
$5.3 billion for science and innovation, as 
well as $3.1 billion for land transport infra-
structure. Labor supported these initiatives. 
Next we provided for carers and aged care, 
with an additional $461 million over five 
years and a further $2.2 billion over five 
years to the aged care sector. Labor sup-
ported these initiatives. Finally there was 
investment in Australia’s security, with an 
extra $755 million to enhance intelligence 
capabilities and strengthen security arrange-
ments. Labor opposed this spending. They 
preferred to cut and run. It is interesting to 
note that the two programs concerned with 
our long-term security—those providing for 
the financial security of our aged and for 
national security—Labor opposed. Despite 
opposing those two measures, the opposition 
broadly matched our budget expenditure, 
either supporting our measures, amending 
them or promising to spend more in some 
cases. 

Now let us look at the election promises 
made by the opposition. The government 
promised $8.4 billion during the campaign—
$8.4 billion that will be spent, again, over 
five years. The opposition promised more 
than $13 billion worth of initiatives, which is 
a conservative estimate considering that 
many of their programs were underfunded 
and that the cost blow-outs of many of their 
programs were massive. To take just one 
case, Medicare Gold, Labor allocated $1.7 
billion in 2006-07 and $2 billion in 2007-08, 
to fund all hospital treatment for people over 
the age of 75. A report by respected eco-
nomic analyst Econtech has found that the 
real costs would have been $4.2 billion and 
$4.5 billion per year respectively—an esti-
mated likely cost of $8.7 billion. For that one 
particular initiative there would have been a 
blow-out of $5 billion, which was more than 
the total cost of the coalition’s election prom-
ises. More than our entire total would have 

gone on one program. If you extend that 
blow-out over five years of expenditure, you 
see that there would have been a total cost of 
well over $20 billion for that one initiative. 

So not only did Labor effectively commit 
tens of billions of dollars more than the coa-
lition but they continue to misrepresent the 
stimulatory effect on the economy of the 
government’s spending. The $66 billion is to 
be spent at an average rate of $13.1 billion a 
year. That is 1.6 per cent of the economy—
an $800 billion economy. Of the $66 billion, 
over $52 billion is yet to be spent. In other 
words, 80 per cent of the money is yet to be 
spent. To suggest that these spending deci-
sions have materially impacted on monetary 
policy is economic naivety—the sort of na-
ivety that always leads the Labor govern-
ment to make a mess of running the shop. 

We have the Leader of the Opposition and 
his shadow Treasurer saying to anyone who 
will listen, ‘$66 billion, $66 billion.’ We 
heard the mantra again at question time to-
day. However, our Labor opponents are not 
letting on that that is expenditure over five 
years. Our Labor opponents are not letting 
on that most of that expenditure—in fact, 
nearly 80 per cent—is yet to be spent and 
therefore is not causing the inflationary pres-
sure they insist on hammering on about. Our 
opponents are not letting on that the cost of 
these commitments on an annual basis repre-
sents roughly 1.6 per cent of the economy, so 
the likelihood that meeting that cost will ma-
terially overheat the economy is absurd. Our 
opponents are not letting on that most of the 
$66 billion of expenditure committed over 
the last year is yet to be spent. It is an odd 
thing how expenditure earmarked for spend-
ing over three years from now—and repre-
senting well under two per cent of the econ-
omy—is lifting interest rates today. Our op-
ponents are not letting on that Labor either 
supported the legislation giving effect to the 
budget expenditure of $66 billion or prom-
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ised greater spending. In other words, Labor 
are damning expenditure that they either 
supported or promised to amend or to exceed 
in other ways. It must be very uncomfortable 
having their tongues so firmly planted in 
their cheeks. 

Our opponents will not let on that in rela-
tion to the national accounts of last week 
there is no evidence of inflationary pressures 
coming from fiscal policy. Our opponents in 
this regard do not want to hear or repeat what 
the Governor of the Reserve Bank, Ian 
Macfarlane, said as recently as 18 February. 
He said: 
When I go overseas and I talk to other central 
bank governors, and we get on to fiscal policy, 
everyone just says, ‘Oh, how lucky you are.’ The 
US has a big and increasing fiscal deficit; the 
European area has lots of countries that do not 
know how to keep their budget deficit down to 
three per cent of GDP, which they are obliged to 
under the Growth and Stability Pact; even the UK 
fiscal policy is a big issue there because of their 
deficit getting larger. Japan is a special case, but it 
has a massive fiscal deficit. If you have a small 
surplus every year, as we have had in Australia, it 
is ... hard to make a case that that is inflationary 
and therefore it is very hard to make a case that it 
has any impact at all on monetary policy.  

There is deadly silence on the other side of 
the House about the opinions and the judg-
ment of the Governor of the Reserve Bank. 

Our opponents are also not letting on that 
inflation is still historically low in Australia. 
They will not tell you that inflation is within 
the two to three per cent band set by the gov-
ernment. They will not tell you that forecasts 
show that it will not go outside that band, nor 
that the Reserve Bank agreed with such fore-
casts as recently as last week. Our opponents 
are not letting on that, after all that, the 
Howard government will maintain the 
budget in surplus, having paid off $73 billion 
of government debt left by Prime Minister 
Paul Keating and the finance minister of the 
day, Kim Beazley. Our opponents are not 

letting on about what major expenditure 
from that $66 billion they would scrap. The 
reason is simple: if they were running the 
country they would be spending more. The 
Leader of the Opposition was, of course, 
Australia’s finance minister from 1993 to 
1996, and for every day he held those re-
sponsibilities the federal budget was seri-
ously in the red. 

Despite supporting most of the legislation 
that sits behind the $66 billion of budget 
spending over five years, Labor says that 
much of it should be spent on skills short-
ages, new initiatives and new incentives. 
But, again, do not listen to what they say; 
look at what they do. Labor in government 
gutted new apprenticeships in the trades. 
Between 1990 and 1994 Labor slashed new 
apprenticeships in trades and related occupa-
tions. There were 160,990 in 1990 but that 
was reduced to 107,000 in 1994. The gov-
ernment has been focussed on this area, and 
today there are more than 416,000 new ap-
prentices in training, which means the num-
bers in training have almost tripled since 
1995. 

Under Labor, unmet demand for training 
places hit 60,700 in 1995. Labor’s policies 
helped foster prejudice against vocational 
education and the trades. The coalition’s pol-
icy will create more than 48,000 new appren-
ticeship opportunities over the next four 
years, with 21,600 students in technical col-
leges, 3,000 new apprenticeships through 
defence industry contracts, 4,000 school 
based new apprenticeships, 4,500 pre-
vocational training places and 15,000 people 
in the New Apprenticeships Access Program. 
Nothing in Labor’s approach will change the 
cultural prejudice against vocational educa-
tion and the trades, which are considered 
second class compared with university edu-
cation. 
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As to Labor’s gratuitous suggestion that 
we should be spending this money on new 
tax initiatives, let me draw attention to the 
fact that the government is reducing tax on 1 
July. We are raising the threshold for the top 
rate and the second top rate. The government 
is reducing tax for some 500,000 small busi-
ness and new business start-ups and is reduc-
ing tax for parents who are paying child-care 
expenses. 

We can and will do more throughout this 
term, but let us not gloss over the fact that 
nearly half of the $66 billion in budget 
commitments is in the form of tax cuts. The 
bottom line is that members of the opposition 
have hypocritically established a ‘straw man’ 
when they bang on about a $66 billion 
spending spree. They are hypocritical in the 
sense that the Labor Party passed most of the 
legislation supporting these initiatives. Fur-
thermore, during the election the Labor Party 
committed itself to far greater spending than 
the coalition did. Labor’s forward commit-
ment was well over $80 billion, if we look at 
all the sensitivities of the assumptions that it 
made in its calculations—without the benefit 
of related policies to improve productivity to 
ensure that such expenditure is manageable 
and non-inflationary. Labor has constructed a 
straw man in the sense that only 20 per cent 
of the funding has actually been spent to 
date, because the funding relates to commit-
ments spread over five years. To suggest that 
spending over nearly two years which 
equates to around one per cent of the total 
economy can have such influence is either 
disingenuous or naive. I suspect the former. 

The really important factor in all of this is 
that the government continues to contribute 
to national savings. In seven of the nine 
Howard-Costello government budgets, we 
have delivered surpluses. This compares with 
the record of the Hawke and Keating gov-
ernments: nine of their 13 budgets were in 
deficit. Kim Beazley, as finance minister 

from 1993 to 1996, was involved with their 
last four budget deficits—$17 billion in 
1992-93, $17 billion in 1993-94, $13 billion 
in 1994-95 and $10 billion in 1995-96. Kim 
Beazley then spent his first six years as 
Leader of the Opposition opposing every 
attempt by the Howard government to get the 
budget back into surplus. 

Against this background the Beazley op-
position is not well placed to lecture the gov-
ernment on matters of responsible spending. 
The challenge of managing the economy is 
the challenge of managing a strong economy. 
The government is eager to meet this chal-
lenge. The opposition could assist by doing 
some serious policy work, rather than spend-
ing its time scaremongering, with hypocriti-
cal and disingenuous arguments. 

Mr JENKINS (Scullin) (6.33 p.m.)—
This debate on the Appropriation Bill (No. 3) 
2004-2005 and related bills gives us an op-
portunity to look at the vision that the How-
ard government brings for the next term of 
parliament. Despite the protestations of those 
opposite, the opposition can be quite assured 
in the case it puts that, during the election 
campaign, a lot of things that were promised 
by the government were about the short 
term. They were very much promised with 
an eye to the result of the election rather than 
the longer vision. Whatever way we cobble it 
together, the items that are listed in these 
appropriation bills really do illustrate that 
case. As I have discussed before, my concern 
is that Australia will suffer unless we, as a 
legislative body, together look at the longer 
term and the way in which we can invest in 
infrastructure that is for the long term. Over 
the past short while, we have seen a lot of 
commentary—reaching a crescendo with the 
Reserve Bank’s decision to increase interest 
rates—about the shortcomings of previous 
decisions of the government and about the 
way in which the government has dropped its 
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eye from the main game and looked at these 
decisions that have a very short horizon. 

If we are building on the work that was 
done over a decade ago during the Hawke 
and Keating years to bring forward an econ-
omy that has great strengths, what is required 
is to ensure that, whilst we might be going 
through a period of economic sunshine, we 
are investing what we are achieving at the 
moment for the longer term, ensuring that, in 
an intergenerational sense, what we leave 
now benefits the community and the nation 
going forward. 

Earlier this year, I placed on the Notice 
Paper a question regarding a promise that 
was made in the federal electorate of Gipp-
sland. I stumbled upon this proposal whilst 
visiting Metung down on the Gippsland 
lakes. I had just walked into the village. I had 
walked along the road. There was no foot-
path and there was very little space on the 
verge to walk safely. When I got into the 
shop I was visiting, I saw on the community 
noticeboard—under the heading of the min-
ister and local member, Peter McGauran, and 
the Leader of the National Party and Deputy 
Prime Minister—an announcement that the 
government was to fund a boardwalk along 
the Metung Road, to the tune of half a mil-
lion dollars. As I have said when mentioning 
this project before, I have no problems with 
this being a project with some merit. But I 
am very interested in the process. That is 
why I put on the Notice Paper a question 
about this proposal for a boardwalk along the 
Metung Road, Bancroft Bay, north of the 
Metung Yacht Club. I asked what sum was 
approved, when the funding was announced 
and what the expected completion date of the 
project was. 

The answer to the first question I asked—
what date was the funding approved?—is 
that the funding for the boardwalk was an-
nounced on 28 September 2004 as an elec-

tion commitment. The answer to my second 
question—what sum was approved?—is that 
final funding will be settled through the addi-
tional estimates process, which is what we 
have just gone through. My third question 
was: when was it announced? I was referred 
back to the 28 September date. The answer 
to the question on the expected completion 
date of the project is that the completion date 
has not been identified. 

Alongside this press release, the local 
community body said that it was a month 
after the election at that stage and they had 
not heard anything more about it. We are 
now three or four months down the track and 
I am sure they still have not heard anything. 
The intriguing thing with this proposal is 
that, no matter what its merit—and as we 
have discovered with a lot of these propos-
als—you did not have to apply. You just put 
up your hand and said: ‘Walking along the 
Metung Road along Bancroft Bay I have had 
a brainwave. I was nearly skittled by the 
tourists. It is dangerous. Perhaps extending 
the boardwalk would be a sensible idea.’ 
That is okay, but, as I indicated, the funding 
came out of the pot of money for the Roads 
to Recovery strategic fund. It is not stated in 
the aforementioned answer that that was 
where it was coming from. I note in appro-
priation bills which we are discussing tonight 
that there is $30 million for the Department 
of Transport and Regional Services to fulfil 
promises like this—for the expansion of the 
Roads to Recovery program. 

There is a whole host of other things listed 
in these bills that are of a similar ilk. I was 
really interested—when you have a proposal 
like that or like the dredging of Tumbi Creek 
on the Central Coast of New South Wales, 
which was awarded $1.5 million—in what 
that might have meant to the electorate of 
Scullin. When I put this question to people 
with the skill to give me the answers they 
suggested that if we were envisaging doing 
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the heavy-rail extension, which I will get 
back to later, $500,000 provides one level 
crossing. One and a half million dollars is 
half a bridge, and there are three or four of 
those required for the extension. For Plenty 
Gorge and Linear Park the $500,000 would 
provide 10 kilometres of trail, signage and 
crossings—of course, it would provide that 
over 30 kilometres if you were to get the 
$1.5 million. 

If we look at some of the other proposals, 
the interesting thing is that some of the sug-
gestions that were put to me were to start in 
the electorate of Scullin and move through to 
the electorate of McEwen—things like the 
Epping to Whittlesea rail trail, which is 20 
kilometres long at $40 a metre. You get the 
partial construction for $500,000; for $1 mil-
lion you get construction of shared paths, 
signage, access points and safe road-crossing 
treatments. Perhaps I made the mistake of 
not referring the people that live in Scullin to 
the member for McEwen, who could have 
got her hands on these magic pots of fund-
ing, because there was no advertisement to 
say that these funds were available. There is 
no process. You do not put in a submission 
that has to have some substance and rigour to 
it and there is no process that would look at 
them with substance and rigour. What hap-
pens is that if you can get a friendly minister 
to issue a press release that gets displayed on 
the noticeboard in the village, then that is a 
commitment. Then, when we get to this stage 
of considering amendments to the legisla-
tion, one of the guidelines will be that these 
projects can get funding if they have been 
previous election commitments. If they have 
not been previous election commitments 
then, unfortunately, your project will have to 
get over a whole host of hurdles. 

I do not mind a process that has some rig-
our. I do not mind a process in which it is 
said to everybody, ‘This is how we are going 
to assess those that get funding.’ If that were 

the process, in the electorate of Scullin we 
could come up with projects for everything 
and anything you can imagine that would 
have some credibility and would establish 
that there is a need. We will take our chances 
on a proper, open process. We have had nine 
years of neglect when we could not get any-
thing out of the Howard government. Again I 
remind the House that my Liberal opponent 
on the day after the election said, ‘Yes, I 
have to admit the Howard government has 
neglected the seat of Scullin.’  

Let us look at the $500,000 for this 
boardwalk comparatively. For instance, one 
of the great needs we have is for emergency 
housing. For a little over $500,000, we could 
get five emergency houses with private 
amenities, a common room and shared 
kitchen. There are other things, such as day 
respite and overnight disability accommoda-
tion—a very modest proposal which is of 
great importance, especially to families with 
young disabled members whose parents seek 
a night of respite here or there or, perhaps, a 
couple of weeks through the year to go off 
on holiday. If we could get access to the $1.5 
million in the same way as those who got the 
minister to issue the press release about 
Tumbi Creek we could get some change, 
because the estimate that I have for a respite 
care home is $1,426,000.  

One suggestion that was made to me, if 
this money were available, was a proposal 
for the Plenty River at Greensborough 
where, when we used to provide facilities 
like that, the old swimming pool was on the 
banks of the river. They talked about the up-
grade of the Plenty River shared path—the 
Partingtons Flat to Greensborough bypass 
would cost only $90,000. Do you know what 
they were prepared to do? If it had been re-
quired to get the funding, they would have 
been happy to change the name of the Plenty 
River to Tumbi Creek. If that were all it took, 
they would have been happy to do that. 
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The point I want to make is that when the 
federal government is deciding what propos-
als it is going to be involved in there should 
be rigour and the guidelines should be very 
tight. I hope that the proposals would also be 
underscored by the fact that they provided 
not only a long-term benefit to the local 
community but a contribution to the way we 
develop as a nation. That is why there are 
pressures at the moment with the type of 
economy that we are running. We have a run-
down of infrastructure. To use the econo-
mists’ jargon, it is now about ‘capacity’—
you always learn new things in this game. 
For quite some time in this place I have 
railed at the lack of vision to be able to make 
proper investments in infrastructure. There 
are two things that we have to be cognisant 
of about infrastructure. Our present infra-
structure has a shelf life and will run down. 
It has to be renewed and it has to be updated. 
With the growth in Australia there also has to 
be an eye towards the way we extend our 
infrastructure. 

One of the problems that we see in an 
electorate like Scullin, on the outer urban 
fringe of a city like Melbourne, is that that is 
where the new housing is going. While it is 
easy to get land and greenfield sites subdi-
vided and developed and find people willing 
to go in and convert those subdivisions into 
homes and communities, the greatest diffi-
culty is in ensuring that infrastructure, both 
physical and social, is put in place to ensure 
that people are able to get on with their lives 
without much fuss. 

In Scullin and the southern end of the ad-
joining seat of McEwen there is going to be 
huge growth on top of the already impressive 
growth that we have seen over the last cou-
ple of decades. One of the greatest shortfalls 
that we have seen in the provision of infra-
structure in that area has been public trans-
port. The only rail extension—in this case, 
light rail extension—that we have seen to the 

area in the last 15 years was under the Build-
ing Better Cities program when the Bun-
doora light rail was extended from the 
McLeans Road terminus to McKimmes 
Road, alongside the RMIT Bundoora cam-
pus. It was funded by the federal govern-
ment. It has been the only extension and is a 
bit short of the developing suburb of Mill 
Park. It is a very important piece of infra-
structure. At the time, whilst this was a mod-
est proposal that really was in the order of 
two or three kilometres, it was seen as very 
important. It was also seen as proof of the 
way governments should be matching the 
needs of their communities, especially the 
needs in public transport. 

There has been a proposal on the books 
for quite some time to extend the hard rail—
in the old terminology: the train—from Ep-
ping station along to the old South Morang 
station. This again is a fairly modest exten-
sion of a couple of kilometres. At one stage it 
was promised. That promise was not re-
newed at the last state election, so the whole 
project is in abeyance. The beauty of this 
project is that it follows the rail reserve that 
goes for nearly 20 kilometres to the Whittle-
sea township in the seat of McEwen. The rail 
reserve was first used in 1889, when the rail 
went up to Whittlesea. That is very interest-
ing, because at that stage that particular rail-
way—which was steam, of course—started 
at Spencer Street. It used the inner circle—
that is, it went through Royal Park, Carlton, 
Fitzroy North and then along the Epping 
line. Regrettably, the inner circle line was 
stopped. You now see that parcel of land be-
ing put to good community use, including 
some very solid rail station buildings that are 
used by community groups. But in the late 
19th century there was great vision. There 
was a different balance between the use of 
private and public transport, and that was 
obvious in the way in which public trans-
port—rail in this case—made a contribution 
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to the way Melbourne and its surrounding 
centres were developed. Regrettably, the 
Whittlesea line was closed down in 1959 or 
1960, so the train then only went through to 
Epping. Fortunately, that reserve has re-
mained. 

A further extension along the High Street-
Epping Road corridor is a development 
called Epping North. In this development, 
which is at the subdivision stage, another rail 
reserve has been put in place to cater for the 
demand that will be there in the new Epping 
North—the Epping bulge. That is a great 
piece of planning. But it is no use having the 
great piece of planning if you are not going 
to deliver. The dilemma for the local com-
munity is that, if we cannot get the two or 
three kilometres to South Morang along a 
reserve that has been there for 120 years, 
how are we going to get it along another re-
serve that has just been invented? Tonight I 
want to suggest that the proper authorities 
have a look at a different way of delivering 
what could be a very important project for 
the local area, one that would provide public 
transport that would cater for the develop-
ments that will go into Plenty Valley: take 
the rail reserve that exists along the Whittle-
sea line from Mernda/Doreen through to the 
proposed rail reserve in Epping North, a loop 
of 15 kilometres. 

I call on the appropriate state authorities 
to use this reserve. If they cannot use the 
reserve for heavy rail—that is, for trains—
look at different ways. If they think buses are 
the solution, go down the track of O-Bahn in 
South Australia, or they could do what is 
being done in Queensland in the constitu-
ency represented by the Minister for Voca-
tional and Technical Education. Use those 
examples, because they have been very suc-
cessful. Public transport is separated from 
the private and they do not mix.  

As I said, I am not wedded to what they 
use. However, I ask them to consider light 
rail as I think that is the solution. It can be 
done in stages. The first stage could be from 
Epping railway station to South Morang. It 
would cater for the Plenty Valley shopping 
centre, the Epping Plaza shopping centre, the 
Northern Hospital, the industry parks that 
will be created along Cooper Street, and it 
would go past the TAFE and civic offices. It 
would cater for the future development of 
nearly 45,000 people in Mernda/Doreen and 
60,000 people in Epping North. The first bit 
would cater for 20,000 people in South 
Morang. We need this vision. It would give a 
public transport spine to this developing area 
that would be very important. Governments 
should be involved, because we can demon-
strate what is proper and appropriate to do in 
a situation like this. I seek leave to present 
the map that shows my proposal. 

Leave granted. 

Dr JENSEN (Tangney) (6.53 p.m.)—As 
an aside, I was very interested to hear the 
member for Scullin talking about planning 
for future transportation. The constituents of 
my electorate of Tangney are very concerned 
about the selling-off of public land by the 
state government for the Roe Highway, a 
piece of public infrastructure which is des-
perately needed by the people of Tangney to 
get traffic off local roads. However, that de-
parts a little from the contribution I wanted 
to make on the Appropriation Bill (No. 3) 
2004-2005 and related bills.  

We are reaching a crisis point in terms of 
oil production and oil use. There will come a 
time in the future—no-one is quite sure yet 
what sort of time period we are looking at—
when demand will outstrip supply. At that 
time we are going to have to look at energy 
alternatives. Clearly, now is the time to be 
thinking about what alternative energy 
sources we could potentially use. 
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People are still going to want to use per-
sonal transport and mass transportation sys-
tems. We will need an alternative to oil. 
There is an alternative to oil, which has been 
broached quite often, and that is the so-called 
hydrogen economy. Initially we would look 
at using hydrogen as the fuel source in a 
normal internal combustion engine—BMW 
has already demonstrated the capacity—
where the waste product is water. However, 
this is not quite as efficient as fuel cells. Ob-
viously the technology we would be looking 
at later, which is currently in its infancy but 
is rapidly moving towards maturity, would 
be hydrogen fuel cells, where efficiencies are 
very high—somewhere around 60 to 70 per 
cent energy conversion.  

The problem with hydrogen though is: 
where do we get the hydrogen from? There 
have been methods put up by the fuel com-
panies where, for instance, we would use 
natural gas or other hydrocarbons. I would 
argue that that is not a very good solution, as 
you are still emitting pollutants. The best 
solution is simply to get water and use elec-
trolysis to produce hydrogen. The problem 
here is that the generation of hydrogen using 
electrolysis requires a lot of power. Where is 
that power going to come from? I think most 
members would agree that using fossil fuels 
to generate electricity to produce fuel for 
personal vehicles would not be a good way 
of going about it, because once again the 
emissions would be very high. 

All sorts of solutions using renewable en-
ergy sources have been bandied about and I 
would like to discuss some of these. A pro-
posal that is heard a lot in Australia is the use 
of solar power generation. There are signifi-
cant problems with this, however. First of all, 
the solar flux at ground level is very low. If 
you had a solar cell one metre by one metre 
that was 100 per cent efficient you would 
still only have enough power to power a one-
bar radiator heater—that is it. However, solar 

cells are not 100 per cent efficient. The cur-
rent state-of-the-art performance is about 16 
to 20 per cent for commercially available 
solar cells or around 30 per cent for ex-
tremely expensive triple-junction solar cells 
that are used on satellites. Even with this 
level, the problem with solar cells is that you 
get what is called diffusion with heat, which 
limits the life of solar cells. So a lot of en-
ergy is required to produce solar cells in the 
first place; they have a limited life and they 
need to cover a very large area. 

Another method that has been bandied 
about is wind energy. There are a number of 
problems with wind energy. Firstly, it is en-
vironmentally unfriendly on a number of 
grounds—the wind-powered generators are 
known to kill birds and they are unattractive 
to many people who live near them. There 
are also problems with the variability of 
wind. What do you do when you do not have 
enough wind to generate power? How are 
you going to store energy for times when you 
do not generate wind power? There are 
clearly problems as far as wind energy is 
concerned. 

One area that we really need to revisit is 
that of nuclear power. The fundamental is-
sues and problems that people have with nu-
clear energy are related to safety and waste 
disposal. First of all, I would like to outline 
the safety of relative electricity generation 
sources. I will quote figures in terms of nor-
malised deaths per terawatt year—in other 
words, if you generate one terawatt of energy 
for a calendar year, how many deaths can 
you expect in the industry? For coal fired 
power stations, there are 342 fatalities per 
terawatt year. They are predominantly related 
to the coal workers actually extracting the 
coal. The number would be far worse if the 
figures where there were fewer than five fa-
talities per incident were included. With oil, 
the number is 418. With natural gas, it is 
somewhat lower. There are 85 fatalities per 
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terawatt year, and these are workers and also 
the public. Incidentally, LPG related fatali-
ties are extremely high—3,280 per terawatt 
year of electricity generated. With hydro-
electricity, a method that some in the green 
movement like and some hate, there are 883 
fatalities per terawatt year—predominantly 
involving the public, due to collapsing dams 
et cetera. 

Now we come to nuclear energy, with 31 
fatalities per terawatt year. These are the 
workers. I know that some members opposite 
might like to point to Chernobyl. According 
to the OECD, there have been 10 fatalities in 
10 years, due to thyroid cancer—the major 
medical problem with radiation exposure. 
So, as we can see, nuclear is actually a very 
safe option—and it is safer these days when 
you can have gas cooled nuclear power sta-
tions and adequate fail-safe systems put on. 
The problem with Chernobyl, apart from 
anything else, was that it had inadequate 
containment. Western containment has been 
far better. The worst event that we have seen 
in the West was at Three Mile Island, where 
the containment worked and the problem 
with the partial meltdown was due to an op-
erator error. 

As far as costs are concerned, gas, coal, 
oil, nuclear and wind energy have similar 
mid-term generating costs. These costs are 
typically within 10 per cent of each other. 
There are problems as far as waste is con-
cerned. We have seen some of the bad meth-
ods of attempting to dispose of waste, such 
as dropping drums overboard from ships or 
putting it in concrete and then having to wet 
down the concrete continually to prevent 
excessive heat build-up so that the concrete 
does not turn to dust. However, we have a 
marvellous Australian invention that can be 
used to dispose of waste, and this product is 
called Synroc. This material was the result of 
the discovery of naturally occurring pluto-
nium in West Africa a number of years ago. 

Mr Martin Ferguson—We’ve lost con-
trol of the process now. 

Dr JENSEN—Thank you for that. As far 
as the material itself is concerned, it was not 
recognised that plutonium occurred naturally. 
Of course, being a highly radioactive mate-
rial, there was a lot of interest in how this 
material could be stored stably within the 
structure of the rock. One of the professors 
from ANU had a look at the structure of the 
rock and, together with ANSTO, the Austra-
lian Nuclear Science and Technology Or-
ganisation, came up with a synthetic analog. 
They developed this material, Synroc, stand-
ing for synthetic rock, that is a product of 
what is called a ‘HIP-ing’ process, hot 
isostatic pressing. This is a material that al-
lows you to store high-grade nuclear waste 
for geological time periods, and the nuclear 
material will not leach in water. 

I have mentioned the issues relating to 
safety and illustrated that nuclear energy, 
despite the common perception, is actually 
exceedingly safe and that you can get rid of 
waste safely. Let us now look at some of the 
alternative sources. Tidal power has been 
mentioned as a method of generating power, 
particularly up in the north-west of Western 
Australia where there are 12-metre tides. 
However, I had a look at the amount of 
power that would be generated by a proposal 
that was put up for Derby. They were talking 
about 48 megawatts, or 48 million watts, of 
tidal power at Derby. The problem is that, to 
generate enough power to meet Australia’s 
current needs, you would need 900 Derby 
type tidal power stations.  

Another method is wind power. I have al-
ready outlined some of the environmental 
concerns, but let us look at the thing physi-
cally. Using current state-of-the-art wind 
turbines—and anyone who has been down to 
Albany or Esperance in my state of Western 
Australia would know that they are huge 
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structures—we would need 22,500 to gener-
ate Australia’s current electricity needs. 
There have been proposals for ocean current 
power, particularly with the Leeuwin—I 
think the Leeuwin flows at about four knots, 
but do not quote me on that—but they are at 
the embryonic stage. They have merely been 
proposed. To my knowledge, pilot scale 
plans have not even been put up. 

I have mentioned the solar problem in ba-
sic terms, but let us put it in real terms. To 
generate Australia’s power needs using solar 
cells—and let us assume that we are using 
space grade solar cells that are 30 per cent 
efficient—we would need a solar cell array 
of 12.3 kilometres by 12.3 kilometres. Imag-
ine making that many solar cells. The prob-
lem is, once again, that solar cells only work 
when there is sun; they do not work at night. 
So, as far as night is concerned, you can 
double that figure. As well, there is not as 
much solar flux during the early morning and 
the late afternoon, so you can probably get 
close to quadrupling that figure. You are then 
talking about an array of approximately 50 
kilometres by 50 kilometres of solar cells—
not very practical. 

The only method that I have heard of that 
is somewhat viable is the solar tower turbine 
method that is proposed for Mildura. This 
has not seen a full industrial trial; however, it 
has seen small trials and it seems to work. 
The problem is that it is a massive structure. 
They are talking about it being a kilometre 
high and approximately 20 square kilometres 
in area. You can generate similar amounts of 
power by reducing the height of the tower, 
but then you have to increase the area. There 
they are talking about approximately 200 
megawatts of peak power. To generate 
enough power for Australia’s needs, we 
would need 225 solar towers. The problem 
there is, once again, that you still need sun 
for it to work adequately. It is possible that 
you could use a closed loop fuel cell unit, 

where you generate hydrogen when you have 
excess capacity and then you use that hydro-
gen in a fuel cell to generate power when 
you have excess demand. However, fuel 
cells, as I have mentioned, are still not fully 
commercially developed, and 225 solar tow-
ers are a lot of solar towers. 

The people in my electorate are sick and 
tired of power outages and power shortages. 
In Western Australia last year, in February, 
we had a power cut for no good reason apart 
from inadequate power supply. There has 
been inadequate infrastructure development 
in terms of power stations; in fact, there have 
been no new power stations authorised in the 
last four years. This is a significant problem, 
where we are running short of power. The 
Western Australian government is now pro-
posing a desalination plant which is going to 
up the load that is required by another 10 per 
cent—not a very efficient way of doing it. 
The power cuts in my electorate are also 
caused by overhead power lines. Residents 
have been going on for years about the ne-
cessity to put the power lines underground 
but, unfortunately, a completely deaf ear has 
been turned to that. 

In summary, it is clear that there are prob-
lems with both solar power methods: solar 
cells and the tower method. For solar cells, 
you are talking about a huge area. You re-
quire a lot of money to produce the solar 
cells in the first place. Then you have to 
maintain them. You have to keep them clean 
because, obviously, if there is any dirt on 
them, it reduces their efficiency. I do not 
think we have the capacity to produce a solar 
cell array that is 50 kilometres by 50 kilome-
tres—and that is just for the current energy 
load that we require. What about when we 
get to the hydrogen economy, where we will 
need a lot more power to generate the hydro-
gen? The solar tower, as I have already out-
lined, is still in its feasibility stages. Even if 
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it gets beyond that, we would still require a 
massive number of these solar towers. 

Wind is too problematic. It is a haphazard 
way of producing power. You do not get con-
sistent wind—and what do you do in the off-
periods? I have to admit that tidal power sur-
prised me. I did not think we would need 900 
tidal power stations to generate our power 
needs—I actually saw that as a good way of 
going in the future. Clearly, the current way 
of generating power is not the way that we 
want to do it, because all we are doing is 
putting more pollutants in the air to generate 
the hydrogen that we require. 

So, as I mentioned, nuclear power is 
something that we have to consider. We have 
to start a reasoned debate on nuclear energy. 
I am not saying, ‘Build nuclear power sta-
tions tomorrow,’ but we really need to have a 
reasoned debate—not an emotive debate, 
which flies in the face of evidence. Nuclear 
power is safe; it has been proven historically. 
There are many 1950s technology nuclear 
power stations that are still operating effec-
tively. There are literally hundreds of nuclear 
power stations around the world, including—
of all places—Japan, which was the only 
country ever to be attacked by nuclear weap-
ons. If ever there was a country that should 
fear nuclear energy, it should be Japan. I urge 
the Australian people to start actively think-
ing about their future energy needs and get-
ting involved in a reasoned debate. 

Mr KERR (Denison) (7.13 p.m.)—
Tonight I want to reflect on some of the les-
sons that we should learn from the Cornelia 
Rau episode and to put on the record in this 
parliament my concern about the approach 
that has been taken in relation to the investi-
gation. In introduction to this, may I say that 
the fact that we require a national missing 
persons register is not a matter that ought to 
have been suddenly discovered. In fact, the 
inadequacy of our national system for deal-

ing with missing persons has been a matter 
of concern for well over a decade. 

I want to put on record some of my per-
sonal experience in this area, because I have 
held the office of Minister for Justice. In the 
years that preceded the Keating govern-
ment’s decision to establish the National 
Missing Persons Unit—subsequently not 
continued by the Howard government—there 
were a number of episodes that drew atten-
tion to the deficiencies of existing state-by-
state systems of locating missing persons. 
The most tragic, of course, were the Belan-
glo murders—a number of people who were 
hitchhikers travelling from overseas came to 
terribly tragic ends. In that circumstance it 
became painfully obvious that we needed a 
system that not only was responsive to the 
tragedy that individuals and their families 
suffered in this country when they lost con-
tact with their loved ones but also was capa-
ble of liaising internationally with organisa-
tions, other police forces and corresponding 
organisations, when persons travelling in this 
country went missing. 

That led the Keating government to estab-
lish the National Missing Persons Unit in 
1995. I have direct and clear recall of this 
because I spoke at the opening. A press re-
lease that I issued at the time mentioned the 
fact that the federal government had dedi-
cated almost a million dollars over four years 
to establishing the unit, which would also 
assist in locating foreigners missing in Aus-
tralia. I pointed out at the time that about 
27,000 Australians were reported missing 
each year. I said that 75 per cent were found 
within two days and 90 per cent within a 
month, and that after 12 months 98 per cent 
were accounted for. It was proposed that the 
unit would maintain a central database and 
photo bank on all outstanding missing per-
sons, initially defined as those missing for 
more than 60 days. Sixty days was selected 
as the period in which the large majority of 
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persons who were going to turn up safely 
would have done so, and we could focus on 
the more serious instances where people had 
been missing for some considerable period 
of time. Cornelia Rau, the woman at the cen-
tre of the scandal of having been detained by 
the immigration authorities, was detained for 
10 months. So 60 days as a trip-wire would 
have well and truly expired had that system 
been operational, had it been continued by 
the Howard government. 

In the media release that I issued at the 
time of the opening of the National Missing 
Persons Unit, I pointed out that the unit 
would also liaise with Interpol and the states 
and territories to develop and implement 
procedures for Australians missing overseas. 
I observed that a dual national-international 
approach was vital, pointing out that in the 
backpacker murders the victims were re-
ported missing in Victoria and New South 
Wales and overseas. I also noted that a simi-
lar, very grievous tragedy had occurred in 
Britain, where a lack of an effective system 
for dealing with missing persons had shown 
up flaws. I said: 
The flaws in the British system were exposed in 
the House of Horrors murder case, when even 
though the last address of several of the missing 
women was the same—Fred and Rosemary 
West’s house—the victims were never linked. 

So obviously there was a law enforcement 
reason for having a data system that allowed 
this linkage. Not merely would it be an in-
stance where we would be able to reassure 
the relatives that everything possible was 
being done and to have a coordinated na-
tional response; there would also be some 
benefit in making certain that these linkages 
were able to be made. 

That decision made in 1995 and an-
nounced by me was followed shortly by the 
defeat of the Keating government. I am not 
certain precisely how it came to pass that the 
National Missing Persons Unit ceased to be 

operationally effective, but one thing you can 
be certain of is that it is not operationally 
effective now. It appears to have ceased to be 
operational by 1999. It was funded for four 
years by the Keating government. By 1999 
the program seems to have disappeared. The 
then Minister for Justice, Amanda Vanstone, 
announced the establishment of CrimTrac, 
which was designed to be a central reposi-
tory for various things like fingerprints and 
DNA, but lost in this process was an effec-
tive system for dealing with national missing 
persons. 

There have been some most embarrassing 
parliamentary exchanges during the Senate 
estimates hearings. Senator Ludwig, asking 
questions of Mr Mobbs, the executive officer 
in charge of CrimTrac, made this comment: 
In the annual report— 

that is, CrimTrac’s annual report— 
it mentions a missing persons database. 

Mr Mobbs—Does it? 

Senator LUDWIG—Yes. I think it is on page 24. 

Mr Mobbs—I have to say it is certainly not spelt 
out in any of the deliverables. 

What we discovered in that examination is 
that the only way the national missing per-
sons system has anything residual left in 
CrimTrac is that, if you punch in the name of 
somebody, it will come up as to whether that 
person is recorded as a missing person. But 
you cannot provide photographic materials 
or search for that fact. We cannot produce all 
the identifying data so that we actually have 
an effective missing persons service. 

Why am I so particularly concerned about 
this? I am particularly concerned about this 
because of two facts. Firstly, there is the fail-
ure of the Howard government to continue 
what seems to have been such a self-
evidently necessary system, the National 
Missing Persons Unit. That in itself has not 
been sufficiently exposed in public debate. 
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There was never any difficulty in under-
standing the necessity for such a unit. There 
have been those thousands of instances every 
year where families lose contact with their 
children, or even children with their parents. 
In those tragic circumstances, to have a Na-
tional Missing Persons Unit to be able to 
give an assurance somebody is still alive—
even if they may not wish to be contacted—
to be able to have a central contact point be-
tween the states and territories and to have 
international liaison is so obvious and so 
important for the peace of mind of those in-
volved. The failure to continue its implemen-
tation deserves the utmost condemnation. 

Secondly, when it comes to the Cornelia 
Rau matter, Amanda Vanstone, who in her 
term of office as the Minister for Justice and 
Customs was responsible for the period in 
which the National Missing Persons Unit 
appears to have ceased to be effectively part 
of the law enforcement apparatus, turns up 
again in the role of Minister for Immigration 
and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs. In 
that role she then appoints Mick Palmer, the 
Commissioner of the Federal Police—who 
may himself have been responsible for the 
implementation of the decision in which the 
National Missing Persons Unit was wound 
up—as the person to investigate the Cornelia 
Rau matter. 

Now let me make one thing absolutely 
perfectly clear at this point: I have the utmost 
personal regard for the probity of Mick 
Palmer. I appointed him. He is a man whose 
personal integrity I would account for with-
out any hesitation in any circumstance. But 
before I came into this parliament I 
worked—and I continue to serve from time 
to time—in a profession where either the 
appearance of or the fact of a conflict of in-
terest disqualifies a person from serving in 
an investigative or adjudicative role. Why 
does it do that? It does it because, notwith-
standing the best intention of a person and 

their best probity, if you have been involved 
in some matter in which your own conduct 
or that of those who have appointed you is in 
question, it is simply an inappropriate con-
flict to find yourself in. 

There is also the fact that, in this instance, 
the issues that need to be investigated are 
cross-jurisdictional. They do not just affect 
the Commonwealth: its law enforcement 
agencies and its department of immigration. 
They also affect potential adverse judgments 
that could be made against Queensland state 
institutions: the Queensland police and 
Queensland hospital services that Cornelia 
Rau was temporarily placed into for an as-
sessment of her mental condition. Again, it is 
a conflict of interest to have a person from a 
Commonwealth law enforcement back-
ground placed by the Commonwealth in a 
position where judgments may have to be 
made about other jurisdictions. 

The simple fact is that when the Howard 
government came to office it was committed 
to reducing expenditure on law enforcement. 
It made substantial reductions in the funding 
for the Australian Federal Police over its 
early years in office. It ran down the key in-
stitutional capacity of this nation to deal with 
the kinds of threats that later emerged: global 
terrorism, organised crime and, in this in-
stance, the problem of missing persons. 
Those substantial cuts in key law enforce-
ment areas were the subject of criticism in 
this parliament, but there was no response 
from the Howard government and its minis-
ter for justice at the time, Amanda Vanstone, 
other than to sweep them aside. In the early 
years of a government, these things can hap-
pen—governments survive them—but they 
plant the seeds for the social circumstances 
that then emerge. 

It is true that this government has ex-
pended very large sums of money in recent 
times on law enforcement. It increased the 
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budget for the Australian Federal Police very 
substantially after September 11—quite un-
derstandably. Our good fortune as a country 
is that we were not the subject of the kind of 
attack that occurred in the United States, be-
cause had we been so—had we had the kind 
of commission of inquiry that occurred in the 
United States when it was attacked—the de-
ficiencies that I have identified here would 
have been so transparent. We ran down what 
should be the core capacity of any national 
government, and that is its ability to protect 
its citizens through its law enforcement ap-
paratus. We also ran down the key institu-
tional framework for reassuring people that 
their loved ones would be found if they were 
missing. 

The surprising thing is that we never re-
stored that part of the framework. We have 
restored much of the capacity of law en-
forcement in the areas where terrorism might 
affect it and, indeed, where organised crime 
might affect it, but we have not restored the 
capacity to do what was intended to be done 
over a decade ago when I made the an-
nouncement as minister for justice that a na-
tional missing persons unit would be estab-
lished. So self-evident was that requirement 
at that time, and yet a decade later we had a 
woman locked up for 10 months in a federal 
immigration detention unit but she was re-
corded in a state system as a missing per-
son—the linkages were not able to be made. 

Those massive cuts occurred whilst 
Amanda Vanstone was minister for justice—
they occurred on her watch. That same min-
ister now holds the office of minister for 
immigration. It is not going too far to say 
that there must be an appearance of a conflict 
of interest in Minister Vanstone appointing 
Mick Palmer to examine circumstances 
where he was the Commissioner of the Aus-
tralian Federal Police during the period of 
substantial budget cuts when the National 
Missing Persons Unit effectively disappeared 

and to examine her own conduct—she being 
the minister to whom he was responsible at 
that time. It is also worth while reflecting in 
relation to this matter that the inquiry will 
have to take into account submissions from a 
wide range of persons who are quite fearful 
that what they say could lead them to be the 
subject of the kind of treatment that Cornelia 
Rau herself experienced. One of the things 
that have happened through the exposure of 
these matters is that we have discovered the 
almost routine cruelties that have been hap-
pening in immigration detention. 

Any person who wishes to read about 
those routine cruelties would be well advised 
to have a look at two articles on the web site 
magazine called New Matilda: one by Julian 
Burnside called ‘Honesty matters: the ethics 
of daily life’ and one called ‘Talking about 
Cornelia’ by Jack Smit. They are both in the 
most recent edition of New Matilda at new-
matilda.com. I do not want to go through 
them at length, but I would commend to any 
member of this House and anyone listening a 
careful examination of those articles. We 
have reacted with horror to the circum-
stances that Cornelia Rau went through—an 
Australian, just like us—but her experience 
was repeated many times by other persons, 
and we did not react with such horror to 
those cases. Some of the things that have 
been happening behind those razor wire and 
electrified fences are akin to the kind of 
things that we would be critical of if they 
happened elsewhere in the world—akin to 
the kinds of things that we saw at Abu 
Ghraib on our television screens. That is not 
to say that everybody in the system is evil; 
our unwillingness to open our eyes to what is 
being done in our name is evil. 

Finally, I do wish Mick Palmer well, but 
his is an inquiry that he should not be under-
taking. It should be a full, independent judi-
cial inquiry. By that I mean an inquiry with 
powers to compel witnesses, to swear wit-
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nesses and to protect witnesses. None of 
those powers are available to former Com-
missioner Palmer. He has been placed by the 
minister in the invidious position of judging 
her conduct when she was his minister. That 
is also inappropriate. (Time expired) 

Mr BILLSON (Dunkley—Parliamentary 
Secretary (Foreign Affairs and Trade)) (7.33 
p.m.)—I take great pleasure in speaking in 
support of Appropriation Bill (No. 4) 2004-
2005. I particularly want to draw the atten-
tion of the House and the audience listening 
to an item within that appropriation bill—
that is, the $65.8 million being assigned to 
the Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade 
and to Austrade to enhance the security of 
Australian diplomatic missions. It is impor-
tant to put on the record my undying admira-
tion for the work of our foreign affairs offi-
cials. They do a remarkable job. I am par-
ticularly privileged to be able to work with 
our consular staff. They are the people who 
are there when Australians need help over-
seas. They treat everybody as if they were 
members of their own family and do an ab-
solutely remarkable job. No praise can be too 
high for the work the team did during the 
recent tsunami disaster. Many thousands of 
Australians were assisted by the Department 
of Foreign Affairs and Trade officials. Con-
gratulations to all that team. 

Through that work, I was fortunate 
enough to represent the department and the 
minister at, and to lead our Australian dele-
gation to, a recent conference to set up an 
early warning tsunami system. That confer-
ence was held in Phuket in Thailand. I en-
courage anybody who is listening to think 
about re-engaging with Thailand. It was 
quite moving to see some of the images from 
the tsunami disaster—they are images I will 
never forget. At the particular complex 
where that conference was held, I think the 
impact of the disaster was one dirty swim-
ming pool, yet occupancy rates were around 

seven or eight per cent. As we look at how 
we can support affected countries and help 
them get back on their feet, we should ac-
knowledge that supporting them to re-
establish their livelihoods should be a part of 
that. So I encourage anybody thinking of 
travelling to those regions around the Indian 
Ocean to have a look at the smarttravel-
ler.gov.au web site. You will find some help-
ful advice there about destinations in those 
affected countries that would be absolutely 
delighted to receive Australian visitors. I 
encourage anybody considering travelling 
overseas to remember that there is one ‘must 
see’ destination, and that is the 
www.smarttraveller.gov.au web site. 

The link between Thailand and my next 
subject tonight is that I am speaking in fa-
vour—as I often find myself doing—of spe-
cies that have no voice of their own. Often I 
speak in favour of people in communities 
who feel their needs are not being addressed. 
In this case I want to speak in favour of some 
elephants. You might be aware, Mr Acting 
Deputy Speaker Baldwin, that there is cur-
rently a proposition before the Common-
wealth government through the Environment 
Protection and Biodiversity Conservation 
Act to approve the introduction of a number 
of elephants to a consortium of zoos. These 
elephants are from Thailand, and frankly 
they are captive-born elephants that have no 
productive use in the tourist industry where 
they were raised. The aspect that I am par-
ticularly interested in is the proposal for the 
Melbourne Zoo to supplement its world-class 
elephant exhibit with three captive-born fe-
male domestic elephants to create a natural 
social group for Bong Su and Mek Kapah, 
the two elephants at Melbourne Zoo. Many 
people are fond of these two elephants. They 
have been a key feature of the zoo. 

Let me say at the outset that I see no con-
servation value in not granting this approval. 
What we are talking about here, in the case 
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of Melbourne Zoo and the partnering zoos it 
is involved with, are world-class zoos. Mel-
bourne Zoo has demonstrated a capacity to 
educate and inspire, introducing a million 
visitors a year to the delights of wildlife. A 
very big part of that has been the Trail of the 
Elephants, an award winning initiative at the 
zoo. The idea here is to take from work 
camps in Thailand three captive-born female 
Asian elephants and, in a consortium with 
Taronga and Auckland zoos, to bring them to 
a satisfactory environment where an under-
standing of elephant behaviour can be ad-
vanced, furthering the wonderful engage-
ment people can have with these species in 
environments that are world class and, in the 
case of the Melbourne Zoo, building on a 
very constructive mutually supportive rela-
tionship not only amongst the zoological 
community but also amongst those who have 
the responsibility of caring for domestic and 
wild elephants in communities such as Thai-
land. 

A number of other nations that have wild 
elephant populations are learning about ele-
phant behaviour and about supporting and 
more or less ensuring the gene pool. In this 
case, they are able to engage with captive-
born elephants that are no longer required in 
industry and to explore this trail of elephants, 
which has a whole range of habitat styles and 
topography that the elephants will find de-
lightful. I think this is a terrific idea, and I 
am encouraged by the work that the zoo has 
put into making sure that its plans are under-
stood, that the community is engaged and 
that the statutory authority that oversees the 
zoo is open and transparent. Through world-
class leading edge management of elephants 
in captivity, the zoo is looking towards the 
interests of elephants that are part of the zoo-
logical population, but it is also demonstrat-
ing a preparedness to support conservation 
generally by sharing the insights that are 
gained by building up the constituency, if I 

could say so, for elephants more generally. 
Recently during a visit to southern Africa I 
saw elephants in the wild, which was mag-
nificent, but not all elephants are in the wild. 
Some are in captivity, and some are in man-
aged environments that are far from wild. If 
we can gain more insights into how to prop-
erly care for these magnificent creatures, I 
think that will be a step in the right direction. 

So I urge the Minister for the Environment 
and Heritage to grant this conditional ap-
proval. I think it would be entirely appropri-
ate to continue the transparent arrangement 
for the management of the elephants, the 
external public scrutiny and the shared goals 
of not only carrying forward best practice in 
zoological care and management of ele-
phants but also the transfer of knowledge and 
know-how to those with that difficult and, 
frankly, internationally significant task of 
making sure the elephant population in the 
wild is sustained and properly managed. It is 
probably a bit of a stretch from travels to 
Thailand but it does highlight the fact that 
important work is going on between our two 
nations, not only at a trade and diplomatic 
level but also in a very practical sense. 

Moving on, the House would be aware 
that ‘Our Dunkley Destiny’ is something that 
I work towards during each electoral term. In 
‘Our Dunkley Destiny’, we set out a com-
munity plan for the things we hope to pursue 
in partnership with the local community. I 
would just like to touch on a few of the ini-
tiatives in that today. 

Some have heard me talk about the Solar 
Cities initiative and how absolutely tickled 
pink I am that the Howard government has 
had the vision to put in place a $75 million 
plan to develop solar city trials in typical 
urban, commercial and industrial settings. I 
think that is important because so much of 
the new technology needs to be demon-
strated so that others have the confidence to 
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embrace it and apply it in their own envi-
ronments. In the early stages Adelaide and 
Sydney were identified as potential locations 
for such trials, and that makes some sense if 
you look at both the huge summer peaks in 
energy demand and their climates, which I 
would characterise as solar friendly. But I 
think one leg of the stool is missing, and that 
is a need to road test photovoltaic cell solar 
technology in more temperate conditions. We 
need a southern solar city—and you would 
be surprised to learn that I am advocating the 
greater Frankston-Mornington Peninsula 
area. With its long-held commitment to a 
more sustainable way of living, of produc-
tion and of community engagement, I think it 
provides an ideal setting for a southern solar 
city. 

Our energy profiles in Victoria, particu-
larly around Greater Melbourne, are starting 
to look not very dissimilar from those you 
see in Adelaide and Sydney, where in the 
peak of summer and in the height of the heat 
during the day, the demands created by air-
conditioning and climate control systems add 
to the commercial and industrial demands on 
the network—and also the demands of resi-
dential properties. In our environment there 
is a range of residential and commercial op-
portunities—new and established in both 
cases. We have a whole range of housing 
prospects, we have heavy industry, and we 
have public and community service uses that 
I think provide an appropriate setting for a 
showcase of photovoltaic energy production 
in a more temperate climate. 

I was delighted that the federal environ-
ment minister was able to meet with me and 
a number of local government representa-
tives to canvass interest in this idea. There 
are stakeholders that are ready to engage in 
such a proposal, and energy retailers have 
indicated an interest as well. If the purpose—
as it is—of the Solar Cities program is to 
road test the photovoltaic technology, it 

would be wise to road test it in a range of 
climates. Let us road test it in a more tem-
perate environment like Melbourne, where 
there is an appetite for sustainability and 
where the Mornington Peninsula-greater 
Frankston area, through Cities for Climate 
Protection, has shown that when these things 
are on, our community turns up. 

So, again, I would encourage the minister 
for the environment to consider that. I have 
spoken with him about it. I know the discus-
sion paper is in its latter stages of consulta-
tion and refinement, and I would strongly 
urge him to embrace the case for a southern 
solar city pilot. I can assure you that he could 
do little better than engage the communities 
of the city of Frankston and the Mornington 
Peninsula in road testing that technology in a 
temperate environment. There is a delicious 
environment and a world of possibilities 
down in the Mornington Peninsula-greater 
Frankston area. 

It is nice to see that the Howard govern-
ment’s ongoing commitment to enhancing 
health services is already starting to pay 
dividends. There are some encouraging signs 
coming through in the most recent published 
report on bulk-billing statistics, but there is 
also an acknowledgment that we need to do 
more to attract doctors to outer metropolitan 
areas, where there are growing demands, the 
case loads and workloads that doctors and 
local hospitals need to service are increas-
ingly complex and there is a need to make 
sure that tools are available. 

You might recall, Mr Deputy Speaker, that 
I was almost evangelical about the need for 
an MRI machine to service our community, 
which has a large veteran population. Many 
people forget that the Mornington Peninsula 
is mighty long if you are down in the south 
and need to head up to the Monash Medical 
Centre or Dandenong, which were previ-
ously the only locations for a Medicare 
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funded MRI machine. That was very difficult 
for some people in our community, and I am 
delighted, absolutely chuffed and, frankly, 
relieved that we have finally managed, after 
years of work, to have MRI service providers 
sharpen their pencils and respond to the op-
portunity made possible by the Howard gov-
ernment through a further extension of Medi-
care Benefits Schedule funded MRI units. 
The government increased them from 18 to 
77 initially, and now there is a further group 
of 21 Medicare funded MRI units, including 
one co-located at the Frankston community 
hospital. 

Frankston Hospital has had an MRI unit 
for some time. It has been readily available 
for in-patient analysis, and the work it has 
done has included scans of soft tissue, par-
ticularly for brain issues and spinal and mus-
culoskeletal conditions. While it has been 
readily available for in-patient customers, 
outpatient customers have had to pay. They 
got world-class service, but for some the ac-
cess to that diagnostic technology was just 
not affordable. Now, thankfully, as a result of 
the Howard government and years of advo-
cacy by many of us in our community, there 
is a Medicare funded MRI service—an af-
fordable, accessible, world-class health diag-
nostic technology—at the Frankston Hospi-
tal, which is a further sign that the Howard 
government is engaged with the needs of 
outer metropolitan communities. 

That leads to an issue we have often 
talked about, Mr Deputy Speaker—that is, 
aged care in our communities. Our commu-
nities act as magnets. They draw people to 
them, not only because new families wish to 
start their lives in our communities and then 
ageing parents are drawn to those families, 
but also because of the quality of life our 
communities offer. On top of catching up 
from the shortfall in places left to us by the 
former Labor government, we have had to 
expand service availability. I am pleased to 

inform the House that not only have some of 
the EACH packages—enhanced aged care in 
the home packages—been announced for the 
Dunkley community and our region gener-
ally but, thankfully, through the recent aged 
care approval rounds the Baptist Village 
Baxter now has the beds to reopen a previ-
ously closed facility. 

That facility was closed whilst that for-
ward-looking organisation built a brand new 
facility that met the higher standards that 
ensure there is dignity and proper care for 
residents. So there was no loss of beds there, 
just a new facility constructed to meet those 
higher standards and a vacant older facility, 
albeit one needing further renovation. Thank-
fully there has been a bed allocation to sup-
port the reutilisation of that facility, as well 
as further services in the Mount Eliza area, 
an area that has quite a significant ageing 
population but does not have ready access to 
federally subsidised aged care. So that is 
positive news. A further encouraging step 
was the support for the relocation of the Re-
gis Sheraton, an aged care facility landlocked 
in Frankston. That is moving to the former 
Karingal High School site. Supporting the 
redevelopment of that important facility, 
there is a further allocation of beds through 
the most recent aged care round, so that is all 
encouraging stuff. 

You may recall that on a number of occa-
sions in the House I have raised the issue of 
substance abuse, particularly the range of 
initiatives that are part of the Dunkley drugs 
plan. We have seen an expansion in available 
services. We have seen street trialling of re-
tractable syringes, and it is interesting to 
track how that is proceeding. We have had 
mixed accounts of whether the technology is 
up to the task, but it is still an important ini-
tiative. We have had expanded treatment ser-
vices to tackle drug harm through PenDAP, 
and some of the community health services 
have been involved. We have also seen work 
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done with young people, trying to identify 
better options for their future, showing them 
that there are some other prospects for a bet-
ter life and that illicit drug or substance 
abuse is not the way to live, work or play. So 
that has been going on. 

Something that sat behind that was a need 
to do a stocktake of the services and facilities 
available in our community. There is, in par-
ticular, a crying need for a readily accessible, 
residential detoxification, rehabilitation and 
healing facility. It should not be like winning 
lotto to get that help. We know that a sub-
stance abuser needs to be ready to try new 
pathways and to engage in the difficult task 
of making better life choices but, if they 
make such a choice, whether or not support 
is available should not be a raffle. I have 
long argued the need for such a facility to 
service our region. There are far more beds 
available in your home state of New South 
Wales, Mr Deputy Speaker, than there are in 
Victoria, and I am not sure why that is the 
case. I am certainly not happy for it to stay 
that way. 

I persuaded the former health minister to 
allocate some funds to do such an analysis of 
the services available in the Mornington Pen-
insula-greater Frankston region, and I am 
delighted to advise the House that just last 
week I launched the Dunkley needs analysis 
final report by the Turning Point Alcohol and 
Drug Centre. They did an absolutely first-
class job of analysing the range of services 
available to our community, engaging sub-
stance users and abusers to find out their per-
spectives. They gave a big tick to current 
service providers for their empathetic and 
helpful approach, but they identified a big, 
glaring gap. That gap is the one that we intui-
tively knew would be there: that is, the lack 
of a residential facility. We know that once 
they are in a program we have a sense within 
the first six to eight weeks of whether some-
one is likely to choose better life pathways 

than the pathways of substance abuse. My 
proposition is that we should partner with 
established organisations like Odyssey to put 
in place a short-term program that targets 
that six- to eight-week window. We know at 
that point whether an outcome is likely—
whether the person is committed and 
whether the environment is supportive of 
better life choices for illicit drug users and 
substance abusers. 

As a community, we need to make sure 
that those services are available when they 
are needed and that support is available for 
those that care or despair for substance abus-
ers and illicit drug users—so that the users 
can identify for themselves positive and last-
ing life pathways and the families that hope 
for a better tomorrow can support them in 
getting their lives back on track. This report 
makes the recommendation that what we 
intuitively knew to be true now needs to be 
followed up by action. I commend the agen-
cies in the greater Frankston-Mornington 
Peninsula area for their care and their inter-
est. We have now a well-researched pathway 
to chase further resources to make sure that 
those people able to make a transition into 
better life choices can find a new, positive 
and constructive path in life and that the help 
is there to support them. 

In the few minutes I have to close, I want 
to pay tribute to the people who are doing 
work in another area of innovation in our 
community. Frankston City Council has done 
a remarkable job trying to pull together the 
best available research and community atti-
tudes on gambling. You will recall that the 
Prime Minister, quite rightly, back in 1999 
said: 
The challenge ... is to find a response which bal-
ances the undoubted right of individual Austra-
lians to gamble if they wish with the ongoing 
responsibility of governments for overall com-
munity welfare. 
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I commend this work to the House. (Time 
expired) 

Debate interrupted. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS 
Mr SOMLYAY (Fairfax) (7.53 p.m.)—

Mr Deputy Speaker, I wish to make a per-
sonal explanation. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Bald-
win)—Does the honourable member claim to 
have been misrepresented? 

Mr SOMLYAY—I do, on two occasions. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER—The honour-
able member may proceed. 

Mr SOMLYAY—The Sunshine Coast 
Daily on 4 March 2005 ran an article with 
the front page headline ‘Heartless! MP’s 
cruel snipe at cancer victims’. This was a 
hurtful, dishonest and scurrilous personal 
attack on me and my commitment to the 
chronically ill. For three weeks their journal-
ist pestered me to talk about the problems of 
a constituent who had bowel cancer and her 
failure to obtain a disability support pen-
sion—she received Newstart allowance in-
stead during her treatment. My response was 
that I do not talk about individuals who come 
to me with problems, for reasons of privacy. 
I stated that Australia is generous in income 
support for those out of work and quoted the 
figures of $364 per fortnight base rate and 
$1,227 per fortnight for a couple with three 
children. I did not refer to cancer sufferers. 
The journalist cherry picked words from dif-
ferent sentences, designing things deliber-
ately in order to mislead readers and make 
me look uncaring to people with cancer, in-
cluding my constituent. Everyone in this par-
liament knows that I am not an uncaring per-
son. 

The second occasion of shabby reporting 
by the Sunshine Coast Daily which occurred 
last week was on Tuesday, 1 March, in an 
article on interest rates. The previous day, in 

my capacity as a member of the House 
Standing Committee on Economics, Finance 
and Public Administration, I gave an inter-
view on interest rates to a journalist from the 
Sunshine Coast Daily. Words in the article 
that appeared on 1 March were attributed to 
me in quotes. They were words I never 
spoke. My office informed the editor of the 
error and I am still waiting for a published 
apology. I therefore question the editor’s 
agenda. 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 3) 
2004-2005 

Cognate bills: 

APPROPRIATION BILL (No. 4) 
2004-2005 

APPROPRIATION (PARLIAMENTARY 
DEPARTMENTS) BILL (No. 2) 2004-2005 

Second Reading 
Debate resumed. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Bald-
win)—The original question was that the bill 
be now read a second time. To this the hon-
ourable member for Lilley has moved as an 
amendment that all words after ‘That’ be 
omitted with a view to substituting other 
words. The question now is that the words 
proposed to be omitted stand part of the 
question. 

Mr McMULLAN (Fraser) (7.55 p.m.)—I 
want to use tonight’s debate on the Appro-
priation Bill (No. 3) 2004-2005 and cognate 
bills to deal with two issues. First, I want to 
deal with a local issue, an issue important in 
my community: the unnecessary, wasteful 
and frustrating duplication of planning proc-
esses here in the ACT. Second, I want to re-
but some allegations that the Deputy Prime 
Minister has repeated—misleading assertions 
he has made concerning my views and my 
activities in the past concerning the use of 
ethanol in petrol. 
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Let me turn first to the question of the 
planning processes here in Canberra. In 
1988, as a newly elected senator for the ACT, 
I was heavily involved in negotiations and in 
helping the various responsible ministers to 
put together a comprehensive package to 
smooth the transition to self-government for 
the ACT. This was a difficult time. There 
were many views on how self-government 
should proceed, and lots of compromises had 
to be made. The people of the ACT had made 
it plain that many of them did not want self-
government at all. Furthermore, given that 
Canberra is the nation’s capital, there were 
legitimate concerns among members from 
other states and territories about safeguard-
ing the capital for the future from the possi-
ble excesses of self-government. That was 17 
years ago. Self-government is no longer an 
experiment or a risk but an accepted fact. 
The legislative assembly has grown up and 
the territory’s government has matured. We 
now have our first elected majority govern-
ment. I am very pleased to say that it is a 
Labor majority government. It does show a 
maturity of attitude towards the constituents 
here in Canberra concerning their ACT self-
governing assembly. 

It is time to re-examine the safeguards that 
were thought necessary before the introduc-
tion of self-government. I think it is time to 
consider absolutely getting rid of some of 
them. In particular, I want to call for an 
overhaul of the unnecessary duplication of 
planning requirements in the ACT. The Na-
tional Capital Authority was proclaimed by 
the government of the Commonwealth of 
Australia in 1989, the same year that the 
Australian Capital Territory was established 
as a self-governing and separate legal entity. 
I want to make it clear in my remarks that, 
while in the past I have been a pretty strong 
critic of the National Capital Authority, I am 
not tonight criticising them. They have been 
discharging the law and their requirements 

under the law. My concern is that the law 
under which they operate should be changed. 
I have criticised them sometimes in the past, 
but my comments tonight are not, and should 
not be seen as, a criticism of that authority. 

The purpose of the National Capital Au-
thority was, and still is, to manage the Com-
monwealth’s continuing interest in the plan-
ning and development of Canberra as the 
national capital. Therefore, planning in the 
ACT is guided by the Commonwealth 
through the National Capital Plan and the 
National Capital Authority as well as by the 
ACT government and its ACT Planning and 
Land Authority. The National Capital Plan 
provides a general policy framework for land 
use and planning in the ACT and, more spe-
cifically, guides the planning of areas of the 
ACT that have been identified as having na-
tional capital importance. As a consequence, 
any significant departure from the National 
Capital Plan requires the Commonwealth’s 
agreement. Matters of national significance, 
as identified in the National Capital Plan, 
include securing Walter Burley Griffin’s 
planning agenda, maintaining the hierarchy 
of centres, maintaining the rural and open 
space setting, providing intertown public 
transport and maintaining high-quality entry 
points. 

There are more matters, but I think people 
get the idea of how comprehensive it begins 
to be. The territory plan, which is the key 
statutory planning document in the ACT, 
must not be inconsistent with the National 
Capital Plan. The purpose of the territory 
plan is to manage land use change and de-
velopment in a manner consistent with the 
strategic direction set by the ACT govern-
ment, the ACT Legislative Assembly and the 
ACT community. 

The National Capital Plan and the territory 
plan are compatible and seem to have similar 
objectives. Tonight I want to ask whether the 
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territory really needs to have the NCA 
watching over its shoulder. Everyone in 
Canberra and everyone in Australia recog-
nises the necessity of national involvement 
in the planning of the national capital. We 
have some benefits and some costs in being 
the national capital, but we are proud of it; 
we recognise that there is a national interest, 
not just a local interest. But I question 
whether the extent of involvement necessary 
to win support for self-government is still 
necessary today in Canberra’s planning. 

Through the National Capital Plan, the 
National Capital Authority has almost unlim-
ited capacity to interfere in planning matters 
in the ACT. I can offer many examples of 
interference in the 17 years since self-
government. Let me just refer to a few of the 
more recent ones. 

After the devastating bushfires of January 
2003, the ACT government sought to estab-
lish new rural villages on the burnt out sites 
of Uriarra and Pierces Creek. These are not 
in my electorate; they are in the electorate of 
my colleague the member for Canberra. The 
ACT government was told that the National 
Capital Authority was not happy. I under-
stand that a compromise has now been 
reached on the future development of a rural 
village at Uriarra, but Pierces Creek is still 
under discussion. The NCA is apparently 
saying that any settlement must be limited to 
what was there before; the ACT government 
is saying that, for very good social and eco-
nomic reasons, the settlement must be big-
ger. It is not my area, and I am not an expert 
in who is right and who is wrong, although, 
on the face of it, the ACT government’s ar-
gument seems compelling. My question is 
this: what on earth has this got to do with the 
national capital aspects of Canberra? 

Of course, the planning here in the trian-
gle and the planning for the War Memorial 
and that area must be a national responsibil-

ity. This area belongs to all Australians; it 
just happens to be in Canberra. But what has 
the preservation of the legitimate national 
interest in the national capital got to do with 
the Commonwealth government interfering 
in how Uriarra and Pierces Creek should be 
redeveloped? What has it got to do with the 
national capital aspects of Canberra, in any 
reasonable definition? 

Let me give another example. All of Can-
berra’s main avenues are what is called des-
ignated land—that is, land over which the 
Commonwealth says, ‘We have a planning 
interest,’ even though it is territory land 
managed by the ACT. Therefore, as I am 
advised, the territory has to seek works ap-
provals from the National Capital Authority 
before it can even remove an unsafe tree. Let 
me give another example. The proposed re-
development of the existing link building 
between the Canberra Theatre and the Play-
house has had to involve extensive design 
modifications in order to secure National 
Capital Authority approval. What has that 
got to do with the national interest in pre-
serving the national capital aspects of Can-
berra—those things which we acknowledge 
are a proper national responsibility? 

Similarly, and controversially, the NCA 
overturned the decision of the ACT govern-
ment to construct Gungahlin Drive on its 
preferred western route. The road had been a 
big issue in an election here. The Canberra 
people had made it clear that they preferred 
the western route. In recent times here in the 
parliament, we have had a lot of speeches 
about how we should be impressed by and 
respect the outcome of elections. Certainly 
no-one respected the outcome of that one. 
The decision by the National Capital Author-
ity has led to significant delays, increased 
costs and a series of court cases. Until the 
outcome of the latest appeal is known, the 
ACT government cannot proceed with every 
aspect of building the road. The benefit of 
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the road is being denied to thousands of 
Gungahlin residents, constituents of mine, 
who have been treated worse than people in 
any other town centre development in Can-
berra. I am going to speak up for those peo-
ple: this planning has been unfair to those 
people. 

I could refer to many other matters, but 
just for the moment let me leave it at those 
and move on to other aspects of my concern 
and how I think we might move forward 
with regard to this matter. The list goes on 
and on. While I am highlighting the role of 
the NCA in these situations, I repeat that I 
am not seeking to apportion blame. I have 
been a critic of the NCA in the past, but not 
this time. They are just doing what they are 
required by the law to do. I sometimes agree 
with their decisions; I sometimes do not. But 
my concern here is not with their decision; it 
is with the law under which they are operat-
ing. The examples that I have given merely 
highlight the fact that what seemed appropri-
ate planning structures at the birth of self-
government can now be seen as inappropri-
ate and patronising. 

Canberra is the nation’s capital, so there is 
a role for the Commonwealth in the main 
area of national significance, the Parliamen-
tary Triangle, and, for example, the area 
down to the War Memorial. I do not think 
anyone would dispute that. However, to 
many Canberra residents it seems to be ab-
surd to extend the role of the Common-
wealth, through the NCA, to issues such as 
the number of houses to be built in a rural 
settlement on the edge of the ACT. Extend-
ing the role of the Commonwealth, through 
the NCA, to the determination of the direc-
tion of a road between two town centres 
which pass nowhere near any of the major 
national capital interests—the parliament, the 
National Library, the Gallery, the War Me-
morial and so on—would be totally unac-
ceptable if it were to occur in any other city. 

We accept that special planning issues are 
involved in being the national capital. That is 
necessary. Whether we are talking about 
Washington, Ottawa or Pretoria, there is na-
tional interest in what happens in national 
capitals, and planning issues are conse-
quently affected. Yes, the Commonwealth 
should take responsibility for Parliament 
House, the National Gallery, the High Court, 
the National Library and the surrounding 
areas, but surely the territory has now come 
of age and can safely be left to look after the 
rest of Canberra. 

In 2004, the National Capital Authority 
published The Griffin Legacy. The NCA 
claims that Canberra has not realised its full 
potential. It says that it is time to address the 
future and it has prepared a strategy to 
‘unlock the potential of Canberra’s Central 
National Area, its landscape setting and ap-
proaches’. My view is that the NCA should 
be concentrating on that central national 
area. We will have a bit of a disagreement in 
the end about what constitutes the central 
national area, but I do not want to go to that 
today. For the moment, I am quite prepared 
to accept that what was originally designated 
as national land should constitute the legiti-
mate responsibility of the Commonwealth in 
planning, and that should be it. The Com-
monwealth should concentrate on that central 
national area, leaving the rest of Canberra to 
the territory to manage. 

One possible response to this ridiculous 
duplication is to call for some sort of inquiry 
or review. That is what we always do—we 
say, ‘Here is a problem; let us have an in-
quiry.’ But we do not actually need that. The 
Joint Standing Committee on the National 
Capital and External Territories has already 
made recommendations on this issue. I was 
not on that committee when it looked at 
these matters but I have had a look at its re-
port and its recommendations. The commit-
tee recommended: 
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That the National Capital Plan be amended so that 
designated area status is lifted from all territory 
land with the exception of the Deakin/Forrest 
residential area, the inner hills and the main ave-
nues and approach routes; and that in assuming 
planning responsibility for the areas to be up-
lifted, the territory government uphold the princi-
ples articulated in the National Capital Plan. 

It is not that I disagree with that recommen-
dation—I just want to go further. That rec-
ommendation should be the bare minimum. 
That is the very least that should happen and 
it should happen today. But, if it cannot, I 
think we should go further. 

The National Capital Authority deals with 
two distinct areas: national land and desig-
nated land. National land is what we all think 
of as the heart of the national capital—
Parliament House, the War Memorial and so 
on, including Lake Burley Griffin. Desig-
nated land is all that other land that people in 
1989 feared might be subject to development 
which could impair the national capital char-
acteristics of Canberra—the entry roads, and 
so on. There is no need for there to be na-
tional involvement in the planning of these 
areas anymore. We still wait for the Howard 
government’s response to the recommenda-
tions of the joint committee, including the 
recommendation I spoke of before. At the 
very least, it should endorse the committee’s 
bipartisan recommendations to lift desig-
nated area status from all territory land with 
the exception of Deakin, Forrest, the inner 
hills and the main avenues and approach 
routes. But I think we should go further. We 
should scrap designated land altogether and 
restrict the federal government involvement 
in Canberra’s planning to the essential cen-
tral areas of national land. 

That was the key issue I wanted to refer to 
tonight. It is very important for my constitu-
ents and it has had serious adverse conse-
quences for the constituents in Gungahlin 
particularly. From time to time, it can impose 

difficulties on businesses trying to get plan-
ning approval, but, most particularly, it is an 
ongoing concern in terms of inefficiency and 
interference in the development of Canberra 
in places like Uriarra and Pierces Creek. 

I want to use most of the few minutes re-
maining to me to rebut a regular assertion 
that has been made on and off for a couple of 
years by the Deputy Prime Minister about 
my attitude to ethanol. I have stood up in this 
place and rebutted it before. It is true that I 
campaigned against some activities of the 
Howard government in relation to ethanol, 
but I never at any stage questioned the le-
gitimacy of ethanol as a product. Accusations 
have been made that in some way in the 
campaign in which I was involved—and 
from which I do not resile—we sought to 
damage the legitimate role of ethanol in the 
fuel mix in the modern fuel policy of 21st 
century Australia. I have before and I will 
again absolutely repudiate that allegation. 
After all, what was the policy I was cam-
paigning for? I campaigned for the fact that 
the government should put a 10 per cent 
limit on the amount of ethanol in petrol. 
What is the Howard government’s policy? It 
is a 10 per cent limit on ethanol—it just took 
a long time to get there. 

It is quite clear that, in the face of recom-
mendations from every expert committee 
that was set up, and, in the knowledge that 
the failure to set that limit was putting war-
ranties of motorists, boat owners and others 
at risk, the government delayed acting. The 
evidence is clear that the Prime Minister in-
truded directly to prevent the government 
acting because he had some discussions with 
major donors to the Liberal Party. The gov-
ernment thought that it was shocking when I 
said that it should put a 10 per cent limit on 
ethanol and that there were risks associated 
with not doing it. I highlighted those risks 
and the government attacked me. Then it 
adopted the policy. The reputation of ethanol 
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has been substantially damaged—not by me 
but by greed. It has been damaged by the 
greed of those who sought to put a percent-
age of ethanol in petrol that was beyond the 
recommended limits. They did that because 
they thought they could make more money 
out of that process and in the short term they 
were correct. I do not refer to individual re-
tailers, many of whom acted absolutely in 
good faith and with propriety in this matter. 

But there is no doubt the reputation of 
ethanol has been affected, and so have the 
very legitimate attempts by companies to 
introduce E10 products. Every time I have 
spoken on this matter I have said that E10 is 
a legitimate product and that if it could be 
successful in the marketplace it had a legiti-
mate role in the spectrum of fuel supplies in 
this country. I said it again and again. On 11 
December 2002 I said: 
Ethanol is a perfectly legitimate product in petrol 
at reasonable limits. Everybody but the manufac-
turers say the limit should be 10 per cent, but the 
Prime Minister refuses to allow his ministers to 
act because it seems, on all the evidence, there is 
no explanation except he is protecting his mates 
at the expense of Australian motorists. 

That was an unequivocal indication that 
ethanol is a perfectly legitimate product. As 
this controversy rolled on, on October 2002 I 
said: 
I am not anti-ethanol. There is a case for some 
ethanol in petrol and if people are advised and 
they choose to put it in, as is happening in some 
other parts of Australia, I have no problem with 
that at all. The problem is, people don’t know 
what they are buying.  

It was a straight consumer affairs issue and 
the government refused to act. For years they 
refused to allow consumers to be advised. It 
was, in effect, a fuel substitution scandal. 
The government were aware of it for two 
years and they continued to refuse to act. 
They knew that warranties could be voided. 
They were advised back in 2000 by expert 

committees and agencies that they should act 
to set a 10 per cent limit on the amount of 
ethanol. The Prime Minister, I was advised, 
personally intervened on at least two occa-
sions to make sure that the government took 
years to act. That is why the reputation of 
ethanol was damaged. It was not because of 
anything I did but because I exposed what 
the government did. 

These appropriation bills come before us 
at a time when the national economy con-
fronts the prospect of increasing interest 
rates, increasing inflationary pressures and 
the possibility that unemployment will begin 
to rise as the economy slows. The govern-
ment has received a bonanza from the boost 
to our terms of trade and, instead of investing 
it, they have squandered it. Therefore I sup-
port the amendment moved by the member 
for Lilley. In so doing I hope that the gov-
ernment will heed the remarks I have made 
on the two issues I have focused on this eve-
ning and stop misrepresenting the history of 
the ethanol issue on the one hand and, impor-
tantly for the constituents of my electorate of 
Fraser and the adjoining electorate of Can-
berra, address the duplication of planning 
here in Canberra as soon as possible. 

Ms PANOPOULOS (Indi) (8.15 p.m.)—I 
am pleased to be speaking on the Appropria-
tion Bill (No. 3) 2004-2005, the Appropria-
tion Bill (No. 4) 2004-2005 and the Appro-
priation (Parliamentary Departments) Bill 
(No. 2) 2004-2005. It is obvious that many 
of the previous speakers have spoken on is-
sues near and dear to them and have ex-
plored a vast range of interests and concerns. 
This is a very good thing for parliamentary 
debate and parliamentary democracy. I 
should state from the outset my support for 
the three bills currently being debated. These 
bills highlight once again the continuing 
sound management of the economy under 
the Howard government, the sort of eco-
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nomic management that has delivered 3.7 per 
cent unemployment in my electorate of Indi. 

In this vein, I want to explore a few issues 
of interest currently being played out in the 
community. The word ‘accountability’ has 
become a catchcry of political campaigning 
in recent years—‘transparency’ and ‘open-
ness’ are others. You often hear these slogans 
bandied about, particularly during a state 
election campaign. When the Bracks gov-
ernment rode to office on the back of catch-
cries of openness and accountability, it made 
the hysterical reaction from premier Bracks 
and Treasurer Brumby following the federal 
Treasurer’s recent suggestion that state gov-
ernments be accountable when they collec-
tively spend $35 billion from the proceeds of 
the GST all the more breathtaking for its ut-
ter hypocrisy. We have seen a lot from the 
state premiers in recent times. They went 
from adoring cheerleaders of former Labor 
leader Mark Latham to the ones who ulti-
mately made his leadership terminal in Janu-
ary this year. With friends like the ALP pre-
miers, who needs enemies in politics? Shaun 
Carney captured this disturbing trend rather 
eloquently. In an article in the Age he wrote: 
The elevation of the state leaders as some sort of 
council of wise elders cum Greek chorus who see 
it as part of their remit not only to provide run-
ning commentary on federal Labor’s travails but 
to go about trying to pick and choose the federal 
leader is an alarming development. 

Quite so. Of course, these are the state pre-
miers—including Mr Bracks—who believe 
the decision to plonk tolls on the Scoresby 
Freeway had no consequence for the federal 
outcome. Mr Bracks was at pains to say the 
big swings to the government in the 
Scoresby corridor had nothing to do with a 
state issue influencing a federal outcome. If 
that is the case, the Victorian Premier should 
butt out and refrain from commentating on 
the federal scene. 

Heaven knows there is enough on the Vic-
torian government’s plate. Maybe the fact 
that not one major project has come to frui-
tion under the Bracks government should 
have the alarm bells ringing. One could say 
the wheels are falling off, but they were 
never on in the first place. Awash with reve-
nue, mainly thanks to the proceeds of the 
GST—which will give Victoria a $285 mil-
lion windfall this year and will continue to 
rise—the Bracks government also callously 
fleeces Victorian landholders and businesses 
with their land tax regime, which in recent 
times has simply put many Victorian opera-
tions out of business. As a child who was 
raised in a small business, and who reaped 
the benefits of understanding enterprise and 
hard work through that direct experience, it 
is a very sad time and I am very distressed 
by this particular development. 

Readers of yesterday’s Sunday Age would 
have seen the plight of the Metung Hotel, 
whose land tax bill has ballooned from 
$4,000 five years ago to $80,925 for 2005-
06. To put this in perspective, it was pointed 
out that if the price of a pot of beer at the pub 
had risen by the same amount as the land tax 
on the pub, we would now be paying $50 for 
a pot of beer. The state government an-
nounced a cut from five per cent to three per 
cent over five years, but this is too little too 
late for the Metung Hotel—and for the 
Whitehorse Inn, for that matter, which re-
cently announced that it was closing its 
doors. Its publican, Jim Ryan, said that the 
land tax bill had risen from $1,440 in 1998 to 
almost $40,000 this year. The state govern-
ment will receive more than $1 billion dol-
lars from the proceeds of land tax this finan-
cial year alone. 

What sense are we to make of the cease-
less cries for help from the state premiers 
and treasurers when they are awash with 
revenue? With these figures in mind, surely 
even an unaligned observer can see that the 
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state administrators crying poor every time 
something goes wrong in their respective 
bureaucracies and claiming that the Com-
monwealth does not give them enough 
money is just a cheap stunt and a bit rich to 
take. They continually underfund health ser-
vices, their dental health programs are an 
absolute joke and investment in education is 
nowhere near the levels that the Common-
wealth has increased its funding by in this 
area. We know today that the states, for all 
their talk about vocational education, have 
not increased their funding to the sector 
nearly as much as that of the Common-
wealth, which increased overall vocational 
education and training funding by 35 per 
cent between 1997 and 2003. 

Australians are an aspirational people: 
families strive to do the best by their children 
and by world standards we are not riven with 
class envy. We live in relative comfort, 
which is essentially the human dividend of 
the actions of a government that keeps the 
economy strong, people in work and interest 
rates low. We do not go as far as the Marxists 
and falsely claim that just because the eco-
nomic side of the equation is looked after 
everything else is okay—life and the Austra-
lian community are far more complex than 
this. 

The recent riots in Macquarie Fields have 
been particularly unedifying spectacles. They 
were closely followed by riots last weekend 
in the foothills of Perth, again in Sydney and 
further violent criminal attacks in Mel-
bourne—one in particular on a taxi driver 
who was bashed to escape a $40 fare. It is 
not only the wave of criminal activity of late 
in the public housing heartland that is cause 
for concern; there is still a cloud of fear 
hanging over the community after Victoria’s 
gangland murders. This particular under-
world war has claimed up to 30 lives. This 
oppressive wave of organised violence bears 
all the hallmarks of unrestrained anarchy—

the law of the jungle; people shot in front of 
their children, and diners at an Italian restau-
rant in Carlton dodging bullets. 

This terrible blotch on Melbourne is an 
untypical lapse—some type of subcultural 
civil war that we can well do without. So it 
was of great concern that one of the under-
world kingpins of this whole sorry saga, 
Mario Condello, was released last Friday on 
$700,000 bail and walked into well-paid em-
ployment. Victorian Deputy Chief Magis-
trate, Jelena Popovic—herself no stranger to 
controversy—practises a particular form of 
‘therapeutic jurisprudence’. She has openly 
admitted that her ruling ‘will not be a popu-
lar decision’ and that ‘police will not be 
happy about it’. The reality is that there have 
been no further gangland murders in Victoria 
since the so-called kingpins and bosses of the 
underworld have been behind bars. Why 
should we put this recent calm at risk? Is it 
any wonder people lament the impotence of 
the courts and the rule of law when this type 
of ruling is handed down? Where will it all 
end? 

Action is required from state legislators so 
that the people of Victoria can truly rely 
upon them. They cannot be silent procrasti-
nators; they must actually implement a 
tougher approach on these issues and look at 
and assess the issue of appropriate judicial 
appointment. This is the only way forward to 
achieve a sustainable and workable society 
and some sort of mechanism to deal with 
deeply entrenched organised crime. Legisla-
tors in Victoria cannot expect the community 
to trust them and to trust them in dispensing 
the power that is at their fingertips if organ-
ised crime is not confronted be it in Carlton, 
Brunswick—or Macquarie Fields. The judi-
ciary must also remember that they are there 
not only to implement and interpret the law 
but also to use as their guide current com-
munity standards. 



Monday, 7 March 2005 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 111 

CHAMBER 

Melbourne historians remember the 1929 
police strikes in inner-city Melbourne, when 
shops were looted from Collins Street right 
through to North Melbourne because there 
were no police officers on duty to enforce the 
law. The problems that have besieged public 
housing estates like Macquarie Fields are not 
lack of police and initial attack but the grow-
ing social disintegration in these communi-
ties—surely a manifestation of community 
fragmentation such as that which occurred in 
Los Angeles in the early 1990s. The commu-
nity is now paying for the misguided pater-
nalistic experiments of the 1960s and 1970s 
in high-density public housing and a too-
heavy reliance on paternalistic bureaucracies 
and the welfare system. How did relations 
between the community and the upholders of 
the law come to be so strained? 

This week, I am told, my electorate office 
has received calls suggesting that a return to 
national service might be the way to go. 
There are many ideas out there in the com-
munity because there is quite serious and 
severe concern. Whatever the actual solution 
is, a return to values and discipline and a 
greater reliance on and advocacy of personal 
responsibility would I think be integral parts 
of the solution. The social experiments of 
previous decades have produced some very 
poisonous fruit: homeless children on the 
streets, access to recreational and illicit 
drugs, and an increasing rate of family 
breakdown and street violence. 

It was quite interesting to listen to some 
comments that the NSW Premier made today 
when he suggested that a lack of values 
taught at home was the genesis of the rise in 
lawlessness. He may very well have a good 
point. Occasionally the New South Wales 
Premier does come out with some very inter-
esting observations. Whatever the case, there 
is only so much that governments can do to 
legislate for behaviour and family relation-
ships. But there is much they can do, particu-

larly at the state level, because in so many 
ways state governments are at the coalface of 
so many important institutions. 

This is a great nation and we are truly 
privileged—some of us to have been born 
here; some of us to have had the good for-
tune and luck to have been granted permis-
sion to come here. We were truly at the top 
of the tree once upon a time both in terms of 
the economy and social standards. Unfortu-
nately, with regard to our social relation-
ships, something is falling apart. If we do not 
as governments particularly focus on these 
issues, the problems will increase exponen-
tially. It is time for state governments to stop 
crying poor and to use some of the billions of 
dollars they have received in windfalls to 
implement visionary plans to ensure that our 
social relationships and our communities 
right across this country do not continue to 
disintegrate. 

Dr LAWRENCE (Fremantle) (8.30 
p.m.)—I want to speak this evening about 
the indefinite detention of people in asylum 
throughout this country in detention centres 
and particularly the effects on their mental 
health. Figures from DIMIA and the Interna-
tional Organisation for Migration as at Feb-
ruary show that 198 of the 927 in detention 
have been there for longer than three years. A 
lot of them have been incarcerated for longer 
than this, but we cannot get precise statistics 
from the government so it is impossible to 
determine how long each person has actually 
been held. Nonetheless, there are a few very 
well publicised cases of people being held 
for much longer than this and without judi-
cial review. 

Of the 927 people in detention facilities as 
at 2 February this year, 222 were in the now 
notorious Baxter Detention Centre. One of 
those detained on that day was Cornelia Rau, 
a permanent Australian resident and one of 
the three women there described as being of 
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‘other’ nationality. Although her detention 
for 10 months is now a matter of public noto-
riety, it is perhaps less well appreciated that 
her detention was almost certainly illegal. 
Some lawyers believe there are grounds for 
questioning the legality of both her initial 
and her continuing detention under the Mi-
gration Act. Perhaps that is why the govern-
ment has been so nervous about apologising 
in her case. If she successfully sought dam-
ages for wrongful detention, she would, at 
the rates that applied in another case—the 
Goldie case—be entitled to a minimum of 
$1.5 million. He—that is, Goldie—and oth-
ers have been compensated at the rate of 
$5,000 a day for wrongful detention. And, in 
her case, that is not counting the damages for 
failure of duty of care, which clearly applied 
in this case. 

Perhaps the possibility of future claims for 
damage actually explains the extraordinary 
argument put by the federal government ear-
lier this month in the Ruddock & Ors v Tay-
lor case before the High Court, that even 
Australian citizens could be kept in detention 
indefinitely on suspicion of being unlawful. 
The Commonwealth Solicitor-General ar-
gued: 
It is not contrary to the Constitution that an Aus-
tralian citizen is detained while it is determined 
whether the person is an alien or not. 

He went on to say: 
It is simply incidental to the necessary determina-
tion in order to enforce the existence of the con-
stitutional power against people to whom it does 
extend. 

If the Commonwealth’s argument is correct, 
convoluted though it sounds, anybody could 
be detained indefinitely until they could 
prove their citizenship or legal right to re-
main in Australia. Are we seeing the grounds 
prepared for identity cards? 

Contrary to popular opinion, the majority 
of those who are still in onshore immigration 

detention and who arrived by boat without 
papers are not asylum seekers who are await-
ing decisions, but rejected applicants who are 
awaiting removal, and amongst those are 
Palestinians, Afghanis and Iranians. In the 
case of many of the Palestinians, the Israeli 
government has refused to allow them to go 
to Israel or to the Occupied Territories. In 
these circumstances, the Federal Court ini-
tially ordered the release of some of those 
who had no prospect of immediate return—
in fact, who had been refused—but the High 
Court ruled in October 2004 that this indefi-
nite detention was lawful. Among the 75 Ira-
nians still held, many face discrimination and 
persecution if returned—a reality the Austra-
lian government has so far refused to admit, 
despite the mounting evidence. 

The so-called memorandum of under-
standing with Iran was supposed to provide, 
in the words of one bureaucrat, a ‘credible 
threat’ of involuntary return to those Iranians 
who are here. Threat, it was hoped, would 
induce them to request ‘voluntary’ return. 
The government has persistently refused to 
make public the contents of that memoran-
dum of understanding with a nation de-
scribed by the Prime Minister, indeed, as part 
of the axis of evil. So we do not know the 
content of that agreement. The government 
has told the Senate and said, in answer to one 
of my questions, simply that it was ‘not in 
the public interest’ to make the document 
public. 

The government has also consistently re-
fused to provide any guarantees for the 
safety of those that it would deport—and, in 
some cases, have deported—to Iran and will 
not monitor their safety on return either. This 
is despite the fact that the head of the United 
Nations Working Group on Arbitrary Deten-
tion, Justice Louis Joinet, has made it clear 
that, having visited Iran to inspect the human 
rights situation, he came away with very 
deep concerns about the nature of Australia’s 
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agreement with Iraq, particularly the fact that 
there are no guarantees, as he put it, as to 
what will happen when they are returned to 
Iran. He also expressed some scepticism—
justified, I think—about whether the so-
called voluntary returns would actually be 
voluntary. There is no doubt that the gov-
ernment does not regard itself as seriously 
bound by our international treaty obligations. 
But even by its standards, this represents a 
pretty flagrant disregard of our obligations 
under the refugee convention never to return 
a refugee to a place where his or her life or 
liberty is threatened—and it clearly is—and 
it is also in breach of the torture convention 
not to send a person to a place where there is 
a real prospect of torture. 

While the federal government continues to 
insist that none of the Iranians threatened 
with forcible deportation are owed protection 
under Australia’s migration laws, many of 
those facing deportation I think realistically 
fear that, in the very act of providing infor-
mation for their refugee applications, they 
have exposed themselves to greater danger. 
This is especially true for those who are eas-
ily identified by their religion, occupation or 
region, even if their names are withheld. 
Tom Morton said: 
The very act of fleeing— 

from Iran— 
takes on a political complexion. 

A lot of people in Iran do not like the idea 
that some of their citizens escape the regime, 
and returning them to it places them in grave 
danger. 

Australia’s detention centres now accom-
modate many people awaiting removal who 
have no realistic prospect of being sent to 
any other country. The government has not 
even explored third country resettlement op-
tions for them either. Instead, it has insisted 
that, if they have failed their refugee claims, 
it is safe to return them to their country of 

origin. It argues that these people are in de-
tention only as long as they choose to be, 
that they can return ‘home’ at any time. In 
the meantime, it keeps them in maximum 
security without public scrutiny, threatens 
them with deportation, opposes their legal 
applications and gives them no option but to 
stay or go—a policy which ignores the im-
possibility of that ‘choice’ for many of them, 
particularly those who are stateless and those 
who are genuinely terrified of retribution. 
What is more, the experience of long-term 
detention inevitably damages the judgment 
of some of the detainees. Mental illness, de-
pression, pride, fear and unreliable or mis-
trusted information about their home circum-
stances all contribute to making it very diffi-
cult for them to make sensible judgments. 

I want to draw attention here tonight to the 
High Court decision of last year in the cases 
of Mr al-Kateb and Mr al-Khafagi, which 
means that, as elected representatives in this 
parliament, we now have to squarely con-
front the reality that so-called failed asylum 
seekers who cannot be deported can, under 
our Constitution and our laws, be held in-
definitely. There is no constitutional remedy. 
While the decision raised precious little 
comment from the media, it should have, 
since it followed a very acrimonious division 
in the High Court, and it created precedents 
for a dramatic reduction in the protection of 
fundamental human rights in Australia. The 
majority in the case appear to have per-
suaded themselves of what I think is a very 
improbable proposition—that is, that the ex-
ecutive detention of a stateless person in-
definitely, and perhaps for life, cannot be 
regarded as punitive. I find that amazing. 
Consequently, the court concluded that it 
could not intervene to order this person’s 
release, and the decision effectively allows 
unlimited executive power to deprive indi-
viduals of their liberty. 
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I think most Australians should be terri-
fied of this prospect, especially as we now 
have the Solicitor-General arguing that it 
could apply to Australian citizens as well. As 
La Trobe Law Professor Zifcak has empha-
sised, in reality, the court determined that a 
stateless person who has committed no of-
fence against any law of Australia and who 
has requested deportation following the fail-
ure of his application for refugee status could 
be detained here indefinitely and if necessary 
for life if no foreign country were willing to 
receive him. As we know, in some circum-
stances they have declined to do so. 

The court has ruled in another case, 
Behrooz, that it makes no difference that 
such detention possibly involves harsh or 
inhuman treatment of detainees. The House 
should be made aware that Mr Behrooz has 
since been taken into protective custody by 
the Public Advocate of South Australia be-
cause his mental state had so deteriorated 
that he could not remain in immigration de-
tention. He is still gravely ill. 

In other judgments, such as Re Woolley, 
the High Court has confirmed that the immi-
gration act does not provide children with 
legal or constitutional immunity from man-
datory detention. Children are in the same 
position legally as their parents. They too can 
be detained indefinitely under legislation 
passed by this parliament and, again, there is 
no constitutional remedy. 

There is no doubt that Australia’s incar-
ceration of children breaches many of our 
obligations under UN conventions to which 
we are a signatory, such as the Convention 
on the Rights of the Child, and in any case, 
even if we were not a signatory, constitutes a 
calculated assault on children’s human 
rights. It has been pointed out that the court 
could not take account of these and other 
matters, including HREOC’s report on the 
evidence of systematic abuse of children and 

the psychological harm inflicted on them. 
The legislation—legislation that we passed 
through this parliament—in fact makes no 
distinction between children and adults. As 
one lawyer put it, the judgment in the al-
Kateb case is ‘uncompromisingly ruthless’, 
and the responsibility for remedy is the par-
liament’s. We cannot shift the blame to the 
High Court. 

The people about whom the judgment was 
made, Abbas al-Khafagi and Ahmed al-
Kateb, and others like them, have nowhere 
else to go. There is no place on earth that we 
have been able to identify that will allow 
them entry, and Australia does not want them 
either, apparently, except under lock and key. 
I think even Australians with the hardest 
hearts surely would not be able to sleep eas-
ily knowing that their government insists that 
we condemn stateless people—men, women 
and children—to live out their lives behind 
locked gates, walled in forever. Even the 
minister found it unpalatable, since the latter 
two gentlemen in question are now in the 
community on bridging visas. What will 
happen to them now, however, is anyone’s 
guess. 

Surely most Australians would flinch at 
the plight of Muhammad—sometimes called 
Peter—Qasim, who has already been in de-
tention for six years, with nowhere else to 
go. He is stateless and increasingly desper-
ate. As he put it in a letter to me, and I am 
sure to others: ‘I have committed no crime, 
but I have a life sentence.’ It appears that 
Qasim came to Australia from Indian-
occupied Kashmir after his father, a separa-
tist activist, was murdered and Qasim him-
self had been tortured by Indian security 
forces. His application for asylum failed, and 
he has been in detention ever since—six 
years. The government wanted him to return 
to India and eventually he agreed to go, but 
India will not take him, so he is now state-
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less. So, apparently, he is to remain locked 
up forever. 

The department continues to insist that he 
has not cooperated with authorities—six 
years is a pretty stiff penalty for not cooper-
ating—and claims that he has revised his 
account on several occasions, but people 
who have seen his file refute DIMIA’s 
claims. Even if the department is to be be-
lieved, detention for six years seems a se-
verely disproportionate response, as I said. 
Why would Peter Qasim conspire in his own 
continuing detention for this duration—
without charge, without sentence and appar-
ently without end? Even Dick Smith’s inter-
vention seems unlikely to see him freed, if 
the minister’s response is any indication. 

When I think about what is happening 
now and about our own history, there is a 
cruel symmetry between the way many of 
our forebears arrived on these shores and the 
treatment we have meted out to the latest 
boat arrivals—and they, as opposed to many 
of our ancestors, have committed no crimes, 
even petty ones. 

There are other reasons to be concerned 
about the current regime. Firstly, it sets a 
dangerous precedent, providing the govern-
ment with the power to indefinitely detain 
individuals who have not been charged with 
an offence—just like Hicks and Habib have 
been detained—and who have nowhere else 
to go. It is also worth noting that the High 
Court was seriously divided over such an 
important constitutional issue, which calls 
into question the longevity of this position, 
especially as one of the majority judges is 
soon to retire. 

At its core, the policy of indefinite manda-
tory detention contains a flagrant disregard 
for our human rights obligations under inter-
national law. Australia is and was a voluntary 
signatory to various international treaties and 
declarations; indeed, we helped to draft some 

of them. The most important of these is the 
UN international refugee convention, which 
requires host countries to treat asylum seek-
ers with dignity and respect while their 
claims for asylum are being analysed. The 
current policy contravenes these principles 
and has caused considerable damage to Aus-
tralia’s reputation as a fair and just nation. 
The policy is also clearly in contravention of 
article 10 of the International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights and article 37 of 
the Convention on the Rights of the Child. I 
know that the government does not care 
about these things, but an honourable nation 
would honour its treaty obligations. 

In addition, the reasons usually given for 
initial detention—health, security and iden-
tity checks—are not applicable to those in 
indefinite detention. It is quite clear that such 
people are not a danger to the community 
and are not likely to abscond—arguments 
that are supported by the fact that some of 
them have been granted bridging visas so 
they can live in the community. 

The argument that their continued deten-
tion sends a clear message to people smug-
glers is based on the premise that detention 
will be seen as a punishment for using a peo-
ple smuggler. Under the Australian Constitu-
tion, only the courts are allowed to adminis-
ter punitive detention. Therefore, if we are 
sending a clear message to the people smug-
glers by detaining people, we are in breach 
of our constitutional separation of powers. 

Of course, there are more mundane rea-
sons for abandoning this practice, including 
the cost to the taxpayer. The current estimate 
for detention is approximately $87 million 
per year for accommodation, staff and other 
administrative costs. In evidence to a Senate 
estimates hearing on 17 February 2004, 
DIMIA officials reported that the average 
detention centre costs for 2003-04 were be-
tween $111 and $725 per person per day and 



116 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES Monday, 7 March 2005 

CHAMBER 

that asylum seekers made up approximately 
half of the detainee population. That is a very 
expensive intervention. 

I have spoken on other occasions about 
the long-term mental health consequences of 
this detention. The government continues to 
want to ignore those consequences, but there 
is a growing body of evidence. I must say 
that the most interesting intervention by the 
government recently on this score is their 
attempt to discredit researchers and to mini-
mise in their public utterances the known 
destructive effects of detention. I did note the 
Prime Minister speaking about a young 
woman who is being detained for the mo-
ment in Bali, saying how traumatic that must 
be for her. I hope he will just look across into 
his own backyard and see how traumatic it 
must be for the people who have been there 
for three, four, five and six years. 

Despite the now overwhelming evidence 
of psychological harm, there has been an 
official refusal to confront the consequences 
of the policy. The former Minister for Immi-
gration and Multicultural and Indigenous 
Affairs, now the Attorney-General, even de-
nied that depression is a mental illness; they 
refuse to count it in statistics that were given 
to this parliament. In answering a question 
about the incidence of mental illness he actu-
ally excluded it as a category, and in a later 
interview he said, ‘I’m not sure that every-
body would regard depression as a mental 
illness.’ I have news for you, Minister: eve-
rybody with any qualification does. 

The government has also sought to dis-
credit a team of researchers who have, under 
very difficult circumstances, documented the 
impact of detention and the elevated rates of 
suicide, self harm, depression and other men-
tal illness. The government will not let them 
in there to examine it first-hand, so invaria-
bly their research has had to be conducted, to 
some extent, at arm’s length. Despite the fact 

that most of their published articles have 
been in prestigious peer-reviewed journals, 
the minister responsible has asserted that 
their findings are not sufficiently ‘robust’, 
which was her justification for paying an-
other psychiatrist, with no research experi-
ence but who happens to be a member of the 
Liberal Party, $30,000 for an unsolicited and 
critical review of the research—nice work if 
you can get it!—all the while refusing access 
for researchers to detention centres so that 
their research could be more ‘robust’. Denial 
will not serve in this case. People are being 
damaged, Minister, whether you like it or 
not. 

What are the options for change? What 
should this parliament do? Peter Qasim—and 
others like him—is condemned, according to 
our Constitution and the laws passed by this 
parliament, for the term of his natural life. 
And there is nothing that he, or others like 
him, can do about it except appeal to the 
minister to use her discretion and release 
him. And she should and she must. But we 
also have to change the law. The implication 
of the High Court decisions should shock all 
Australians. They show that we, a so-called 
advanced democracy, have no effective pro-
tections against arbitrary imprisonment by 
the state. Our Constitution and laws allow 
innocent people whom we call ‘aliens’ to be 
locked up without hope of release. While we 
can urge the minister to use her discretionary 
powers to release Muhammad Qasim and 
others whose hopes of a court ordered re-
lease have been dashed by this decision, we 
cannot escape the inevitable consequence of 
the decision. I believe we need a bill of 
rights to protect civil liberties and to con-
strain the actions of the government. 

But there are other actions we can take. In 
my view, the brutality of the current system 
means that we must change the migration 
law to outlaw indefinite detention. There are 
a number of ways in which the regime could 
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be changed. We could develop a system of 
administrative and judicial review so that 
any decision to detain a person must be 
tested against stringent criteria of public 
safety, not political convenience. We could 
amend the Migration Act so that it is unlaw-
ful to detain someone indefinitely where 
there is no real likelihood that the person can 
be deported in the reasonably foreseeable 
future. We could develop a system of com-
plementary protection visas for those who 
are not refugees under the meaning of the act 
but who cannot be returned to their coun-
tries. These are not extravagant proposals. 
They are eminently sensible; indeed some of 
them have been embraced by members op-
posite, just in case the minister at the table 
thinks otherwise. We need to revive our 
commitment to the principle that lies at the 
heart of our Western liberal tradition: that 
every person has the right to be free, a right 
that is second only to the right to life itself. 

Mr BROUGH (Longman—Minister for 
Revenue and Assistant Treasurer) (8.49 
p.m.)—I have an unexpected opportunity to 
speak here tonight in the debate on the ap-
propriation bills and I am pleased to do so. I 
think all Australians across the political di-
vide and across the geographical spread of 
our nation would have been distraught and 
disappointed—and stronger adjectives than 
that—at the violence they have seen in Syd-
ney, in Macquarie Fields in particular, in re-
cent days, with youths roaming the streets, 
throwing objects at police. Police in Austra-
lia in riot gear night after night in suburban 
streets are not scenes we are accustomed to 
seeing in Australia, nor should we be. They 
are not scenes that we would wish to see re-
peated or condoned by anyone. In fact, there 
is no reason in this country, which boasts 
such wonderful resources and such great op-
portunities, for any Australian to feel so ag-
grieved as to do such things. These are 
scenes that are reminiscent of Belfast and of 

people with political struggles, not of people 
that are having an argument with law and 
order. 

It turned my thoughts to how we could 
prevent this from occurring in the first place. 
What is the genesis for people feeling so 
alienated from the processes of governance 
and good order that they can behave in such 
a way? I do not condone it; in fact, I con-
demn it in every fashion. But we must look 
at the root cause of it. In my own electorate 
of Longman—and, for those who are un-
aware, Longman is not in the backblocks of 
Queensland; we are less than an hour out of 
the CBD of Brisbane—we have, unfortu-
nately, Aboriginal boys and girls as young as 
seven years of age sniffing petrol. This is 
something that I have found hard to come to 
grips with in an area of considerable wealth 
and affluence and obviously all the other 
benefits that come from living in an Austra-
lian suburb. Here we have young people 
feeling so disenfranchised and so alone that 
they are doing such things to occupy their 
time. Of course, with that come violence and 
health issues et cetera. 

So I, as a local member and in dealings 
with local police and other community 
groups, looked at what we could do about 
this issue. Ultimately, if we do not deal with 
the issue then we are going to see the scenes 
that we are seeing in Macquarie Fields re-
peated in more places throughout Australia. 
To that end, I by chance ran into rugby 
league legend and former Australian captain 
Mal Meninga, who was at that stage living 
here in Canberra. He had been running an 
intervention program with young Aboriginal 
children who had transgressed the law. That 
program was providing those children with a 
new avenue—it provided them with some-
thing to do, it gave them some positive role 
models and it was non-competitive sport. I 
was very impressed with the program and 
had Mal and his team apply, through Bren-
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dan Jones, for a two-year grant to conduct 
the Primary After School Sports program—
the PASS program, which comes under the 
Commonwealth government’s crime preven-
tion strategies—throughout my electorate. I 
had wonderful support from the local 
schools. I think just about every school 
would like to participate, but in particular we 
chose Beerwah, Bribie Island, Deception 
Bay North and Morayfield primary schools. 

Just last week, as the culmination of some 
considerable effort and after talking to par-
ents, teachers and the like, we had our first 
come-and-try days. It just hit home to me 
how many parents are crying out for assis-
tance in dealing with their own children, not 
necessarily children who are coming to the 
forefront of law and order but children who 
are looking for something extra—something 
that perhaps in my own youth was there 
naturally but today is not. Students put their 
names down for these come-and-try days, 
and we were expecting 20 or 30 students. At 
one school 80 students put their names down 
and 150 turned up. In fact, at almost every 
school about 150 students turned up for these 
basic come-and-try days, playing after 
school in a non-competitive and safe envi-
ronment, where they learnt a little bit about 
hygiene and nutrition and benefited from 
participating and being active. 

We all know the problems of obesity, but I 
wonder for how many of these children obe-
sity is just a health issue. Perhaps the real 
issue is about being active, being involved, 
understanding their place in the world, being 
wanted, being loved and having a chance to 
participate. We have been blown away by the 
overwhelming support for the program but 
we now need to find a way in which to grow 
it, because we had anticipated the need being 
there for a certain number of people and ca-
tered for about 80 students. 

I wonder how many young people from 
Macquarie Fields who attend something like 
this would get themselves on a different path. 
People as removed from them as the Mal 
Meningas and the well-respected people of 
the sporting world are willing to give of their 
time. In fact, the Broncos are going to come 
up, and Steve Irwin from Australia Zoo has 
invited students to the zoo—activities that 
students who are generally excelling get to 
participate in. But this is an opportunity 
where young people who, in many cases, are 
struggling with society can suddenly see that 
they are worth something. 

I have a great belief that, if we show these 
young people that society cares about them 
and that there is another path, and if we sup-
port their parents, then we can ensure that the 
society that I grew up in and that I hold such 
pride in can also be created for another gen-
eration—a generation where there are, unfor-
tunately, more broken marriages and where 
the traditional family is not there as a base to 
support them, which brings with it many 
other challenges for single parents, whether 
they be male or female. But I see this as just 
a small step, a way of working with the com-
munity to build up the support for these 
young people and their parents so that they 
can have a better life and, in doing so, hope-
fully grow their opportunities and not know 
the violence that we are seeing in other parts 
of the country.  

It obviously has the spin-off of tackling 
obesity—one of the great health issues of our 
nation. There is no reason why any of us 
need to be obese. There is no reason for our 
children to develop diabetes and other asso-
ciated terrible illnesses that have a huge cost, 
both personal and financial. Sport, particu-
larly non-competitive sport, can certainly 
deal with those issues.  

I would also briefly like to mention a cou-
ple of other positive things about young peo-
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ple in my district. I have been proud and 
privileged to be patron of the Morayfield 
High School’s youth leadership program for 
a number of years now. I want to congratu-
late the current school leaders, who are going 
above and beyond—not just helping with 
events like Clean Up Australia Day and 
Shave for a Cure, which they are doing, but 
trying to make their school a better place.  

We often debate in this place about how 
much funding goes to schools—and I am 
pleased that we had a very successful forum 
just last week with Minister Nelson’s people, 
talking about the $1 billion that the federal 
government is putting directly into schools. 
But it really hit home to me when I met with 
some students and asked them what the No. 
1 priority was that they wanted to see com-
pleted or achieved in their school at the mo-
ment—if you could just wave a magic wand, 
what would the one thing be? It was not a 
swimming pool. It was not a great arts cen-
tre. I am almost embarrassed to say that it 
was toilet doors. I find it appalling to think 
that 15-, 16- and 17-year-old girls and boys 
do not even have toilet doors in some of our 
state schools. We have to ask ourselves 
where the priorities of state governments are 
when the budgets for maintenance are so 
pitiful that the schools cannot find the money 
to have those sorts of things that the students 
aspire to have. How can you expect people to 
respect a school and its surroundings if you 
do not have those basic, fundamental issues 
of cleanliness, hygiene and of course self-
dignity dealt with? 

I want to congratulate Morayfield High 
School students for the leadership they are 
showing and the way that they are undertak-
ing their work this year both inside and out-
side of the school and in taking it to new 
heights. We have many fine schools in the 
area. The federal government just recently 
announced funding to three private, non-state 
schools, as part of the capital works program. 

They are all fine schools—St Peter’s Catho-
lic Primary School at Caboolture; Glass-
house Country Christian College, which has 
just entered its first year 8s, and I congratu-
late them on the incredible success that they 
have had in just a few short years; and also 
Caboolture Christian College, which goes 
from strength to strength.  

There is also a great push from this gov-
ernment to support those young people who 
are choosing an apprenticeship in a technical 
trade. Next Friday the members for my 
neighbouring electorates of Petrie and Dick-
son will be joining me for a forum with Min-
ister Hardgrave. One of the most exciting 
initiatives for my electorate and this region is 
that we are going to have a technical college 
which will give young people yet another 
choice about the sort of future they want for 
themselves and their families in an area 
which is growing substantially. I thank all of 
the business community and the Redcliffe, 
Caboolture and Pine Rivers shire councils—
all of whom are showing great foresight in 
being part of this program.  

I have a lot of faith in Australia’s youth, 
but they do need our support. I commend the 
Primary After School Sports program, the 
PASS program, which is now running in my 
electorate and will hopefully be running in 
many other electorates soon. To all the other 
members, consider this: we start with our 
youth and we build a better nation.  

ADJOURNMENT 
The SPEAKER—Order! It being 9.00 

p.m., I propose the question: 
That the House do now adjourn. 

Environment: Water Management 
Mr GARRETT (Kingsford Smith) (9.00 

p.m.)—The House would be aware that the 
recent Western Australian state election was 
convincingly won by the Labor Party under 
Premier Geoff Gallop. Mr Gallop deserved 
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to win, not least because his more prudent 
approach to addressing Perth and Western 
Australia’s considerable problems in relation 
to securing long-term water supplies was 
manifestly superior to that spruiked by the 
then Leader of the Opposition, Mr Barnett. 

Mr Barnett’s plan—untested, unrealisti-
cally costed and unbelievable—to build a 
giant canal and divert water from the Kim-
berley region in the north to Perth over 3,600 
kilometres across some of the hottest, most 
inhospitable and remote terrain on earth gave 
new meaning to the term ‘pipe dream’. It 
seems some politicians still cannot resist the 
‘big nature fix’ idea. In Australia the notion 
of turning rivers backward, digging into 
groundwater and spiriting the precious re-
source away whence it came and from where 
it plays its vital role in the nourishment of 
regional ecosystems is still about. It seems 
the current parlous state of the Murray-
Darling Basin river system had not entered 
Mr Barnett’s mind. To be sure, there is merit 
in examining ways of securing water sup-
plies into the longer term, but to unilaterally 
launch a scheme of this order as a master 
strategy for election success was the stupid-
est idea we have seen for some time. 

The proposed canal was a hugely expen-
sive, environmentally deficient white ele-
phant in waiting. The federal Treasurer, 
alone among his colleagues, had the good 
sense to treat the plan with scepticism, bor-
dering on disdain; as, ultimately, did the 
electors of Western Australia. Amongst the 
many objections to the water pipeline plan 
the most critical was that it overlooked the 
environment. You cannot leave the environ-
ment out of any plan which involves signifi-
cant impacts on the environment. That much 
ought to be commonsense. It appears that the 
federal Minister for the Environment and 
Heritage, Senator Campbell, was one of the 
scheme’s masterminds—a scheme which 
appeared not to allow for appropriate envi-

ronmental assessment and showed a glaring 
lack of on-ground knowledge of the natural 
resources of the Kimberley region. 

Amazingly this plan neglected to address 
the basic fact that, for starters, most of the 
time surplus water is simply not there and 
that even in peak years water levels tend to 
be low in the dry season. Studies have shown 
that the water is generally not available in 
aquifers connected to the Fitzroy River. So 
the most likely way water would have been 
supplied to the canal is by the construction of 
a dam. I have first-hand knowledge of the 
region, having spent time travelling and cam-
paigning in the Kimberley, and I can assure 
the House that this great river system plays a 
central and powerful role in the ecology and 
productivity of north-western Western Aus-
tralia. Its annual discharge, whilst huge, is an 
essential component in renewing and en-
hancing wetlands, groundwater and aquatic 
environments. 

Fundamentally, water in the Fitzroy River 
is not wasted water. It already supports a 
range of diverse industries and the whole 
environment, including fisheries, pastoral-
ism, tourism, internationally important wet-
lands and endangered species. The water is 
completely integral to the environment of the 
Kimberley. It buttresses Indigenous commu-
nities. It is not there simply to be removed on 
a whim to serve the election prospects of 
politicians. The proposal appeared to bypass 
an assessment of adverse social impacts for 
landholders, including Aboriginal communi-
ties along the length of the canal. It was 
never made clear how the rights of these 
stakeholders would be respected. Also ig-
nored were the climate change predictions 
for more intense and frequent cyclones in the 
state’s north and the vexing question of en-
suring the security of Perth’s water supplies, 
with a hugely long canal being an easy target 
for terrorists. The Governor-General spoke 
earlier in the year of the need to carefully 
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develop Australia’s north. He was right. Pru-
dent and ecologically aware planning is nec-
essary for this fast-growing region. But the 
Western Australian Liberal opposition pro-
posal to build a giant canal fluffed this issue 
altogether. The giant canal was merely a pipe 
dream of those desperate to be elected but 
ignorant of the basics of geography and 
ecology. It deserved to be consigned by the 
people of Western Australia to the dustbin of 
history, and thankfully on 26 February 2005 
it was. 

Mr James Corbett 
Mr BRUCE SCOTT (Maranoa) (9.04 

p.m.)—Tonight I rise with a great sense of 
sadness to reflect on the life, and particularly 
the successful parliamentary career, of the 
late Mr James Corbett MBE, the former 
member for Maranoa from 1966 to 1980. I 
knew Jim, as he was affectionately known, 
for many years and had become good friends 
with him and his wife Ethel. Only recently I 
spoke at length to his wife, Mrs Corbett, now 
his widow, about political matters. Mrs Cor-
bett still maintains a very strong interest in 
the activities of parliament, just as she did in 
supporting her husband Jim not only during 
his parliamentary life but throughout their 
whole married life. 

In the early days as member for Maranoa, 
Mr Corbett was often a source of great ad-
vice to me on matters affecting Maranoa. 
Although I am one of only two of Mr Cor-
bett’s successors, I still look to his work and 
his personal attributes for inspiration today. 
Jim had a very distinguished career prior to 
entering parliament which qualified him well 
to represent the people of Maranoa. For nine 
years he was the Deputy Chairman of the 
local shire, the Murilla shire, in which he 
spent the rest of his life. For two years he 
was the Senior Vice President of the Austra-
lian Country Party in Queensland. He spent 
two years, from 1949 to 1951, as Vice Presi-

dent of the South-East Graziers Association. 
While a member of parliament, Jim held the 
position of National Country Party Whip 
from 1976 until his resignation from parlia-
ment in 1980. He was also Deputy Chairman 
of Committees from 1970 to 1972 and had 
several committee positions. Jim was also 
recognised—and this was a source of great 
pride for him and his family—for his contri-
bution to rural communities by being made a 
Member of the British Empire and awarded 
the MBE.  

My earliest recollections of Jim are from 
my time as a member of the Young Country 
Party, as it was in those days. I remember his 
grassroots street campaigns where people 
would come and hear him speak on street 
corners. Mr Speaker, as you know, in those 
days there was no television, no email, no 
faxes and no spin doctors. Instead it was off-
the-cuff, off the stump, real campaigning. We 
are worse as a nation for the loss of that sort 
of campaigning. 

 Let me remind the House of the contribu-
tion Mr Corbett made to not only the people 
of Maranoa but also all those currently living 
in rural communities across Australia. One 
only has to read his maiden speech from 2 
March 1967 to realise that Mr Corbett was a 
man of commitment and vision. 

Jim passed away on 3 March 2005—last 
week—and just 38 years and one day before 
this date, James Corbett made his maiden 
speech to the House of Representatives in 
Old Parliament House. His maiden speech 
highlighted the important issues to rural 
communities of communication services, the 
need for drought preparedness and water 
infrastructure, trade opportunities and the 
tenacious nature of the people he repre-
sented—all of which are still relevant today. 

Firstly, it was well known that Mr Corbett 
was a strong campaigner for improved com-
munications for the people of the bush. He 
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understood the necessity of radio, television, 
mail services and, of course, telephone as 
vital forms of communication to keep up to 
date with the news and to stay in contact 
with family and friends. All his people 
wanted to know was when they could expect 
television in western Queensland. Mr Cor-
bett sought more adequate telephone service, 
more rural automatic exchanges and a wid-
ening of the extended local service areas, and 
he asked for improved ABC radio reception 
in western Queensland. Mr Corbett fought 
for equality between city and country in 
communication services. 

Secondly, Mr Corbett spoke about the ef-
fects of drought on families and businesses 
in Maranoa. He emphasised the importance 
of creating sustainable water infrastructure to 
help overcome future droughts. Jim offered 
ideas for drought preparedness which in-
cluded farmers being able to build up tax-
free reserves of cash in preparation for the 
next drought, freight concessions for the 
movement of fodder to be stored on proper-
ties, long-term low interest loans and zoning 
for taxation purposes. He also suggested the 
potential for water conservation projects in 
the Murray-Darling and Dawson basins in 
my electorate of Maranoa. Thirdly, diversify-
ing Australia’s trade opportunities was high 
on Mr Corbett’s agenda, for he believed it 
was inevitable that Great Britain would join 
the European Common Market and it was 
important that we were able to open new 
markets to replace those markets that were 
lost when Great Britain joined the European 
Community. 

Jim Corbett showed tremendous persis-
tence in achieving a better way of life for the 
people of Maranoa. He will be remembered 
by the parliament as a man who campaigned 
heavily for the improvement of living stan-
dards and a greater equity of access of ser-
vices for people in the bush. On Thursday, I 
will represent the Deputy Prime Minister and 

Leader of the National Party at a funeral ser-
vice in Miles to say goodbye to Mr Corbett 
as we celebrate his life. (Time expired) 

Ms Cornelia Rau 
Mr GEORGANAS (Hindmarsh) (9.09 

p.m.)—I rise to speak on the circumstances 
of those who are living in immigration deten-
tion in Australia. When it was discovered 
that an Australian citizen, Cornelia Rau, had 
been kept at Baxter detention centre, where 
she was not given the care that she needed, 
Australians were outraged at her terrible cir-
cumstances and that checks and balances had 
failed her. However, as Cornelia Rau’s fam-
ily says, at least it has highlighted the condi-
tions in which detainees continue to live. 
There is a dangerous lack of accountability 
for our detention centres and, without that 
accountability, anything can happen, as dem-
onstrated by Cornelia Rau’s detention. That 
signals a foundation to the fears of those who 
have lobbied this government again and 
again to introduce a more humane migration 
system. 

There are now 198 people who have been 
living in detention for more than three years, 
and we have no guarantee that their physical 
or mental health needs are being addressed. 
In fact, we have a growing amount of evi-
dence which suggests that they are not. Im-
migration detention in itself contributes to 
deteriorating mental health and, as such, our 
vigilance in identifying and treating ill health 
needs to be consistent and thorough. Poor 
mental health is a life-threatening illness, and 
yet this government continues to ignore the 
health needs of detainees. 

State governments have worked hard to be 
allowed to provide their services to detain-
ees. In South Australia, for example, child 
protection services have had to request per-
mission to go to Woomera and then Baxter 
whenever they have received a child protec-
tion notification. Mental health services face 
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a similar dilemma, and, if DIMIA says they 
are not allowed on the site, they cannot go, 
despite the needs of those in detention. At 
this stage, I understand negotiations are con-
tinuing between the state and federal gov-
ernments with regard to the provision of 
physical and mental health services, but the 
federal government has been tardy in signing 
protocols to improve services. I do not un-
derstand why this is the case but, after the 
Cornelia Rau incident, there can be no more 
excuses. 

Australians are not unkind people. Our 
wonderful response to the tsunami disaster 
demonstrates this county’s open and gener-
ous nature, but somehow this government 
has failed to understand that, while Austra-
lians want to know that we have an effective 
immigration system, that does not mean that 
we wish to treat people who try to come to 
our home without compassion. Without 
meaning to be flippant, I suggest that we are 
not usually such bad hosts and that this gov-
ernment’s attitude to our guests is alarming. 
When an Australian meets a so-called ‘illegal 
detainee’ it is not an attitude that persists. 
Our humanity, our innate sense of what is 
right and fair, overcomes the barriers that 
this government has tried so hard to put up. 

This brings me back to the unfortunate 
case of Cornelia Rau, and many people have 
had a lot to say about this case. One person 
who has been very vocal on the Cornelia Rau 
issue is the South Australian Public Advo-
cate. He has said a lot about this terrible and 
totally unacceptable situation that Cornelia 
Rau found herself in. What John Harley, the 
Public Advocate, had to say was that it was 
disturbing that it took authorities so long to 
identify Ms Rau. Mr Harley also said that he 
had been trying since December 2004 to es-
tablish Ms Rau’s identity. He also said that 
Ms Rau was severely disturbed in Baxter 
and, on many occasions, required four armed 
guards to move her in and out of her cell. He 

said that it is unfortunate that it has taken an 
Australian citizen to highlight serious mental 
health problems inside these detention cen-
tres—Baxter, Woomera and other places. In 
other statements he made, Mr Harley indi-
cated that he was concerned that other people 
with mental illnesses were in this situation in 
Baxter, and they are not receiving the proper 
care that they need. 

A public inquiry into the case of Corneliu 
Rau would stop Australian citizens from be-
ing kept in immigration detention again, but 
it would also highlight the circumstances of 
other unfortunate detainees in Australia’s 
detention centres. This government knows 
that, because Australians believe in a fair go, 
they will not tolerate what a public inquiry 
would find. Once again this government opts 
for secrecy. But the Australian people are no 
fools and, cover-up or not, they know a little 
more about life in detention, thanks to the 
unfortunate circumstances of this poor 
woman, Cornelia Rau. 

Environment: Cane Toads 
Mr HAASE (Kalgoorlie) (9.14 p.m.)—I 

rise this evening to bring the attention of the 
House to an advancing army that will be-
come a plague across Northern Australia. I 
refer, of course, to the cane toad. Anyone 
who lives with cane toads will know full 
well the obnoxious nature of this marauding 
amphibian. It is something that is going to 
have the potential to reshape the nature of 
Northern Australia if it is successful in its 
advance across the Northern Territory and 
into the cane fields of Kununurra—into that 
horticultural, irrigated area of Kununurra and 
the Ord River scheme. From there it is but a 
short hop into the more temperate zones of 
Western Australia, and, for those in this 
House who are familiar with the very desir-
able wine district of Margaret River in West-
ern Australia, it is not too long a comparison 
to draw to imagine those romantic vineyards 
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of the Margaret River area invaded by 
Queensland cane toads. 

What I want to achieve this evening is 
simply to make people aware that the cane 
toad is no friendly frog. It is an obnoxious 
amphibian that is toxic to everything that 
consumes it. A number of Australian species 
prey upon the cane toad. The largest is the 
bungarra, the perenti or the water monitor of 
Northern Australia. When those lizards prey 
upon the cane toad, the effect is disastrous 
for the lizards. When those wonderful rep-
tiles, which are at the top of the food chain in 
Northern Australia, prey upon this advancing 
horde of cane toads, they are the ones who 
are worse off. Slowly but surely, as the wave 
of cane toads advances across Northern Aus-
tralia from east to west it is decimating popu-
lations of native reptiles and fauna generally. 
For example, for the warral, the eastern na-
tive cat that feeds on the cane toads because 
they look like a likely meal, it is disastrous, 
toxic and final. If only Australians knew 
about this generally and were moved to ac-
tion, I believe more action would be taken by 
the collective state and territory governments 
across the north—with the assistance of the 
federal government under the stewardship of 
our competent federal minister for the envi-
ronment, Senator Ian Campbell—to do 
something about this invading army. 

We have already had sightings of cane 
toads in Kununurra, which is across the bor-
der in Western Australia on the Ord River 
scheme. If the cane toads can establish a 
breeding colony in Kununurra on the Ord 
River, it will mean that during the flood their 
eggs will be washed down the length of the 
Ord. The dispersal will be absolute and the 
consequences will be catastrophic. This is 
not just an obnoxious thing that you have to 
run over every now and again as you negoti-
ate roads at night where there are populations 
of cane toads. This is a real threat to native 
fauna in Australia. It is not contained in 

tropical Australia; it has the potential to in-
vade temperate zones of Australia. 

I am calling tonight for Australians to 
wake up and make a very loud and long call 
to governments generally—local, state and 
federal—to have funding and initiatives put 
in place to find solutions to the cane toad 
problem. The cane toad was brought into the 
country as a biological solution and it has 
become a biological hazard. We must make 
sure we do not jump upon the first and easy 
solution and make the mistake of creating a 
problem into the future. I urge that all mem-
bers of the House take note that cane toads 
are likely to be not just a problem in Queen-
sland today but a major problem for all of 
Australia tomorrow. 

Tasmania: Skill Shortages 
Mr ADAMS (Lyons) (9.19 p.m.)—

Tonight I want to talk about skill shortages in 
Tasmania. There is a big problem in the sys-
tem, and five minutes is not going to allow 
me to scratch the surface of it. I do not think 
this problem is just in Tasmania. It is Austra-
lia wide and it boils down to the fact that 
VET has been cut in real terms over the last 
nine years and short-term mickey mouse 
schemes have been put in to try to put some 
sort of training in place that does not require 
as much federal funding. I have a similar 
worry about the new technical colleges and 
whether they will indeed deal with skill 
shortages. 

Despite what it seems is a popular belief 
of this government, any old course will not 
do. Employers want properly trained, work-
ready graduates, not someone who has just 
touched the surface of the topic they have 
chosen. The building industry is a case in 
point. In Tasmania, according to the skills 
shortage list which was updated in August 
2004, there are shortages in bricklayers, car-
penters and joiners, fibrous plasterers and 
solid plasterers. Add to that the shortages in 
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electronic equipment tradespersons, general 
electricians as well as special class electri-
cians, plumbers and mechanical services and 
airconditioning plumbers, and anyone want-
ing to have a house built has Buckley’s to no 
chance! 

Most people in the industry now are work-
ing beyond their capacities and have no time 
to deal with apprenticeships or to seek suit-
able apprentices. In fact, I know many peo-
ple who have been waiting for ages for 
someone to build their house. Even the 
building program of the state housing de-
partment in Tasmania has come to a stand-
still. Yet we have many young people seek-
ing work or training. Shortening apprentice-
ships might be part of the answer, with more 
intensive training, but each potential worker 
is still three years off from being a competent 
employee. What the devil has been going on 
for the last nine years? 

I will make a few quick observations here. 
Many young people who should be going on 
VET programs are not, and they are also not 
searching for apprenticeships. Two reasons 
seem to be coming out in Tasmania. Firstly, 
the courses are expensive and, although 
some people are eligible for Austudy, at the 
age they access it it barely covers the cost of 
getting to a course, let alone the cost of liv-
ing and buying books and other equipment. 

Secondly, employers are no longer keen to 
contribute to the cost of training, nor do they 
have time to undertake some of the on-the-
job side of the training. In fact, an article in 
Workplace Intelligence of May 2004 shows 
that employers fear workers will take the 
training and then leave the organisation. Ac-
cording to the same article, some employer 
groups are doing their own training rather 
than meet the expense of buying into a reli-
able national scheme, because the federal 
government has not provided enough money 
for training places at TAFE for apprentices 

and apprentices are not being funded prop-
erly. 

These shortages have been recognised for 
some time. A report came out in September 
1999 which talks of considerable structural 
change. It says many skilled people have 
changed their career path because of what 
they describe as occupational wastage. These 
are qualified workers who are no longer re-
quired by or employed in the trade for which 
they are qualified, because either they have 
reached middle age and sought less physi-
cally demanding work or less uncongenial 
working hours, particularly for chefs and the 
food trades, they have gone to raise a family 
or they have a reaction to chemicals in their 
trade, such as those in hairdressing or vehicle 
painting. When these people leave, there are 
few apprentices working through their years 
to take over. Training has changed, too. Once 
you just learned on the job with some outside 
courses; now you have to be job ready. 

This government just does not understand 
the training needs or is not interested in 
really dealing with the shortages; otherwise 
it would be ploughing much more money 
into these programs, adding training to the 
Work for the Dole scheme and paying for 
proper supervision of training. This is only a 
quick sketch, but I am watching what the 
government is doing and I will keep picking 
away at those shortages, because of what is 
being inflicted on us by this government. 

Tasmania: Spirit of Tasmania III 
Mr BAKER (Braddon) (9.24 p.m.)— I 

rise to speak on a matter of grave concern to 
the people of my electorate. As I am sure 
most members would be aware, the city of 
Devonport, in my electorate, is the proud 
home port of the three Spirit of Tasmania 
ferries. Spirit of Tasmania I and Spirit of 
Tasmania II take on the Devonport to Mel-
bourne route, while the Spirit of Tasmania III 
sails between Devonport and Sydney. There 
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is no doubt that these three ships have 
changed the face of Tasmania’s tourism in-
dustry—from the north-west, to the north, to 
the south—being responsible for bringing to 
our state record visitor numbers. While the 
state Labor government is loath to admit it, 
the fact is that without the Australian gov-
ernment’s Bass Strait Passenger Vehicle 
Equalisation Scheme we would not be seeing 
two Spirit of Tasmania ferries in service, let 
alone three. 

Unfortunately, it now appears likely, if not 
certain, that the Lennon Labor government 
will axe the Spirit of Tasmania III service to 
Sydney. What a short-sighted, reactionary 
decision that would be. It seems the current 
Premier of Tasmania, Paul Lennon, lacks all 
the leadership skills of his predecessor, Mr 
Jim Bacon. Indeed, Mr Lennon would do 
well to take note of the words of the former 
Premier. In January last year, Mr Bacon her-
alded the arrival in Sydney of the Spirit of 
Tasmania III as ‘the start of a new era in 
Tasmanian tourism’, saying that when Aus-
tralians living on the eastern seaboard: 
... see this magnificent ship sailing in and out of 
Sydney Harbour three times a week, I am sure 
that the high level of interest will only increase. 

Faced with media reports of a mounting loss 
by TT-Line due to the operations of the Spirit 
of Tasmania III, the response of the Lennon 
Labor government could not be of greater 
contrast. 

As has been widely reported, Mr Lennon 
sent his tourism minister along to a parlia-
mentary committee hearing without a vital 
report, where, not surprisingly, he promptly 
made a complete fool of himself. Without 
being too harsh, the appearance by the minis-
ter, the honourable Ken Bacon MHA, was by 
all accounts one of the worst displays by any 
member of any parliament in the country 
over the last few years. This was the same 
minister, might I add, who once thanked ‘the 

honourable question for his member’. Only 
today, the three state Labor members for my 
electorate have shown the appalling lack of 
backbone that we have also come to expect. 
When asked by our local media where they 
stood on the future of the Spirit of Tasmania 
III, they all refused to answer—members 
Green, Kons and Best. 

A cynic would say that the Spirit of Tas-
mania III is doomed. Mr Lennon is even 
comparing it to health funding, as if Tasma-
nians could have one but not the other. The 
Premier could have made a comparison with 
his pet project, a $20 million racetrack near 
Hobart, but, no, he chose health funding. In 
the last state budget, one is appalled at the 
lack of funding for health, yet the Premier 
could allocate $20 million to shift a trotting 
track which is located at the Hobart Show-
ground, across the road to Elwick Race-
course. 

What is being forgotten in all of this, 
however, is that the Spirit of Tasmania III 
has hardly had a chance to prove itself. It has 
been operating for barely over a year. Surely, 
the 300-plus employees whose jobs depend 
on the survival of this service, and the wider 
Tasmanian tourism industry, deserve more 
consideration than this. The speculation and 
uncertainty that now surround the Spirit of 
Tasmania III are a direct result of the failure 
of the Lennon Labor government to make its 
position clear. One day it is one thing and 
another day it is another, depending on what 
newspaper you read. This failure to be deci-
sive and remain positive has come at a time 
when what those 300 employees and the 
wider Tasmanian tourism industry most 
needed to hear was a statement of confidence 
in the service. The Lennon government must 
take full responsibility for the doubt that now 
surrounds the future of the Spirit of Tasmania 
III, and it must act accordingly. We need a 
clear commitment to retaining the ship in 
service on the Devonport to Sydney route for 
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at least another 18 months to two years. Any-
thing less would be an insult to the employ-
ees and to all Tasmanians who are involved 
in the tourism industry. 

Question agreed to. 

House adjourned at 9.30 p.m. 
NOTICES 

The following notices were given: 

Mr Price to move: 
That this House: 

(1) congratulates the Rotary Club of Mt. Druitt 
on the occasion of Rotary’s 100th anniver-
sary; 

(2) congratulates Mt Druitt, Blacktown and 
Prospect Rotary on the occasion of their suc-
cessful combined anniversary dinner at 
Bowman Hall, Blacktown and Master of 
Ceremonies Fr Patrick Colbourne; 

(3) notes that the Rotary Club of Mt. Druitt has 
been committed to serving the local commu-
nity since it was established on 24 September 
1969; 

(4) values the contribution that the Rotary Club 
of Mt. Druitt has made to the local commu-
nity through its extensive charity and fund-
raising work; and 

(5) congratulates the president of the Rotary 
Club of Mt Druitt, Mr Bob White, his com-
mittee and members for their leadership in 
our community. 

Mr Bowen to move: 
That this House calls on the Australian Gov-

ernment to make representations to the newly 
elected Transitional Government of Iraq to ensure 
that the Assyrian, Chaldaen, Syriac and Mandean 
peoples of Iraq: 
(1) will be constitutionally guaranteed the right 

to freely exercise their customs, religion, lan-
guage and traditions; 

(2) are given the same protection by law en-
forcement and international security forces as 
other ethnic groups; and 

(3) will be entitled to proper representation and 
participation in all levels of government. 

Ms Hall to move: 
That this House: 

(1) notes this is the 90th anniversary of the Gal-
lipoli campaign and in doing so remembers 
our most famous Anzac, Private John Simp-
son Kirkpatrick; 

(2) recognises the extraordinary deeds of John 
Simpson Kirkpatrick who demonstrated 
courage above and beyond the call of duty 
when he and his donkeys rescued injured 
soldiers from the battle fields in Gallipoli; 

(3) calls for the Government to award a posthu-
mous Victoria Cross to ‘Simpson’ in this year 
of the 90th anniversary of Gallipoli and in ac-
cordance with the wishes of his WW1 Com-
manding Officers and the many thousands of 
Australians both young and old who demand 
this recognition for his acts of bravery; 

(4) believes it is a travesty of justice that he has 
been denied the award of the Victoria Cross 
for all these years; and 

(5) notes that all Australians would strongly sup-
port the posthumous awarding of this honour. 

Mrs Gash to move: 
That this House: 

(1) notes: 

(a) the prevalence of mental illness in Aus-
tralia and its impact on the community; 

(b) the concerns expressed by the commu-
nity for the need to improve mental health 
services; and 

(c) the need to increase funding to mental health 
services and to provide proper care to 
those afflicted with serious mental ill-
ness; and 

(2) calls on all Governments: 

(a) to work cooperatively to increase their 
contribution towards funding mental 
health services and to maintain that support 
in real terms; 

(b) to take urgent steps to address the preva-
lence of cases that are not properly and 
fully managed; 

(c) to review the policies that allow people 
with serious mental illness to live virtu-
ally unattended in the community; 
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(d) to increase efforts to assist in the early 
identification of mental illness cases and 
to put in place early intervention meas-
ures, particularly amongst the young; 

(e) to investigate the high rate of mental ill-
ness that has been found amongst pris-
oners in our jails with the view of pro-
viding appropriate care; and 

(f) instigate research to determine precisely 
the extent of the problem in Australia. 

Mr Andren to move: 
That this House: 

(1) notes the current situation in Australia and 
elsewhere of commercial enterprises using 
legal action to silence protesters; 

(2) notes that in the United States these suits are 
known as ‘Strategic Lawsuits Against Public 
Participation’ or ‘SLAPP’ suits; 

(3) notes that in many cases SLAPP suits have 
no real legal foundation, but their aim is to 
intimidate individual protesters into silence by 
the prospect of costly and time-consuming le-
gal action; 

(4) notes that common law action against protest-
ers may take several different forms, including 
the torts of nuisance, unlawful interference in 
business, conspiracy to damage commercial 
interests and defamation, and that such torts 
are largely areas of State jurisdiction; 

(5) notes that SLAPP suits could be discouraged 
if State Governments legislated to allow for 
the summary dismissal of unsoundly based 
SLAPP suits; 

(6) notes that the insertion of an express right of 
freedom of speech in the Constitution, to im-
press upon courts that common law torts 
should be interpreted so as to ensure the pro-
tection of freedom of speech would also dis-
courage unsound SLAPP suits; 

(7) calls on State Governments, through the 
Standing Committee of Attorneys-General, to 
establish preliminary procedures which 
would allow unsoundly based SLAPP suits to 
be dismissed by a court at an early stage in 
proceedings; 

(8) encourages the Attorney-General to place this 
matter on the agenda of the Standing Com-
mittee of Attorneys-General; and 

(9) supports a referendum to amend the Constitu-
tion to include express recognition of the 
right of freedom of speech. 

Mr Albanese to move: 
That: 

(1) this House recognises: 

(a) the significant contribution Clean Up 
Australia has made to the Australian en-
vironment and community over the last 
15 years; 

(b) the 6 million Australians who have vol-
unteered their time since 1989 to help 
Clean Up Australia make a difference to 
their local environment; 

(c) that over the past 15 years Clean Up 
Australia volunteers have collected more 
than 196,000 tonnes of rubbish; 

(d) that on Sunday 6 March 2005 more than 
700,000 Australians volunteered to help 
clean up Australia; and 

(e) that over 35 million volunteers from 114 
countries participated in Clean Up the 
World in September 2004, making it the 
world’s largest community based envi-
ronmental event; and 

(2) Parliament congratulates Ian Kiernan for his 
outstanding leadership of Clean Up Australia 
and, more recently, Clean Up the World. 
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Throsby Electorate: Medicare Office 
(Question No. 78) 

Ms George asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) In respect of my representations concerning the need for a Medicare office at Warrawong in the elec-

toral division of Throsby, can he confirm that for the suburbs of Cringila, Kemblawarra, Lake 
Heights, Port Kembla, Primbee and Warrawong, the nearest Medicare offices are at Wollongong and 
Shellharbour. 

(2) Is he aware that these suburbs have extremely low median income levels and a high proportion of 
aged pensioners. 

(3) Does the Government consider the financial circumstances and the relative mobility of clients in de-
termining the locations of Medicare offices; if not, why not. 

(4) What is the justification for denying 16,942 people in these suburbs a more accessible Medicare of-
fice. 

(5) Will he direct the Health Insurance Commission to establish a Medicare office at Warrawong; if not, 
why not. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) I can confirm that for the listed suburbs, the nearest Medicare access points are at:  

Suburb Nearest Medicare Office Distance 
Cringila Wollongong 5km 
Kemblawarra Wollongong 7km 
Lake Heights Wollongong 6km 
Port Kembla Wollongong 6km 
Primbee Shellharbour 8km 
Warrawong Wollongong 8km 

  
There are also three Medicare easyclaim devices in Warrawong located at the Night & Day Amcal 
Chemist, Bayview Medicare Centre and the Warrawong Health Pharmacy. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) The Health Insurance Commission (HIC) administers Medicare and decides on the placement of 
Medicare offices within its network. I am advised that part of the establishment criteria includes con-
siderations on claiming patterns for the catchment area and the potential impact on existing sites. Lo-
calities that are assessed and approved for a Medicare office are positioned in suitable and available 
premises that are convenient for the greatest number of residents. Major shopping centres are the 
most common locations for Medicare offices. 

(4) The residents of Warrawong and the surrounding suburbs have access to Medicare through alternate 
access points such as the Medicare easyclaim network. There are currently three easyclaim sites in 
operation within Warrawong. Customers can claim their Medicare benefits, with the refund (for paid 
accounts) deposited directly into their bank account, without the need to complete a claim form. 
Easyclaim customers can also update their enrolment records, request tax statements and initiate reg-
istration for the Australian Organ Donor Register. 
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(5) No. The HIC administers the Medicare office network and need to do this as effectively and effi-
ciently as possible within their available resources. I am advised that Warrawong does not meet the 
criteria for establishing an office at this time. 

Social Welfare: Pensions and Benefits 
(Question No. 80) 

Ms George asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many people are recipients of (a) the Age Pension, (b) the Disability Support Pension, (c) the 

Carer Allowance, (d) the Carer pension, (e) Newstart Allowance, (f) Youth Allowance, (g) Parenting 
Payment Single, (h) Parenting Payment partnered, (i) Family Tax Benefit A, (j) Family Tax Benefit 
B, (k) Childcare Benefit, and (l) Rent Assistance in (i) the electoral division of Throsby, and the post-
code area (ii) 2502, (iii) 2505, (iv) 2506, (vi) 2527, (vii) 2528, (viii) 2529, and (ix) 2530. 

(2) How many people and what proportion of the total population in the electoral division of Throsby are 
receiving income assistance from the Federal Government. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of people that are recipients of (a) the Age Pension, (b) the Disability Support Pension, 

(c) the Carer Allowance, (d) the Carer pension, (e) Newstart Allowance, (f) Youth Allowance, (g) 
Parenting Payment Single, (h) Parenting Payment partnered, (i) Family Tax Benefit A, (j) Family Tax 
Benefit B, (k) Childcare Benefit, and (l) Rent Assistance in (i) the electoral division of Throsby, and 
the postcode area (ii) 2502, (iii) 2505, (iv) 2506, (vi) 2527, (vii) 2528, (viii) 2529, and (ix) 2530 is 
shown in the following table: 

 2502 2505 2506 2527 2528 2529 2530 Electorate 
of Throsby 

Age Pension 2,235 1,024 1,147 1,484 3,543 1,891 3,077 15,687 
Carer Payment 134 39 78 97 233 114 214 989 
Disability Support 
Pension 

955 335 467 636 1,547 701 1,219 6,256 

Parenting Payment 
(Single) 

438 144 302 580 891 477 815 3,892 

Parenting Payment 
(Partnered) 

167 37 99 141 266 138 207 1,130 

Newstart Allowance 684 257 292 320 930 366 647 3,943 
Youth Allowance 296 97 215 285 477 279 479 2,321 
Family Tax Benefit A 1,136 424 864 2,427 2,452 2,022 3,111 13,867 

(Family Tax 
Benefit) 

Family Tax Benefit B 1,003 340 730 1,892 2,091 1,602 2,481 As Above 
Carer Allowance 383 129 226 370 648 390 638 3,165 
Rent Assistance 795 432 288 823 2,010 858 1,328 6,906 
Childcare Benefit 261 79 155 737 587 669 940 3,547 

Source: 

Income support data as at 01/10/04 

FAO Family Tax Benefit 2004-05 05 (12-11-04) Ver-01 

Childcare Benefit data source – FaCS data as at 1/10/04. 

Electorate of Throsby: 2003 Electoral boundaries 

(2) As at 1 October 2004, 36,737 people in the Electorate of Throsby received income support. This 
represents 30% of the Australian Bureau of Statistics estimated population of 121,636. 

Source: 
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Income assistance customer numbers: Income Support System “Electorate Profiles 01/10/04”. 

Total Population: 2001 Census 

Electorate of Throsby: 2003 Electoral boundaries 

Social Welfare: Newstart Allowance 
(Question No. 81) 

Ms George asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 how many people received Newstart Allow-

ance in the post code area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, (iv) 2526, (v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 2529, and 
(viii) 2530. 

(2) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 what was the average length of time that an 
individual was in receipt of Newstart in the electoral division of Throsby. 

(3) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 what was the average length of time that an 
individual was in receipt of Newstart Allowance in the post code area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, 
(iv) 2526, (v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 2529, and (viii) 2530. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 the number of people that received Newstart 

Allowance in the post code area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, (iv) 2526, (v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 
2529, and (viii) 2530 is shown in the following table: 

POSTCODE 
AREA 

2000 2001 2002 2003 

2502 878 908 914 1,014 
2505 335 331 355 384 
2506 393 426 422 468 
2526 336 340 354 400 
2527 399 428 464 533 
2528 1,202 1,288 1,334 1,435 
2529 501 509 546 637 
2530 874 905 981 1,066 

 
(2) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 the average length of time that an individual 

was in receipt of Newstart in the electoral division of Throsby is shown in the following table: 

 2000 2001 2002 2003 

Electoral Division of Throsby 797.9 days 795.9 days 818.0 days 795.1 days 

 
(3) For the year (a) 2000, (b) 2001, (c) 2002, and (d) 2003 the average length of time that an individual 

was in receipt of Newstart Allowance in the post code area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, (iv) 2526, 
(v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 2529, and (viii) 2530 is shown in the following table: 

POSTCODE 
AREA 

2000 2001 2002 2003 

2502 890.8 907.6 959.5 932.4 
2505 825.3 874.3 872.7 821.8 
2506 833.8 807.1 906.8 878.9 
2526 829.5 801.5 750.5 718.3 
2527 689.9 704.9 690.8 654.1 
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POSTCODE 
AREA 

2000 2001 2002 2003 

2528 883.6 858.1 890.6 875.5 
2529 682.4 706.8 703.4 677.8 
2530 664.9 656.4 677.1 675.7 

Note: Data source date for the tables above is 31 December 2004. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 83) 

Ms George asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients who (a) make, and (b) receive payments reside in (i) Aus-

tralia, (ii) New South Wales, and (iii) the electoral division of Throsby. 

(2) How many Child Support Agency clients who (a) make, and (b) receive payments reside in the post-
code area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, (iv) 2526, (v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 2529, and (viii) 2530. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Child Support Agency clients who (a) make, and (b) receive payments residing in (i) 

Australia, (ii) New South Wales, and (iii) the electoral division of Throsby is shown in the following 
table: 

Location Payers (a) Payees (b) Total 
(i) Australia 661 243 657 339 1 318 582 
(ii) New South Wales 220 311 217 542 437 853 
(iii) Throsby 4 580 5 092 9 672 

 
(2) The number of Child Support Agency clients who (a) make, and (b) receive payments residing in the 

postcode area (i) 2502, (ii) 2505, (iii) 2506, (iv) 2526, (v) 2527, (vi) 2528, (vii) 2529, and (viii) 2530 
is shown in the following table: 

Postcode Payers Payees Total 
2502 597 549 1 146 
2505 241 194 435 
2506 380 430 810 
2526 421 507 928 
2527 682 927 1 609 
2528 1 126 1 272 2 398 
2529 592 679 1 271 
2530 1 036 1 238 2 274 

 Note: all figures as at June 2004. 

Education: Undergraduate University Study 
(Question No. 88) 

Ms George asked the Minister for Education, Science and Training, in writing, on 17 No-
vember 2004: 
(1) For each year from 1996 to 2004 for the postcode area (a) 2502, (b) 2505, (c) 2506, (d) 2526, (e) 

2527, (f) 2528, (g) 2529, and (h) 2530, how many persons undertook undergraduate university study. 

(2) How many students (a) in total, and from the postcode area (b) 2502, (c) 2505, (d) 2506, (e) 2526, (f) 
2527, (g) 2528, (h) 2529, and (i) 2530 are enrolled at the University of Wollongong and what propor-
tion of all enrolments at the University of Wollongong do these students represent. 
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(3) Of the students enrolled at the University of Wollongong in 2004 from the postcode areas referred to 
in part (2), what proportion of all students, and what number who are (a) male, and (b) female, under-
took study in (i) Accounting, (ii) Arts, (iii) Dentistry, (iv) Economics, (v) Engineering, (vi) Informa-
tion Technology, (vii) Law, (viii) Medicine, (ix) Nursing, (x) Teaching, (xi) Science, and (xii) Veteri-
nary Science. 

Dr Nelson—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) Please see Attachment A. 

(2) Please see Attachment B. 

(3) Please see Attachment C. 

(1) Parliamentary Question No. 200400076 ATTACHMENT A 

Students, Selected Higher Education Statistics (DEST) 

Table: Domestic Undergraduate Student Numbers by State, Institution and Permanent Home Resi-
dence Postcode, Submission 1, 1996-2004. 

(Only for specific permanent home residence postcodes.) 

Year 2502 2505 2506 2526 2527 2528 2529 2530 Total 
1996 190 73 77 353 244 326 174 367 1,804 
1997 175 64 82 366 249 335 182 377 1,830 
1998 189 70 91 390 266 338 191 395 1,930 
1999 195 68 102 411 283 342 226 422 2,049 
2000 183 67 111 427 277 335 280 456 2,136 
2001 183 75 116 440 289 341 283 467 2,194 
2002 170 69 109 451 317 346 292 482 2,236 
2003 192 58 111 466 364 334 329 502 2,356 
2004 166 53 106 460 372 303 322 462 2,244 

Note: Submission 1 includes all students undertaking units of study in higher education courses dur-
ing the period of 1 September of the previous year to 31 March of the reporting year. 
31 March of the reporting year. 
Source: OZUE(1996-2004) 
RFI: 04-603 Dawson 
PQ: 200400076 

(2) Parliamentary Question No. 200400076 ATTACHMENT B 

Students, Selected Higher Education Statistics (DEST) 

Table: Domestic Student Numbers for the University of Wollongong by Permanent Home Residence 
Postcode, Submission 1, 1996-2004 

(Only for specific permanent home residence postcodes.) 

University of Wollongong 

Postcode 
Year 2502 2505 2506 2526 2527 2528 2529 2530 Total 

% of 
Total Total Domestic 

1996 181 76 74 358 225 277 150 340 1,681 16.1 10,414 
1997 163 62 76 360 236 297 162 346 1,702 16.4 10,394 
1998 168 66 82 360 239 299 178 359 1,751 16.7 10,454 
1999 173 65 86 365 247 290 205 380 1,811 17.4 10,437 
2000 163 64 88 369 243 308 232 400 1,867 18.0 10,386 
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Postcode 
Year 2502 2505 2506 2526 2527 2528 2529 2530 Total 

% of 
Total Total Domestic 

2001 162 75 100 379 242 302 248 407 1,915 18.2 10,501 
2002 161 71 101 420 278 301 261 432 2,025 17.8 11,403 
2003 172 56 96 430 303 285 273 417 2,032 17.0 11,973 
2004 156 57 94 412 303 266 269 418 1,975 16.0 12,317 
Note: Submission 1 includes all students undertaking units of study in higher education courses dur-
ing the period of 1 September of the previous year to 31 March of the reporting year. 
Author: James Waugh 7 December 2004 
Source: OZUE(1996-2004) 
Statistics Unit, Department of Education Science and Training. 
RFI: 04-603 Dawson 
PQ: 200400076 
 (3) Parliamentary Question No. 200400076 ATTACHMENT C 

Students, Selected Higher Education Statistics (DEST) 

Table: Domestic Student Numbers for the University of Wollongong by Gender, Specific Discipline 
Areas and Permanent Home Residence Postcode, Submission 1, 2004. 

(Only for specific permanent home residence postcodes.) 

University of Wollongong 

Natural and Physical 

Sciences Information Technology 

Engineering and Related 

Technologies Creative Arts Post-

code Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL 

2502 9 9 18 15 14 29 15 1 16 1 3 4 

2505 3 2 5 5 2 7 0 1 1 1 2 3 

2506 7 3 10 7 1 8 6 0 6 1 4 5 

2526 33 33 66 28 3 31 38 2 40 8 18 26 

2527 23 30 53 22 5 27 29 2 31 5 8 13 

2528 14 18 32 19 6 25 23 0 23 6 9 15 

2529 15 16 31 20 3 23 19 3 22 3 11 14 

2530 35 39 74 16 3 19 35 5 40 8 14 22 

Total 139 150 289 132 37 169 165 14 179 33 69 102 

 

University of Wollongong 

Accounting 
Economics and Economet-
rics Law 

Postcode Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL 
2502 7 22 29 0 2 2 0 5 5 
2505 4 6 10 1 0 1 1 0 1 
2506 5 12 17 1 1 2 3 4 7 
2526 37 31 68 3 7 10 6 17 23 
2527 12 21 33 2 2 4 4 5 9 
2528 23 24 47 1 4 5 2 11 13 
2529 20 24 44 0 2 2 4 10 14 
2530 27 23 50 7 4 11 10 12 22 
Total 135 163 298 15 22 37 30 64 94 
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University of Wollongong 

Nursing Teaching Dentistry Medicine 
Veterinary 
Science 

Postcode Males Females TOTAL Males Females TOTAL - - - 
2502 0 2 2 4 9 13 - - - 
2505 0 3 3 2 8 10 - - - 
2506 0 6 6 2 7 9 - - - 
2526 3 13 16 12 28 40 - - - 
2527 1 33 34 12 40 52 - - - 
2528 3 16 19 5 28 33 - - - 
2529 2 4 6 11 25 36 - - - 
2530 2 23 25 18 35 53 - - - 
Total 11 100 111 66 180 246 - - - 
Note: Submission 1 includes all students undertaking units of study in higher education courses dur-
ing the period of 1 September of the previous year to 31 March of the reporting year. 
Author: James Waugh 7 December 2004 
Source: OZUE(2004) OZUH (2004) 
Statistics Unit, Department of Education Science and Training. 
RFI: 04-603 Dawson 
PQ: 200400076 

Education: Vocational Education and Training 
(Question No. 94) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Education, Science and Training, in writing, on 17 No-
vember 2004: 
(1) For each calendar year since 1996, how many people who reside in the postcode area (a) 3074, (b) 

3075, (c) 3076, (d) 3082, (e) 3083 (f) 3087, (g) 3088, (h) 3089, (i) 3090, (j) 3091, and (k) 3752 were 
enrolled in (i) University, and (ii) Vocational Education and Training. 

(2) For each calendar year since 1996, how many people who reside in the postcode area (a) 3074, (b) 
3075, (c) 3076, (d) 3082, (e) 3083 (f) 3087, (g) 3088, (h) 3089, (i) 3090, (j) 3091, and (k) 3752 were 
enrolled in a (i) bachelor degree, and (ii) postgraduate degree. 

Dr Nelson—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (i)  Please see Attachment A. 

(ii) The Vocational Education and Training Group is not able to answer this question because student 
information at this geographical level is not published by the National Centre for Vocational 
Education Research, the official source of information on the national vocational education and 
training data collection. 

(2) Please see Attachment B. 

ATTACHMENT A 

(1) Parliamentary Question No. 200400078 

Students, Selected Higher Education Statistics (DEST) 

Table: Student Numbers by Permanent Home Residence Postcode, Submission 1, 1996-2004. 

(Only for specific permanent home residence postcodes.) 

Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
1996 523 287 640 928 313 1,093 290 66 57 47 4,244 
1997 558 294 695 911 326 1,081 295 71 56 54 4,341 
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Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
1998 535 323 784 858 323 1,096 339 67 65 66 4,456 
1999 545 341 845 837 328 1,067 344 63 57 68 4,495 
2000 507 366 836 844 305 1,098 347 60 53 59 4,475 
2001 474 380 903 882 291 1,118 358 55 49 73 4,583 
2002 425 384 936 879 279 1,101 347 52 59 90 4,552 
2003 379 385 970 929 273 1,090 354 55 53 111 4,599 
2004 355 390 958 911 276 1,095 354 69 62 139 4,609 
Note: Submission 1 includes all students undertaking units of study in higher education courses during the 
period of 1 September of the previous year to 31 March of the reporting year. 
Author: James Waugh 7 December 2004 
Source: OZUE(1996-2004), OZUH(1996-2004) 
Statistics Unit, Department of Education Science and Training. 
RFI:  04-605 Dawson 
PQ:  200400078 
ATTACHMENT B 

(2) Parliamentary Question No. 200400078 

Students, Selected Higher Education Statistics (DEST) 

Table: Student Numbers by Broad Level of Course and Permanent Home Residence Postcode, Submis-
sion 1, 1996-2004. 

(Only for specific permanent home residence postcodes.) 

1996 
Broad Level of Course / Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
  Doctorate by Research 14 1 13 38 10 25 7 1 1 3 113 

  
Doctorate by Course-
work 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

  Master’s by Research 8 9 10 21 5 16 7 2 2 0 80 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 21 15 38 32 27 69 23 2 0 2 229 

  Other Postgraduate 31 20 63 97 24 101 30 7 6 4 383 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
74 45 124 188 66 211 67 12 9 9 805 

  Bachelor 442 237 505 724 239 865 216 54 48 36 3,366 
  Associate Degree 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Other Undergraduate 5 3 4 10 5 10 6 0 0 1 44 
Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
447 240 509 734 244 875 222 54 48 37 3410 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Non-award Courses 2 2 7 6 3 7 1 0 0 1 29 
Total 523 287 640 928 313 1,093 290 66 57 47 4,244 
   

1997 
Broad Level of Course / Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
  Doctorate by Research 14 4 10 36 10 23 5 2 4 3 111 

  
Doctorate by Course-
work 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

  Master’s by Research 8 6 13 20 4 17 5 1 4 1 79 
  Master’s by Coursework 19 11 46 36 20 60 20 2 0 1 215 
  Other Postgraduate 28 14 48 88 28 95 21 4 4 4 334 
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1997 
Broad Level of Course / Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
69 35 117 181 62 195 51 9 12 9 740 

  Bachelor 482 256 567 722 262 878 242 62 44 42 3,557 
  Associate Degree 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Other Undergraduate 3 1 2 2 1 6 1 0 0 2 18 
Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
485 257 569 724 263 884 243 62 44 44 3575 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Non-award Courses 4 2 9 6 1 2 1 0 0 1 26 

Total 558 294 695 911 326 1,081 295 71 56 54 4,341 
   

1998 
Broad Level of Course / Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
  Doctorate by Research 14 5 13 27 11 24 9 2 4 2 111 

  
Doctorate by Course-
work 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 

  Master’s by Research 4 5 15 19 6 17 4 1 1 0 72 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 18 9 42 38 16 53 16 3 3 2 200 

  Other Postgraduate 26 16 61 63 18 89 23 1 4 4 305 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
62 35 131 148 51 183 53 7 12 8 690 

  Bachelor 464 275 639 697 267 901 280 59 50 53 3,685 
  Associate Degree 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Other Undergraduate 7 8 2 7 1 5 3 0 0 4 37 
Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
471 283 641 704 268 906 283 59 50 57 3722 

  Enabling Courses 0 1 3 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5 
  Non-award Courses 2 4 9 6 3 7 3 1 3 1 39 
Total 535 323 784 858 323 1,096 339 67 65 66 4,456 
   

1999 Broad Level of Course / Year / Post-
code 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 17 9 19 30 13 28 14 1 3 2 136 

  
Doctorate by Course-
work 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2 

  Master’s by Research 6 3 15 22 8 12 6 1 1 0 74 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 21 4 44 44 20 57 17 4 2 3 216 

  Other Postgraduate 27 23 53 58 16 92 32 0 5 5 311 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
71 39 131 154 57 190 70 6 11 10 739 

  Bachelor 467 294 701 678 267 859 269 57 46 54 3,692 
  Associate Degree 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 4 
  Other Undergraduate 3 6 4 3 3 11 2 0 0 2 34 
Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
470 301 706 681 270 871 271 57 46 57 3730 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
  Non-award Courses 4 1 8 2 1 6 3 0 0 1 26 
Total 545 341 845 837 328 1,067 344 63 57 68 4,495 
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2000 Broad Level of Course / Year / Post-
code 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 15 9 16 34 14 25 11 1 4 1 130 

  
Doctorate by 
Coursework 1 0 0 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 5 

  
Master’s by Re-
search 6 2 12 17 5 13 4 1 1 0 61 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 23 16 34 44 16 59 21 3 2 2 220 

  Other Postgraduate 27 13 64 55 16 76 28 3 4 4 290 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
72 40 126 152 52 174 64 8 11 7 706 

  Bachelor 430 319 697 681 250 897 276 49 41 50 3,690 
  Associate Degree 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

  
Other Undergradu-
ate 3 6 5 6 3 20 6 1 1 1 52 

Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
433 326 702 687 253 917 282 50 42 51 3743 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 
  Non-award Courses 2 0 8 5 0 5 1 2 0 1 24 
Total 507 366 836 844 305 1,098 347 60 53 59 4,475 
   

2001 Broad Level of Course / Year / Post-
code 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 13 13 21 45 9 27 7 1 3 0 139 

  
Doctorate by 
Coursework 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 1 5 

  
Master’s by Re-
search 7 2 11 20 5 12 2 1 0 0 60 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 23 12 40 37 16 59 19 2 4 7 219 

  Other Postgraduate 25 16 67 77 17 87 38 1 2 4 334 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
69 43 139 181 48 185 66 5 9 12 757 

  Bachelor 396 325 748 685 239 917 289 49 40 59 3,747 
  Associate Degree 1 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 5 

  
Other Undergradu-
ate 3 7 7 12 3 10 2 0 0 1 45 

Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
400 335 755 697 242 928 291 49 40 60 3797 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
  Non-award Courses 5 2 8 4 1 5 1 1 0 1 28 
Total 474 380 903 882 291 1,118 358 55 49 73 4,583 
   

2002 Broad Level of Course /  
Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 14 11 24 50 8 33 9 0 5 0 154 

  
Doctorate by 
Coursework 1 0 0 2 1 2 1 0 0 1 8 
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2002 Broad Level of Course /  
Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Master’s by Re-
search 4 4 10 19 4 13 2 1 1 0 58 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 14 12 50 46 17 62 22 2 3 6 234 

  Other Postgraduate 25 21 72 76 27 86 40 2 2 7 358 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
58 48 156 193 57 196 74 5 11 14 812 

  Bachelor 364 331 767 674 222 894 267 46 48 73 3,686 
  Associate Degree 1 2 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 6 

  
Other Undergradu-
ate 1 2 6 5 0 2 1 0 0 1 18 

Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
366 335 774 680 222 897 268 46 48 74 3710 

  Enabling Courses 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 2 
  Non-award Courses 1 1 6 6 0 8 4 0 0 2 28 
Total 

425 384 936 879 279 
1,10
1 347 52 59 90 4,552 

   

2003 Broad Level of Course / Year / Post-
code 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 6 9 29 55 7 26 12 0 5 1 150 

  
Doctorate by 
Coursework 1 0 0 2 1 2 1 0 0 0 7 

  
Master’s by Re-
search 7 3 9 12 4 13 2 1 1 1 53 

  
Master’s by Course-
work 21 17 70 70 22 73 25 2 4 13 317 

  Other Postgraduate 24 20 56 76 24 85 30 2 1 8 326 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
59 49 164 215 58 199 70 5 11 23 853 

  Bachelor 315 332 793 700 211 880 279 50 42 86 3,688 
  Associate Degree 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 

  
Other Undergradu-
ate 0 0 4 4 2 2 1 0 0 1 14 

Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
316 333 798 705 213 882 280 50 42 87 3706 

  Enabling Courses 3 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 
  Non-award Courses 1 3 8 9 2 8 4 0 0 1 36 
Total 379 385 970 929 273 1,090 354 55 53 111 4,599 
   

2004 Broad Level of Course /  
Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 

  
Doctorate by Re-
search 13 10 29 56 12 41 11 1 5 4 182 

  
Doctorate by 
Coursework 1 0 0 4 1 3 1 0 0 0 10 

  
Master’s by Re-
search 5 3 6 14 3 13 3 2 0 0 49 

  
Master’s by 
Coursework 14 22 56 81 20 69 19 0 4 14 299 
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2004 Broad Level of Course /  
Year / Postcode 3075 3076 3082 3083 3087 3088 3089 3090 3091 3752 Total 
  Other Postgraduate 19 23 53 65 23 98 24 6 2 17 330 
Postgraduate 
Subtotal 

  
52 58 144 220 59 224 58 9 11 35 870 

  Bachelor 296 324 798 682 214 854 286 58 51 101 3,664 
  Associate Degree 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 

  
Other Undergradu-
ate 2 5 4 1 2 7 4 1 0 1 27 

Undergraduate 
Subtotal 

  
299 329 802 683 216 861 290 59 51 102 3692 

  Enabling Courses 3 0 3 2 0 1 2 0 0 0 11 
  Non-award Courses 1 3 9 6 1 9 4 1 0 2 36 
Total 355 390 958 911 276 1,095 354 69 62 139 4,609 
Note: Submission 1 includes all students undertaking units of study in higher education courses during the 
period of 1 September of the previous year to 31 March of the reporting year. 
Author: James Waugh 7 December 2004 
Source: OZUE(1996-2004), OZUH(1996-2004) 
Statistics Unit, Department of Education Science and Training. 
RFI:  04-605 Dawson 
PQ:  200400078 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 96) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode are (i) 

3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, 
and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 

 Payers Payees Total 
Victoria 152 011 152 809 304 820 

  

Postcode Payers Payees Total 
3074 657 654 1 311 
3075 592 653 1 245 
3076 604 752 1 356 
3082 674 920 1 594 
3083 495 558 1 053 
3087 204 246 450 
3088 480 638 1 118 
3089 206 263 469 
3090 <20 20 34 
3091 23 27 50 
3752 173 234 407 

Note: all figures as at June 2004. 

Social Welfare: Youth Allowance 
(Question No. 97) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
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(1) How many Youth Allowance recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 
3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, 
and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Youth Allowance recipients currently residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode 

area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 
3091, and (xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 97,257 
Postcode area:  
3074 640 
3075 621 
3076 459 
3082 716 
3083 642 
3087 147 
3088 429 
3089 149 
3090 Less than 20 
3091 Less than 20 
3752 120 

Note: Data source date is 19 November 2004.  

Social Welfare: Newstart Allowance 
(Question No. 98) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Newstart Allowance recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area 

(i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 
3091, and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Newstart Allowance recipients currently residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode 

area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 
3091, and (xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 113,522 
Postcode area:  
3074 797 
3075 709 
3076 443 
3082 532 
3083 422 
3087 145 
3088 325 
3089 79 
3090 Less than 20 
3091 Less than 20 
3752 111 

Note: Data source date 19 November 2004. 
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Social Welfare: Family Payments 
(Question No. 99) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Family Payment Greater than Minimum recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) 

the postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, 
(ix) 3090, (x) 3091, and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey— The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) As at 12 November 2004, the number of Family Tax Benefit Part A recipients in Victoria receiv-

ing more than the base rate is 271,270. 

(b) As at 12 November 2004, the number of recipients receiving more than the base rate for each 
postcode is shown in the following table: 

Postcode Area Family Tax Benefit Part A 
3074 1,722 
3075 1,603 
3076 1,557 
3082 2,251 
3083 1,259 
3087 445 
3088 1,126 
3089 456 
3090 46 
3091 51 
3752 623 

Note: Data source date is 12 November 2004. 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 100) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Disability Support Pension recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode 

area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 
3091, and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Disability Support Pension recipients currently residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the 

postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 
3090, (x) 3091, and (xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 168,103 
Postcode area:  
3074 1,606 
3075 1,402 
3076 792 
3082 1,027 
3083 962 
3087 290 
3088 549 
3089 148 
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3090 Less than 20 
3091 25 
3752 195 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Age Pensions 
(Question No. 101) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Age Pension recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 3074, 

(ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, and 
(xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Age Pension recipients currently residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 

3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, 
and (xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 476,599 
Postcode area:  
3074 2,836 
3075 2,792 
3076 971 
3082 1,515 
3083 2,660 
3087 968 
3088 1,997 
3089 453 
3090 57 
3091 77 
3752 378 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Parenting Payments 
(Question No. 102) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Parenting Payment Single recipients currently reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode 

area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 
3091, and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Parenting Payment Single recipients currently residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the 

postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 
3090, (x) 3091, and (xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 100,920 
Postcode area:  
3074 537 
3075 520 
3076 573 
3082 651 
3083 426 
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3087 184 
3088 401 
3089 161 
3090 Less than 20 
3091 Less than 20 
3752 184 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004 

Social Welfare: Health Care Card 
(Question No. 103) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many Health Care Card holders reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 

3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, and (xi) 
3752. 

 (2) How many Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit or 
equivalent payment, reside in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, 
(iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091 and (xi) 3752. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Health Care Card holders residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 3074, 

(ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091, and 
(xi) 3752 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 375,685 
Postcode area:  
3074 2,738 
3075 2,307 
3076 1,733 
3082 2,533 
3083 1,936 
3087 568 
3088 1,473 
3089 516 
3090 63 
3091 73 
3752 567 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

(2) The number of Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit 
or equivalent payment, residing in (a) Victoria, and (b) the postcode area (i) 3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 
3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091 and (xi) 3752 is 
shown in the following table: 

Victoria 63,218 
Postcode area:  
3074 361 
3075 266 
3076 240 
3082 451 
3083 442 
3087 132 
3088 395 
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3089 152 
3090 23 
3091 24 
3752 86 

Note1: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Note 2: The categories of people who receive Health Care Cards are people on low incomes, foster 
children, certain disabled children, and former long-term unemployed income support recipients who 
have obtained employment (such customers can retain their card for six (6) months after entering 
employment, to ease the transition from welfare to work). 

Note 3: The data is based on the number of cards issued that remain current and have not yet reached 
their expiry date. Due to recent system enhancements, these data no longer include cancelled cards, 
and are therefore a more accurate reflection of actual Health Care Card numbers than data provided 
prior to 1 July 2004. 

Health: General Practitioners 
(Question No. 124) 

Mr Jenkins asked the Minister for Health and Ageing, in writing, on 16 November 2004: 
(1) For each year since 2002, how many (a) general practitioners, (b) other Medicare providers, and (c) 

specialists were there in (i) the electoral division of Scullin, (ii) Melbourne, (iii) Victoria, and (iv) 
Australia. 

(2) For each year since 2002, what was the ratio per 1000 head of population of (a) general practitioners, 
(b) other Medicare providers, and (c) specialists in (i) the electoral division of Scullin, (ii) Mel-
bourne, (iii) Victoria, and (iv) Australia. 

(3) For each year since 2002, how many (a) general practitioners, (b) other Medicare providers, and (c) 
specialists were there in the local government area of the (i) City of Whittlesea, (ii) City of Banyule, 
(iii) Shire of Nillumbik, and (iv) City of Darebin. 

(4) For each year since 2002, what was the ratio per 1000 head of population of (a) general practitioners, 
(b) other Medicare providers, and (c) specialists in the local government areas of (i) City of Whittle-
sea, (ii) City of Banyule, (iii) Shire of Nillumbik and (iv) City of Darebin. 

Mr Abbott—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) (b) and (c) (i) (ii) (iii) (iv) Medicare Provider workforce statistics are compiled on a Financial 

Year basis and are derived on the basis of servicing provider postcode. The numbers of General Prac-
titioners and Specialists who practiced in the electoral division of Scullin, Melbourne, the state of 
Victoria, and Australia were as follows. 

Number of Medicare Providers in the Federal Electorate of Scullin 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 115 119 123 
Specialists 102 102 106 
Total 217 221 229 

  

Number of Medicare Providers in Melbourne 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 4,370 4,325 4,306 
Specialists 5,174 5,346 5,545 
Total 9,544 9,671 9,851 
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Number of Medicare providers in the state of Victoria 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 5,887 5,878 5,881 
Specialists 6,167 6,369 6,613 
Total 12,054 12,247 12,494 

  

Number of Medicare providers in Australia 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 24,307 24,260 24,323 
Specialists 23,381 24,111 24,984 
Total 47,688 48,371 49,307 

 It should be noted that the simple headcounts given above do not account for differences in the num-
ber of services claimed and will include a high proportion of casual and part-time practitioners. 
Therefore they will not accurately represent the supply of doctors. 

 A more accurate statistic is the Full-Time Equivalent, which is a standardised measure to estimate the 
number of full-time doctors which adjusts for the partial contribution of casual and part-time doctors. 
The numbers of Full-Time Equivalent (FTE) General Practitioners and Specialists who practiced in 
the electoral division of Scullin, Melbourne, the state of Victoria, and Australia were as follows. 

Full-Time Equivalent number of Medicare Providers in the Federal Electorate of Scullin 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 90 90 87 
Specialists 48 51 53 
Total 138 141 140 

  

Full-Time Equivalent number of Medicare Providers in Melbourne 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 2,624 2,619 2,585 
Specialists 2,484 2,565 2,616 
Total 5,108 5,184 5,201 

  

Full-Time Equivalent number of Medicare providers in the state of Victoria 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 3,527 3,538 3,533 
Specialists 3,019 3,123 3,193 
Total 6,545 6,661 6,725 

  

Full-Time Equivalent number of Medicare providers in Australia 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 14,119 14,166 14,246 
Specialists 11,565 11,932 12,260 
Total 25,684 26,098 26,505 

(2) (a) (b) and (c) (i) (ii) (iii) (iv) The measure used by the department is the ratio of population to Full-
Time Equivalent Practitioners. 

 The ratios for the Scullin electorate, Melbourne, Victoria and Australia are as follows. 

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in the Federal Electorate of Scullin 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,435 : 1 1,439 : 1 1,493 : 1 
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Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in the Federal Electorate of Scullin 
Specialists 2,692 : 1 2,546 : 1 2,476 : 1 

  

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in Melbourne 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,339 : 1 1,358 : 1 1,376 : 1 
Specialists 1,414 : 1 1,386 : 1 1,359 : 1 

  

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in Victoria 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,377 : 1 1,388 : 1 1,408 : 1 
Specialists 1,609 : 1 1,573 : 1 1,558 : 1 

  

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in Australia 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,391 : 1 1,403 : 1 1,412 : 1 
Specialists 1,698 : 1 1,666 : 1 1,640 : 1 

(3) (a) (b) and (c) (i) (ii) (iii) (iv) It is not possible to provide Medicare statistics for the nominated local 
government areas at the present time. Medicare statistics are captured at the practitioners’ practice 
postcode level and it is necessary to use concordances to apportion the statistics to other regions. 
While these concordances are reliable for allocating postcode level data to Federal electorates, alloca-
tion to smaller regions such as local government areas is not sufficiently reliable 

(4) (a) (b) and (c) (i) (ii) (iii) (iv) It is not possible to provide Medicare statistics for the nominated local 
government areas at the present time. Medicare statistics are captured at the practitioners’ practice 
postcode level and it is necessary to use concordances to apportion the statistics to other regions. 
While these concordances are reliable for allocating postcode level data to Federal electorates, alloca-
tion to smaller regions such as local government areas is not sufficiently reliable. 

 Statistical Notes 

 These statistics relate to all providers of at least one service on a “fee-for-service” basis and for 
which Medicare benefits were processed by the Health Insurance Commission in the years in ques-
tion. Excluded are details of services to public patients in hospital, to Department of Veterans’ Affairs 
patients and some compensation cases. 

 The simple headcounts given above do not account for differences in the number of services claimed 
and will include a high proportion of casual and part-time practitioners. Therefore it will not accu-
rately represent the supply of doctors. 

 It is for this reason that “Full-Time Equivalent” (FTE) practitioner is the statistic used in the popula-
tion ratios given above. FTE is a standardised measure to estimate the number of full-time doctors 
which adjusts for the partial contribution of casual and part-time doctors. FTE is calculated by divid-
ing each doctor’s Medicare billing by the average billing of full-time doctors for the reference period. 
Where the doctor’s Medicare billing is greater than or equal to the mean billing of full-time doctors, 
then the FTE is capped at one. 

 In general terms, practitioners with at least 50% of Schedule fee income from non-referred (GP) at-
tendances in the June quarter of the years in question were considered to be General Practitioners. All 
other practitioners, including optometrists and some dentists who provided services under Medicare, 
were categorised as “Specialists.” 

 These statistics were compiled from Medicare data on the basis of servicing provider postcode. In 
compiling statistics for Federal electoral division boundaries, statistics by servicing provider post-
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code were mapped to electorate according to the proportion of the population of each postcode in 
each Federal electoral division. 

 State-level statistics were compiled by allocating each postcode to a single state only. National statis-
tics are the aggregate of all providers. 

 The electorate populations used in Population to FTE ratios were supplied as a special order by the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics. The Melbourne, state and national populations used were obtained 
from the Australian Bureau of Statistics’ June 2004 “Australian Demographic Statistics” cat no. 
3101.0. 

 The Melbourne population for 2002-03 was repeated in the ratio of population to Full-Time Equiva-
lent Practitioners for 2003-04 as no later figure has been published. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 135) 

Mr Price asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 17 November 2004: 
(1) How many (a) male, and (b) female clients of the Child Support Agency (CSA) in the electoral divi-

sions of (i) Lindsay, (ii) Prospect, (iii) Greenway, (iv) Mitchell, (v) Parramatta, (vi) Fowler, (vii) 
Hughes, (viii) Reid, (ix) Macquarie, (x) Macarthur, and (xi) Werriwa receive a Child Support Liabil-
ity. 

(2) How many (a) male, and (b) female clients of the CSA in the electoral divisions of (i) Lindsay, (ii) 
Prospect, (iii) Greenway, (iv) Mitchell, (v) Parramatta, (vi) Fowler, (vii) Hughes, (viii) Reid, (ix) 
Macquarie, (x) Macarthur, and (xi) Werriwa receive a Child Support Payment. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
Only payers with postcodes have been allocated to electorates. Furthermore some payees have postcodes 
which are not included in the list of postcodes assigned to electorates supplied by the Parliamentary Li-
brary. This list does not include mail centres. 

CSA does not have reliable gender data available. Instead, payers and payees are offered as an alternative. 
Approximately 89% of payers are male and approximately 89% of payees are female. 

Electorate Payers Payees Total 
Lindsay 4 331 4 806 9 137 
Prospect 3 826 3 833 7 659 
Greenway 4 027 4 140 8 167 
Mitchell 1 756 1 810 3 566 
Parramatta 3 196 2 988 6 184 
Fowler 4 754 4 650 9 404 
Hughes 2 360 2 742 5 102 
Reid 3 931 3 376 7 307 
Macquarie 3 664 4 145 7 809 
Macarthur 4 738 5 780 10 518 
Werriwa 5 000 5 364 10 364 

 

Social Welfare: Pension Bonus 
(Question No. 181) 

Mr Kelvin Thomson asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 29 November 
2004: 
(1) How many people have taken up the Government’s Pension Bonus Scheme in (a) Australia, and (b) 

in the postcode are (i) 3130, (ii) 3131, (iii) 3132, (iv) 3133, (v) 3134, (vi) 3151, and (vii) 3136. 
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(2) How many people have been excluded from the scheme after it commenced due to lack of continuity. 

(3) How does the performance of the scheme compare to original targets. 

(4) How many representations has he received from Commonwealth Members of Parliament about the 
Pension Bonus Scheme since its inception. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of people that have taken up the Government’s Pension Bonus Scheme in (a) Australia, 

and (b) in the postcode area (i) 3130, (ii) 3131, (iii) 3132, (iv) 3133, (v) 3134, (vi) 3151, and (vii) 
3136 is shown in the following table: 

Australia 80,713 
Postcode area:  
3130 184 
3131 162 
3132 75 
3133 173 
3134 193 
3151 80 
3136 255 

Note: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

(2) The number of people who have been excluded from receiving the Pension Bonus is 2,522 (as at 15 
December 2004). Reasons for exclusion include: 

- not residentially qualified, 

- not age qualified, 

- no pension payable, 

- failed the work test. 

 Centrelink is generally able to backdate registrations where the customer states they were unaware of 
the Pension Bonus Scheme or the requirement to register. 

(3) Take-up of the scheme has been lower than originally forecast in the 1997-98 Budget. However, the 
take-up of the scheme is substantial – almost one-fifth of people of age pension age who are working 
are registered in the scheme. A further one-third receive Age Pension and concessions while they 
work. 

 The take-up has been affected by changes made to the social security system since the scheme com-
menced. As part of the Government’s tax reform package, the social security income test taper rate 
has been reduced from 50 per cent to 40 per cent since July 2000, and the rate of pension has in-
creased through a one-off adjustment over and above the usual indexation arrangements for the same 
period. These changes have made it relatively more attractive for people of Age Pension age who are 
working to claim a part pension and pensioner concessions while they work. 

(4) Minister Hockey has received four (4) representations in relation to the Pension Bonus Scheme since 
his appointment as Minister for Human Services. However, since inception of the Pension Bonus 
Scheme, Centrelink has received 149 representations from Commonwealth Members of Parliament. 
Since 11 December 2002 the Department of Family and Community Services has received 186 repre-
sentations of which 75 were received from Commonwealth Members of Parliament. Department of 
Family and Community Services data prior to 11 December 2002 has been archived and is not avail-
able. 
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Child Support Agency: Payments 
(Question No. 192) 

Ms Hoare asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 29 November 2004: 
(1) Is he aware that the Child Support Agency allows paying parents to inform it of a change of income 

and circumstances by telephone and that this may result in a change to the paying parent’s liability. 

(2) Is he also aware that should the receiving parent object to a change in assessment that has resulted 
from information received orally, that parent must object in writing. 

(3) Will he address this inconsistency of approach to paying and receiving parents. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) CSA accepts most information and advice over the telephone from either parent. 

 This includes the original application for an assessment of child support, as well as any changes in 
circumstances that either parent advises CSA about. Accepting information over the telephone is the 
most effective and efficient way to deliver child support services to parents, and is the least onerous 
for parents. 

(2) Either parent must object in writing if they wish to challenge a CSA decision. This is a legislative 
requirement. 

 However, the Child Support Legislation Amendment Bill 2004 that was introduced into Parliament 
on 8 December 2004, contains an amendment that would remove the requirement for this to be in 
writing. It would enable CSA to accept objections by telephone. 

(3) There is no inconsistency. The process for providing verbal information and for objecting in writing 
is the same for both parents. The amendment in the Child Support Legislation Amendment Bill 2004 
removing the requirement for objections to be in writing would assist all parents. 

Child Support Agency: Payments 
(Question No. 193) 

Ms Hoare asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 29 November 2004: 
(1) Is he aware that the Child Support Agency from time to time receives information from paying par-

ents’ employers about termination and other changes to employment that would affect the paying 
parent’s income. 

(2) Following receipt of this information, does the Child Support Agency routinely contact paying par-
ents to remind than of their obligations to formally inform the Agency of a change in their circum-
stances; if not, will he direct the Child Support Agency to contact paying parents on each occasion 
such information from employers is received 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) Yes. 

(2) The Child Support Agency (CSA) routinely reminds parents of their obligations to inform the Agency 
of changes in circumstances which affect their child support entitlement or liability. This information 
is included in the Child Support Handbook provided to all new clients and included on a flyer which 
is sent out with statements of account. The CSA website also reminds parents that they should inform 
the Agency of changes in their circumstances. Client Service Officers also reinforce this message 
when talking to parents. Where CSA becomes aware of a change in circumstances which may change 
the amount of child support payable, the CSA contacts the parents and works with them to ensure that 
the child support assessment is correct and that every appropriate option for both parents has been 
explored. 
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Health: General Practitioners 
(Question No. 212) 

Mr Gavan O’Connor asked the Minister for Health and Ageing, in writing, on 29 Novem-
ber 2004: 
(1) For each year since 2000, how many (a) general practitioners, (b) other Medicare providers, and (c) 

specialists were practising in the electoral division of Corio. 

(2) For each year since 2000, what was the ratio of (a) general practitioners, (b) other Medicare provid-
ers, and (c) specialists per 1000 head of population ratio for (i) Australia, (ii) Victoria, and (iii) the 
electoral division of Corio. 

Mr Abbott—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) (b) and (c) Medicare Provider workforce statistics are compiled on a Financial Year basis and are 

derived on the basis of servicing provider postcode. The numbers of General Practitioners and Spe-
cialists who practiced in the electoral division of Corio were as follows: 

Number of Medicare Providers in the Federal Electorate of Corio 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 149 159 159 
Specialists 241 253 261 
Total 391 412 420 

It should be noted that the simple headcounts given above do not account for differences in the num-
ber of services claimed and will include a high proportion of casual and part-time practitioners. 
Therefore they do not accurately represent the supply of doctors. 

A more accurate statistic is the Full-Time Equivalent, which is a standardised measure to estimate the 
number of full-time doctors which adjusts for the partial contribution of casual and part-time doctors. 
The Full-Time Equivalent numbers of General Practitioners and Specialists who practiced in the elec-
toral division of Corio were as follows: 

Full-Time Equivalent number of Medicare Providers in the Federal 
Electorate of Corio 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 89 90 93 
Specialists 134 137 145 
Total 222 227 238 

(2) (a) (b) and (c) (i) (ii) (iii) The measure used by the department is the ratio of population to Full-Time 
Equivalent (FTE) General Practitioners. 

The ratios for Australia, Victoria and the Corio electorate are as follows. 

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in Australia 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,391 : 1 1,403 : 1 1,412 : 1 
Specialists 1,698 : 1 1,666 : 1 1,640 : 1 

  

Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in Victoria 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,377 : 1 1,388 : 1 1,408 : 1 
Specialists 1,609 : 1 1,573 : 1 1,558 : 1 
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Ratio of population to Full-Time Equivalent providers in the Fed-
eral Electorate of Corio 
Type of Provider 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04 
General Practitioners 1,431 : 1 1,415 : 1 1,383 : 1 
Specialists 947 : 1 933 : 1 889 : 1 

Statistical Notes 

These statistics relate to all providers of at least one service on a “fee-for-service” basis and for 
which Medicare benefits were processed by the Health Insurance Commission in the years in ques-
tion. Excluded are details of services to public patients in hospital, to Department of Veterans’ Affairs 
patients and some compensation cases. 

The simple headcounts given above do not account for differences in the number of services claimed 
and will include a high proportion of casual and part-time practitioners. Therefore it will not accu-
rately represent the supply of doctors. 

It is for this reason that “Full-Time Equivalent” (FTE) practitioner is the statistic used in the popula-
tion ratios given above. FTE is a standardised measure to estimate the number of full-time doctors 
which adjusts for the partial contribution of casual and part-time doctors. FTE is calculated by divid-
ing each doctor’s Medicare billing by the average billing of full-time doctors for the reference period. 
Where the doctor’s Medicare billing is greater than or equal to the mean billing of full-time doctors, 
then the FTE is capped at one. 

In general terms, practitioners with at least 50% of Schedule fee income from non-referred (GP) at-
tendances in the June quarter of the years in question were considered to be General Practitioners. All 
other practitioners, including optometrists and some dentists who provided services under Medicare, 
were categorised as “Specialists.” 

These statistics were compiled from Medicare data on the basis of servicing provider postcode. In 
compiling statistics for Federal electoral division boundaries, statistics by servicing provider post-
code were mapped to electorate according to the proportion of the population of each postcode in 
each Federal electoral division. 

State-level statistics were compiled by allocating each postcode to a single state only. National statis-
tics are the aggregate of all providers. 

The electorate populations used in Population to FTE ratios were supplied as a special order by the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics. The state and national populations used were obtained from the Aus-
tralian Bureau of Statistics’ June 2004 “Australian Demographic Statistics” cat no. 3101.0. 

Education: Literacy Levels 
(Question No. 223) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Education, Science and Training, in writing, on 30 No-
vember 2004: 
(1) What evidence is there to justify his recent statements that claim poor literacy levels among Austra-

lian school children. 

(2) Where is Australia placed on the most recent OECD comparison on national literacy levels. 

(3) Where is Australia placed on the most recent comparative statistics on national literacy levels. 

Dr Nelson—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) Results from the 2001 National Report on Schooling in Australia show that for reading 10% of Year 3 

students and 10% of Year 5 students failed to achieve the national reading benchmark.   

 Some groups of students had even greater difficulty achieving reading benchmarks.  For example, 
12% of boys in Year 3 and 12% of boys in Year 5 failed to achieve the national reading benchmarks.  
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Literacy levels among Indigenous students are cause for real concern with only 72% in Year 3 and 
67% in Year 5 achieving the national reading benchmarks. 

 The Australian Government has enshrined in legislation the target that all Year 3 children should 
achieve benchmark standards in reading from 2001 on, recognising that the benchmarks represent 
minimum levels of achievement required to enable students to progress their schooling.  Under the 
proposed arrangements for the new quadrennial funding agreement for 2005-2008, education authori-
ties will be required to make additional commitments so that all children in Year 5 and Year 7 are ex-
pected to achieve the relevant reading benchmarks with the same proviso recognising that a very 
small percentage of students have severe educational disabilities and may not achieve the benchmark 
standards.  As a condition of funding, all education authorities are required to commit to achieving 
performance targets in the legislation.   

(2) Results from the OECD Programme for International Student Assessment (PISA) in 2003 for 15 
year-olds in the 41 countries that participated indicate that Australia had the fourth highest mean 
score for reading literacy.  The OECD has estimated that Australia ranks between 3rd and 5th among 
OECD countries and between 3rd and 6th among all participating countries. 

 Despite our high performance overall, the results also show that there are still too many Australian 
students performing at the lowest levels measured by PISA.  In reading, more than one in ten of our 
students achieved only at the two lowest levels of proficiency. As PISA reported, these students are 
“at risk of not acquiring essential life skills, partly because they do not have the foundation of literacy 
skills needed for continued learning and extending their knowledge horizon”.   

 Boys’ reading achievement is significantly lower than that for girls, as occurs in all OECD countries.  
There was a large performance difference in reading literacy achievement between Indigenous stu-
dents and non-Indigenous students with 38% of Indigenous students performing at Level 1 or Below 
Level 1.   

(3) The final report of the latest available International Adult Literacy Survey (OECD Statistics Canada 
2000) shows that Australia places around 10th in comparative distributions prepared by the OECD of 
the literacy levels of 22 countries.  Australia is ranked behind Canada and ahead of UK, US and New 
Zealand.   

Brand Electorate: Child-Care Centres 
(Question No. 228) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Ser-
vices, in writing, on 30 November 2004: 
(1) How many (a) community-based, and (b) private childcare centres are located in the electoral divi-

sion of Brand. 

(2) What is the name and address of each centre. 

(3) In respect of each centre, what sum did the Commonwealth provide for the financial year (a) 2000-
2001, (b) 2001-2002, (c) 2002-2003, and (d) 2003-2004 and from which programs was the funding 
provided. 

(4) How many children in the electoral division of Brand were catered for in (a) community-based, and 
(b) private childcare centres. 

(5) How many children in the electoral division of Brand are (a) under two years of age, and (b) under 
two years of age and enrolled in (i) community based, and (ii) private child care centres. 

(6) How many Commonwealth funded places for (a) Before School Care, (b) After School Care, and (c) 
Vacation care are there in the electoral division of Brand. 

(7) Which organisations in the electorate of Brand coordinate the provision of these services. 
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Mr Hockey—The Minister for Family and Community Services has provided the following 
answer to the honourable member’s question: 
(1) (a) (b) In September 2004, there were 56 Australian Government funded child care services in the 

electoral division of Brand. Of these, 23 were community services and 33 were private services. 

(2) The name and address of child care services in the electorate of Brand is as follows: 

Name Address Suburb Postcode 
ABC DEVELOPMENTAL LEARNING 
CENTRE - GREENFIELDS 1 - 3 CAMBRIDGE DR GREENFIELDS 6210 
ABC DEVELOPMENTAL LEARNING 
CENTRE - PORT KENNEDY 40 TREVINO DR 

PORT 
KENNEDY 6172 

ABC DEVELOPMENTAL LEARNING 
CENTRE - WARNBRO 26 OKEHAMPTON RD WARNBRO 6169 
ABC DEVELOPMENTAL LEARNING 
CENTRE -BALDIVIS 276 EIGHTY RD BALDIVIS 6171 
ADVENTURE ZONE (Vacation Care) HACKETT ST MANDURAH 6210 
ADVENTURE ZONE COMBINED 
OSHC HACKETT RD MANDURAH 6210 
COSY CORNER NURSERY AND 
CHILD CARE CENTRE 30 HACKETT ST MANDURAH 6210 
GRAHAM’S CHILD CARE CENTRE 125 THE AVE WARNBRO 6169 
GREENACRES CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 104 TUCKEY ST MANDURAH 6210 
JACK AND JILL CHILDCARE 4 ALDGATE ST MANDURAH 6210 
JUNIOR JUNCTION PARMELIA 
CHILD CARE CENTRE 141 - 143 MEARES AV PARMELIA 6167 
JUNIOR JUNCTION WAIKIKI 2 BROADBEACH PL WAIKIKI 6169 
KIDS COVE CHILD CARE 17 FRASER ENT GREENFIELDS 6210 
KWINANA AFTER SCHOOL CARE 
CENTRE 2 BUDDEN WAY MEDINA 6167 
KWINANA BEFORE SCHOOL 
CENTRE 2 BUDDEN WAY MEDINA 6167 
KWINANA CHILD CARE CENTRE LOT 105 PEEL CRT KWINANA 6167 
KWINANA OSHC VAC CARE 2 BUDDEN WAY MEDINA 6167 
KWINANA REC/LEISURE CTR VAC 
CARE 

CNR GILMORE & 
CHISHAM AVE KWINANA 6167 

LITTLE BANDITS 25 PACE RD MEDINA 6167 
LIVING WATERS LUTHERAN 
COMBINED OSHC 176 CURRIE ST WARNBRO 6169 
LIVING WATERS LUTHERAN 
VACATION CARE 176 CURRIE ST WARNBRO 6169 
MAGIC RAINBOW CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 26 WANLISS ST ROCKINGHAM 6168 
MEADOW SPRINGS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

CNR OAKMONT AVE 
& LA GRANGE PL 

MEADOW 
SPRINGS 6210 

MULBERRY TREE CHILD CARE 6 ENGLISH RETREAT LEDA 6170 
NIPPERS SHOALWATER CHILD 
CARE CENTRE 1 WAIMEA RD SAFETY BAY 6169 
NIPPERS ST CLAIR CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 49 CHELMSFORD AVE 

PORT 
KENNEDY 6172 
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Name Address Suburb Postcode 
NIPPERS VACATION CARE 1 MORETON CRES WARNBRO 6169 
PORT KENNEDY AFTER SCHOOL 
CARE ENDEAVOUR DR 

PORT 
KENNEDY 6172 

PORT KENNEDY CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 20 ENDEAVOUR DR 

PORT 
KENNEDY 6172 

RAINBOW HOLIDAY CARE 
CNR ATKINSON RD & 
MEDINA AVE MEDINA 6167 

ROCKINGHAM AFTER SCHOOL 
SERVICE 36 RAND AVE WAIKIKI 6169 
ROCKINGHAM BEFORE SCHOOL 
CARE CENTRE 36 RAND AVE WAIKIKI 6169 
ROCKINGHAM CARE FOR KIDS 41 COUNCIL AVE ROCKINGHAM 6168 
ROCKINGHAM CITY CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 1 SEPIA CRT ROCKINGHAM 6168 
ROCKINGHAM EARLY LEARNING 
AND CHILD CARE CENTRE SIMPSON AVE ROCKINGHAM 6168 
ROCKINGHAM OCCASIONAL CHILD 
CARE CENTRE 1 SEPIA CRT ROCKINGHAM 6168 
SECRET HARBOUR CHILD CARE 
CENTRE OASIS DR 

SECRET 
HARBOUR 6173 

SINGLETON EARLY LEARNING 
CENTRE 39 CAVENDER ST SINGLETON 6175 
STAR OF THE SEA COMBINED OSHC 2 TOWNSEND RD ROCKINGHAM 6168 
STAR OF THE SEA OUT OF SCHOOL 
CARE-(Vacation Care) 2 TOWNSEND RD ROCKINGHAM 6168 
SUNSHINE CHILD CARE CENTRE 139 SAFETY BAY RD SHOALWATER 6169 

TINY TOTS CHILD CARE CENTRE 
CNR READ & GREEN 
ST ROCKINGHAM 6168 

TOWN OF KWINANA IN HOME 
CARE F.D.C.  26 BOLTON WAY ORELIA 6167 
TOWN OF KWINANA FAMILY DAY 
CARE SCHEME 26 BOLTON WAY ORELIA 6167 
TRANBY COLLEGE AFTER SCHOOL 
CARE TRANBY DRIVE BALDIVIS 6171 
TRANBY COLLEGE BEFORE 
SCHOOL CARE TRANBY DRIVE BALDIVIS 6171 
TRANBY COLLEGE CHILDCARE 
CENTRE TRANBY DRIVE BALDIVIS 6171 
TRANBY COLLEGE VACATION 
CARE TRANBY DRIVE BALDIVIS 6171 
WAIKIKI PARKLANDS CHILDCARE 
CENTRE 157 WILMOTT DR COOLOONGUP 6168 
WAIKIKI PLAYSCHOOL 1 NORRING ST COOLOONGUP 6168 
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME 

LIBRARY RD OFF 
THIRD AVE MANDURAH 6210 

WARNBRO GARDENS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 5 MINILYA LOOP WARNBRO 6169 
WARNBRO VACATION CARE OKEHAMPTON RD WARNBRO 6169 
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Name Address Suburb Postcode 
WOMBAT WALLOW CHILD CARE 
CENTRE - MEDINA 8 ATKINSON RD MEDINA 6167 
WOODBRIDGE CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

81 - 83 CUTHBERTSON 
DR COOLOONGUP 6168 

WORLD OF KIDS EARLY LEARNING 
CENTRE 17 WANJEEP ST COODANUP 6210 

Source: Centrelink Administrative Data as at 27-9-04, FaCS WA state Office data. 

(3) (a) This information is not readily available. (b) (c) (d) The amount and type of Australian Govern-
ment funding received by child care services in the electoral division of Brand for the financial years 
2001-02, 2002-03 and 2003-04 is listed in the table below. 

Financial year 
Service name Funding type 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 
ABC DEVELOPMENTAL LEARNING 
CENTRE - GREENFIELDS SNSS   $585.00 $2,845.90 
ADVENTURE ZONE AFTER SCHOOL SU   $606.00   
ADVENTURE ZONE AFTER SCHO(1) 
How many (a) community-based, and (b) 
private childcare centres are located in 
the electoral division of Brand. 
(2) What is the name and address of each 
centre. 
(3) In respect of each centre, what sum 
did the Commonwealth provide for the 
financial year (a) 2000-2001, (b) 2001-
2002, (c) 2002-2003, and (d) 2003-2004 
and from which programs was the fund-
ing provided. 
(4) How many children in the electoral 
division of Brand were catered for in (a) 
community-based, and (b) private child-
care centres. 
(5) How many children in the electoral 
division of Brand are (a) under two years 
of age, and (b) under two years of age 
and enrolled in (i) community based, and 
(ii) private child care centres. 
(6) How many Commonwealth funded 
places for (a) Before School Care, (b) 
After School Care, and (c) Vacation care 
are there in the electoral division of 
Brand. 
(7) Which organisations in the electorate 
of Brand coordinate the provision of 
these services. 
OL EquG   $1,810.00   
ADVENTURE ZONE AFTER SCHOOL EG   $9,000.00 $9,180.00 
ADVENTURE ZONE BEFORE 
SCHOOL EG   $6,000.00 $6,120.00 
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Financial year 
Service name Funding type 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 
ADVENTURE ZONE BEFORE 
SCHOOL EquG   $1,245.00   
ADVENTURE ZONE BEFORE 
SCHOOL SU   $416.00   
COSY CORNER NURSERY SCHOOL 
& CHILD CARE CENTRE  SNSS   $9,223.50 $9,261.00 
GREENACRES CHILD CARE 
CENTRE SNSS   $5,460.00 $1,007.50 
JACK AND JILL CHILD CARE 
CENTRE  SNSS   $6,032.00 $1,170.00 
JUNIOR JUNCTION WAIKIKI SNSS   $5,694.00   
KIDS COVE CHILD CARE CENTRE SNSS   $2,535.00   
KWINANA FAMILY ACTIVITY 
GROUP SPP $28,631.00 $29,867.00 $30,225.00 
KWINANA FAMILY DAY CARE 
RESOURCE WORKER SS $27,202.00 $27,909.00 $28,244.00 
LITTLE BANDITS SNSS     $5,707.00 
LITTLE RASCALS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE - LEDA SNSS     $1,098.50 
MEADOW SPRINGS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE - MANDURAH SNSS     $195.00 
NIPPERS SHOALWATER CHILD 
CARE CENTRE  SNSS     $5,149.00 
PORT KENNEDY AFTER SCHOOL 
CARE EG   $4,500.00   
PORT KENNEDY CHILD CARE 
CENTRE  SNSS   $845.00 $975.00 
ROCKINGHAM CITY CHILD CARE 
CENTRE  MCU     $4,868.50 
ROCKINGHAM OCCASIONAL CHILD 
CARE CENTRE  OS $34,362.00 $37,824.00 $36,488.00 
SINGLETON EARLY LEARNING 
CENTRE SNSS   $14,930.50 $2,548.00 
STAR OF THE SEA OUT OF SCHOOL 
CARE (AS) SNSS   $1,277.25   
STAR OF THE SEA OUT OF SCHOOL 
CARE VC SNSS   $4,147.00 $6,399.00 
TOWN OF KWINANA FAMILY DAY 
CARE SCHEME OS $332,192.00 $344,240.00 $374,850.00 
TOWN OF KWINANA FAMILY DAY 
CARE SCHEME DSUPS $6,000.00 $18,933.00 $23,897.00 
TOWN OF KWINANA IN-HOME 
CARE OS $5,018.00   $19,939.00 
TOWN OF KWINANA IN-HOME 
CARE DSUPS     $3,469.00 
TRANBY COLLEGE CHILDCARE 
CENTRE SNSS     $5,330.00 
WAIKIKI PARKLANDS CHILD CARE SNSS   $4,940.00 $3,705.00 
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Financial year 
Service name Funding type 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 
CENTRE 
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  OS $187,274.00 $197,699.00 $203,110.00 
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  DSUPS $9,360.00 $5,000.00 $7,000.00 
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  RTAG $4,654.00 $7,511.00 $1,311.00 
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  EG $589.00     
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  EquG $1,314.00     
WANSLEA FAMILY SERVICES PEEL 
FAMILY DAY CARE SCHEME  SU $366.00     
WARNBRO COMMUNITY Y 
VACATION CARE SNSS     $4,598.85 
WARNBRO GARDENS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE  SNSS     $468.00 
WOMBAT WALLOW CHILD CARE 
CENTRE - MEDINA SNSS     $6,305.00 
OS: operational subsidy; SNSS: Special Needs Subsidy Scheme, EG: Establishment Grant; BGA 
Block grant assistance, SU: Set Up Assistance Grant, EquG: Equipment Grant, DAS: Disadvantaged 
Area Subsidy, SPP: Bill 2 Special Purpose Payment, SS: Special Services, MCU: Minor Capital Up-
grade, DSUPS: Disabled Supplementary Services Payment, RTAG: Regional Travel Assistance 
Grant. 

Source: FaCS WA State Office data. 

(4) (a) (b) The number of children using services approved for Child Care Benefit in the electorate of 
Brand during the 2003-04 financial year is as follows: 

Sector Children (all ages) 
COMMUNITY 3,449 
PRIVATE 5,194 
TOTAL (a) 8,023 
(a) The sum of components may not add to total as children may have used services in more than 

one sector. 

Source: Centrelink Administrative Data as at 01-10-04. 

Notes: 1. Includes Long Day Care, Family Day Care, In-Home Care, Outside School Hours Care, 
Occasional Care, Vacation Care and Multifunctional Children’s services approved for Child Care 
Benefit. 2. State and service type weighted data 

(5) (a) It is estimated that at 30 June 2003, 3,301 children aged under 2 years resided in the electorate of 
Brand. (b) (i) (ii) The number of children aged less than two years using services approved for Child 
Care Benefit in the electorate of Brand during the 2003-04 financial year is as follows:  

Sector Children (less than 2 years of age) 
COMMUNITY 655 
PRIVATE 1,226 
TOTAL (a) 1,779 
(a) The sum of components may not add to total as children may have used services in more than 

one sector. 
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Source: Centrelink Administrative Data as at 01-10-04. 

Notes: 1. Includes Long Day Care, Family Day Care, In-Home Care, Outside School Hours Care, 
Occasional Care, Vacation Care and Multifunctional Children’s services approved for Child Care 
Benefit. 2. State and service type weighted data 

(6) (a) (b) (c) Since 2001, Centrelink has been combining co-located and co-managed After School and 
Before School Hours Care services as a single administered Outside School Hours Care service. 

 The number of approved places for Outside School Hours Care in the electorate of Brand as at Sep-
tember 2004 was 406, the number of approved places for Vacation Care was 449. 

(7) In September 2004, organisations which operated Outside School Hours Care services within the 
electorate of Brand are as follows: 

Operator 
CITY OF ROCKINGHAM 
DUMBRECK HOLDINGS PTY LTD ATF MOLLOY FAMILY TRUST 
JOLLY KIDS PTY LTD 
KWINANA OUT OF SCHOOL CARE CENTRE INC 
KWINANA PARISH MISSION SERVICES 
LUTHERAN CHUCH OF AUSTRALIA WA DISTRICT INC 
PL & TL DUNNING T/AS ADVENTURE ZONE 
STAR OF THE SEA OUT OF SCHOOL CARE CENTRE INC 
TOWN OF KWINANA 
TRANBY COLLEGE 
YMCA OF PERTH 

 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 229) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 30 November 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients currently reside in (a) Western Australia, (b) the electoral 

division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 6170, (vi) 
6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Child Support Agency clients currently residing in (a) Western Australia, (b) the 

electoral division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 
6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210 is shown in 
the following table: 

Location Total (Payers and Payees) 
Western Australian 142 170 
Electoral Division of Brand 10 707 
6165 61 
6167 2 152 
6168 3 358 
6169 5 275 
6170 3 962 
6171 3 898 
6172 4 499 
6173 4 249 
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6174 4 314 
6175 4 358 
6176 4 308 
6210 8 647 

 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 230) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 30 November 2004: 
(1) How many Disability Support Pension recipients currently reside in (a) Western Australia, (b) the 

electoral division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 
6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Disability Support Pension recipients currently residing in (a) Western Australia, (b) 

the electoral division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 
6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210 is shown in the 
following table: 

Western Australia 58,224 
Electoral Division of Brand 4,941 
Postcode area 
6165 

Less than 20 

6167 998 
6168 1,167 
6169 1,087 
6170 128 
6171 70 
6172 211 
6173 40 
6174 49 
6175 33 
6176 Less than 20 
6210 2,385 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Parenting Payments 
(Question No. 231) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 30 November 2004: 
(1) How many Parenting Payment Single recipients currently reside in (a) Western Australia, (b) the 

electoral division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 
6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (viii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Parenting Payment Single recipients currently residing in (a) Western Australia, (b) 

the electoral division of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 
6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (viii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210 is shown in the 
following table: 
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Western Australia 45,813 
Electoral Division of Brand 4,113 
Postcode area:  
6165 Less than 20 
6167 672 
6168 800 
6169 1,070 
6170 159 
6171 49 
6172 311 
6173 38 
6174 51 
6175 57 
6176 Less than 20 
6210 1,722 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Health Care Card 
(Question No. 232) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 30 November 2004: 
(1) How many Health Care Card holders reside in (a) Western Australia, (b) the electoral division of 

Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 
6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210. 

(2) How many Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit or 
equivalent payment reside in (a) Western Australia, (b) the electoral division of Brand, and (c) the 
postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 
6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Health Care Card holders residing in (a) Western Australia, (b) the electoral division 

of Brand, and (c) the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 
6172, (vii) 6173, (ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210 is shown in the following table: 

Western Australia 136,799 
Electoral Division of Brand 9,544 
Postcode area:  
6165 41 
6167 1,712 
6168 1,995 
6169 2,399 
6170 362 
6171 211 
6172 684 
6173 136 
6174 114 
6175 139 
6176 24 
6210 4,250 

Note: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 
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(2) The number of Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit 
or equivalent payment residing in (a) Western Australia, (b) the electoral division of Brand, and (c) 
the postcode area (i) 6165, (ii) 6167, (iii) 6168, (iv) 6169, (v) 6170, (vi) 6171, (vii) 6172, (vii) 6173, 
(ix) 6174, (x) 6175, (xi) 6176, and (xii) 6210 is shown in the following table: 

Western Australia 19,181 
Electoral Division of Brand 1,135 
Postcode area:  
6165 <20 
6167 142 
6168 234 
6169 324 
6170 36 
6171 38 
6172 90 
6173 26 
6174 <20 
6175 27 
6176 <20 
6210 531 

Note 1: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

Note 2: The categories of people who receive Health Care Cards are people on low incomes, foster 
children, certain disabled children, and former long-term unemployed income support recipients who 
have obtained employment (such customers can retain their card for six (6) months after entering 
employment, to ease the transition from welfare to work). 

Note 3: The data is based on the number of cards issued that remain current and have not yet reached 
their expiry date. Due to recent system enhancements, these data no longer include cancelled cards, 
and are therefore a more accurate reflection of actual Health Care Card numbers than data provided 
prior to 1 July 2004. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 250) 

Mr Martin Ferguson asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 1 December 
2004: 
(1) How many (a) male, and (b) female clients of the Child Support Agency in the electoral division of 

Batman (i) have a Child Support Liability, and (ii) receive a Child Support Payment. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
Only payers with postcodes have been allocated to electorates. Furthermore some payees have postcodes 
which are not included in the list of postcodes assigned to electorates supplied by the Parliamentary Li-
brary. This list does not include mail centres. 

CSA does not have reliable gender data available. Instead, payers and payees are offered as an alternative. 
Approximately 89% of payers are male and approximately 89% of payees are female. 

In the electoral division of Batman: 

Payers Payees Total 
3 375 2 984 6359 
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Melbourne Ports Electorate: Child-Care Centres 
(Question No. 255) 

Mr Danby asked the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Ser-
vices, in writing, on 2 December 2004: 
(1) How many (a) community-based, and (b) private childcare centres are located in the electoral divi-

sion of Melbourne Ports. 

(2) What is the name and address of each centre. 

(3) In respect of each centre, what sum did the Commonwealth provide for the financial year (a) 2000-
2001, (b) 2001-2002, (c) 2002-2003, and (d) 2003-2004 and from which programs was the funding 
provided. 

(4) How many children in the electoral division of Melbourne Ports were catered for in (a) community 
based, and (b) private childcare centres. 

(5) How many children in the electoral division of Melbourne Ports are (a) under two years of age, and 
(b) under two years of age and enrolled in (i) community based, and (ii) private child care centres. 

(6) How many Commonwealth funded places for (a) Before School Care, (b) After School Care, and (c) 
Vacation Care are there in the electoral division of Melbourne Ports. 

(7) Which organisations in the electorate of Melbourne Ports coordinate the provision of these services. 

Mr Hockey—The Minister for Family and Community Services has provided the following 
answer to the honourable member’s question: 
(1) (a) (b) In September 2004, there were 85 Australian Government funded child care services in the 

electoral division of Melbourne Ports. Of these, 65 were community services and 20 were private 
services. 

(2) The name and address of child care services in the electorate of Melbourne Ports is as follows: 

Service name Address 
ABC DEVELOPMENTAL 
LEARNING CENTRE - SOUTH 
MELBOURNE 221 FERRARS ST, SOUTH MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 
ADA MARY A’BECKETT 
CHILDRENS CENTRE INC 7 CUMBERLAND RD, PORT MELBOURNE, 3207, VIC 
ADASS ISRAEL PRESCHOOL 
CENTRE 10-12 KING ST, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
ALBERT PARK COLLEGE CHILD 
CARE CENTRE 88 GRAHAM ST, ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 
ALBERT PARK PRIMARY 
COMBINED OSHC 

ALBERT PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, BRIDPORT ST, 
ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 

ALBERT PARK PRIMARY 
VACATION CARE 

ALBERT PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, BRIDPORT ST, 
ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 

CARE FOR KIDS 63 HOTHAM ST, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
CAULFIELD CHILDREN’S 
NEIGHBOURHOOD CENTRE 6 LIRREWA GROVE, CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 
CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE 
COMBINED OSHC 

CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE, 186 BALACLAVA 
RD, CAULFIELD, 3162, VIC 

CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE 
OSHC VACATION CARE 

CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE, 186 BALCLAVA RD, 
CAULFIELD NORTH, 3161, VIC 

CAULFIELD MONTESSORI 
AFTER CARE 

CAULFIELD MONTESSORI, 6 ROSELEA ST, 
CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 
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Service name Address 
CAULFIELD MONTESSORI 
BEFORE CARE 

CAULFIELD MONTESSORI, 6 ROSELEA ST, 
CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 

CAULFIELD PRIMARY AFTER 
CARE 724 GLENHUNTLY RD, CAULFIELD, 3162, VIC 
CAULFIELD PRIMARY BEFORE 
CARE 724 GLENHUNTLY RD, CAULFIELD, 3162, VIC 
CHAYA’S CRECHE 278 GLEN EIRA RD, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
CLARENDON CHILDREN’S CARE 
CO-OPERATIVE 

410 CLARENDON PLACE, SOUTH MELBOURNE, 
3205, VIC 

CLARK STREET CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE 106 CLARK ST, PORT MELBOURNE, 3207, VIC 
COVENTRY CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

328-332 COVENTRY ST, SOUTH MELBOURNE, 3205, 
VIC 

DEFENCE AND ABC CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

VICTORIA BARRACKS, COVENTRY ST, 
SOUTHBANK, 3006, VIC 

EILDON ROAD CHILDRENS 
CENTRE 17 EILDON RD, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
ELSTERNWICK CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE 269 KOOYONG RD, CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 
ELSTERNWICK NURSERY 
SCHOOL 9 MCMILLAN ST, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
ELWOOD CHILDREN’S CENTRE 46 TENNYSON ST, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 

ELWOOD COMBINED OSHC 
ELWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL, SCOTT ST, ELWOOD, 
3184, VIC 

ELWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL 
VACATION CARE 

ELWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL, CNR SCOTT ST & 
MITFORD ST, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 

EMERALD HILL CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 219 DORCAS ST, SOUTH MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 
FAWKNER PARK CHILDRENS 
CENTRE CO-OPERATIVE LTD 65 WEST TOORAK RD, SOUTH YARRA, 3141, VIC 
GALILEE PRIMARY AFTER 
SCHOOL PROGRAM 

CNR MONTAGUE & BANK ST, SOUTH 
MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 

GALILEE PRIMARY SCHOOL 
BEFORE SCHOOL PROGRAM 

CNR MONTAGUE & BANK ST, SOUTH 
MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 

GILLY’S CRECHE 61 BALACLAVA RD, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
GLEN EIRA FAMILY DAY CARE 
SCHEME 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS, CNR HAWTHORN RD & 
GLEN EIRA RD, CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 

HAMERKAZ SHELANU INC 
(LAMDENI) VACATION CARE 482C GLENHUNTLY RD, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
HAMERKAZ SHELANU INC 
AFTER CARE SERVICE 482C GLENHUNTLY RD, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
JAYBEE KINDERCARE 35 TENNYSON ST, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 
JUDY KLEINS CRECHE 290 GLEN EIRA RD, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
KINDERCLUB CHILD CARE 35 CRIMEA ST, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
KING DAVID SCHOOL DAYCARE 76 ALMA RD, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
LADY FORSTER KINDERGARTEN 101 LIARDET ST, PORT MELBOURNE, 3207, VIC 
MIDDLE PARK PRIMARY 
SCHOOL COMBINED OSHC 

MIDDLE PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, RICHARDON ST, 
ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 



Monday, 7 March 2005 HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 165 

QUESTIONS IN WRITING 

Service name Address 
MIDDLE PARK PRIMARY 
VACATION CARE 

MIDDLE PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, RICHARDON ST, 
ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 

MONASH (CAULFIELD) CHILD 
CARE ASSOCIATION INC 22 - 24 DARBY RD, CAULFIELD EAST, 3145, VIC 
MOUNT SCOPUS MEMORIAL 
COLLEGE COMBINED OSHC 

GANDEL BESEN HOUSE, 15 MAYFIELD ST, ST 
KILDA EAST, 3183, VIC 

NORTH ST KILDA CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE 71 ARGYLE ST, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
PORT MELBOURNE PRIMARY 
SCHOOL COMBINED OSHC GRAHAM ST, PORT MELBOURNE, 3207, VIC 
PORT PHILLIP FAMILY DAY CARE 
SCHEME 

TOWN HALL, CNR BRIGHTON RD & CARLISLE ST, 
ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 

PORT PHILLIP SPECIALIST 
SCHOOL AFTER CARE 

PORT PHILLIP SPECIALIST SCHOOL, CNR NOTT ST 
& POOL ST, PORT MELBOURNE, 3207, VIC 

RIPPONLEA SCHOOL COMBINED 
OSHC CARRINGTON GROVE, ST KILDA EAST, 3183, VIC 
ROSEBERRY HOUSE 
GLENHUNTLY EARLY LEARNING 
CENTRE 4 ROSEBERRY GROVE, CARNEGIE, 3163, VIC 
SCOTT STREET CHILDRENS 
CENTRE 31B SCOTT ST, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 
SHELFORD ANGLICAN GIRLS 
SCHOOL AFTER SCHOOL 
PROGRAM 3 HOOD CRES, CAULFIELD NORTH, 3161, VIC 
SHELFORD ANGLICAN GIRLS 
SCHOOL VACATION CARE 1-3 HOOD CRES, CAULFIELD NORTH, 3161, VIC 
SHELFORD CHILD CARE AND 
EARLY LEARNING CENTRE 1 HOOD CRES, CAULFIELD NORTH, 3161, VIC 
SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE 
AFTER SCHOOL PROGRAM 11 SINCLAIR ST, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE 
BEFORE SCHOOL PROGRAM 11 SINCLAIR ST, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE 
VACATION CARE PROGRAM 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE, 11 SINCLAIR ST, 
ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 

SHOLEM ALEICHEM 
PRESCHOOL EDUCATION 
CENTRE 51 ELIZABETH ST, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
SOUTH CAULFIELD CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 452 HAWTHORN RD, CAULFIELD SOUTH, 3162, VIC 
SOUTH MELBOURNE CHILD 
CARE CO-OPERATIVE 5-11 CARTER ST, ALBERT PARK, 3206, VIC 
SOUTH MELBOURNE MISSION 
(FREE) KINDERGARTEN INC 

PARK TOWERS, 185/332 PARK ST, SOUTH 
MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 

SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY 
COMBINED OSHC 

SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY SCHOOL, 601 PUNT RD, 
SOUTH YARRA, 3141, VIC 

SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY 
VACATION CARE 

SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY SCHOOL, 601 PUNT RD, 
SOUTH YARRA, 3141, VIC 

ST ALOYSIUS AFTER SCHOOL 
CARE PROGRAM 

ST ALOYSIUS PRIMARY, CROMWELL ST, 
CAULFIELD NORTH, 3161, VIC 
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Service name Address 
ST COLUMBAS PRIMARY AFTER 
SCHOOL CARE PROGRAM 24 GLENHUNTLY RD, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 
ST COLUMBAS PRIMARY 
SCHOOL BEFORE SCHOOL 
PROGRAM 24 GLENHUNTLY RD, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 
ST JOSEPH’S PARISH COMBINED 
OSHC 

ST JOSEPH’S PRIMARY SCHOOL, 28 SANDHAM ST, 
ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 

ST KILDA AND BALACLAVA 
KINDERGARTEN INC 23 NELSON ST, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
ST KILDA CHILDRENS CENTRE 171 CHAPEL ST, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
ST KILDA EAST CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 2 BALSTON ST, ST KILDA EAST, 3183, VIC 
ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY 
SCHOOL AFTER SCHOOL CARE 

ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, 68 FITZROY ST, 
ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 

ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY 
SCHOOL BEFORE SCHOOL 
PROGRAM 

ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL, 68 FITZROY ST, 
ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 

ST KILDA PRIMARY 
ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL, BRIGHTON RD, ST 
KILDA, 3182, VIC 

ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL 
AFTER SCHOOL PROGRAM 

ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL, BRIGHTON RD, ST 
KILDA, 3182, VIC 

ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL 
BEFORE SCHOOL PROGRAM 

ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL, BRIGHTON RD, ST 
KILDA, 3182, VIC 

ST KILDA ROAD HOLIDAY 
PROGRAM 

WESLEY COLLEGE PRAHRAN CAMPUS, 577 ST 
KILDA RD, MELBOURNE, 3004, VIC 

ST MARY’S PARISH (EAST ST 
KILDA) OSHC PROGRAM 208 DANDENONG RD, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
SUMMERLEAS NURSERY AND 
KINDERGARTEN 89 WESTBURY ST, ST KILDA EAST, 3183, VIC 
THE AVENUE CHILDRENS 
CENTRE 39 THE AVE, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
WESLEY COLLEGE 
ELSTERNWICK VACATION CARE 5 GLADSTONE PARADE, ELSTERNWICK, 3185, VIC 
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH - 
AFTER SCHOOL CARE 14 BALACLAVA RD, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH PRE 
SCHOOL - GIRLS 14 BALACLAVA RD, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH 
VACATION CARE 92 HOTHAM ST, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
YESHIVAH PRESCHOOL - BOYS 92 HOTHAM ST, BALACLAVA, 3183, VIC 
YESODEI HATORAH COLLEGE 39 DICKENS ST, ELWOOD, 3184, VIC 
YORK STREET CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE REAR 8 YORK ST, ST KILDA, 3182, VIC 
YOUNG MELBOURNE CHILD 
CARE 77 PARK ST, SOUTH MELBOURNE, 3205, VIC 
Source: Centrelink Administrative data. 

(3) (a) (b) (c) (d) Australian Government funding for child care services in the electorate of Melbourne 
Ports is as follows: 
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Total Funding 
Service name 2000/01 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 
ADA MARY A’BECKETT CHILDRENS 
CENTRE INC $5,135 $7,731 $12,658 $8,785 
ADASS ISRAEL PRESCHOOL CENTRE $14,495 $13,858 $16,640 $19,045 
ALBERT PARK COLLEGE CHILDCARE 
CENTRE $373 $186 $174 $127 
ALBERT PARK PRIMARY COMBINED 
OSHC   $55   $846 
CARE FOR KIDS CHILD CARE CENTRE   $185 $842 $2,766 
CAULFIELD CHILDRENS CENTRE $6,533 $14,063 $2,753 $0 
CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE 
COMBINED OSHC       $1,441 
CAULFIELD JUNIOR COLLEGE OSHC 
VACATION CARE   $35 $1,134 $193 
CAULFIELD PRIMARY AFTER CARE       $297 
CLARENDON CHILDREN’S CARE CO-
OPERATIVE   $2,405 $9,750 $11,050 
COVENTRY CHILD CARE CENTRE   $622     
EILDON ROAD CHILDRENS CENTRE   $1,890 $3,788 $1,089 
ELSTERNWICK CHILDREN’S CENTRE $2,080 $7,692 $10,075 $8,647 
ELSTERNWICK NURSERY SCHOOL   $1,404 $5,460 $5,070 
ELWOOD AFTER SCHOOL CARE $1,332 $64     
ELWOOD CHILDREN’S CENTRE $2,028 $5,006 $15,893 $6,176 
ELWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL VACATION 
CARE   $28 $116   
EMERALD HILL CHILD CARE CENTRE   $16     
FAWKNER PARK CHILDRENS CENTRE   $5,320 $19,898 $9,532 
GALILEE PRIMARY AFTER SCHOOL 
PROGRAM   $99     
GILLYS EARLY LEARNING CENTRE $2,223 $5,369 $7,566 $9,955 
GLEN EIRA FAMILY DAY CARE 
SCHEME $197,043 $213,877 $206,582 $205,234 
HAMERKAZ SHELANU INC (LAMDENI) 
VACATION CARE $2,672       
JAYBEE KINDERCARE $256 $6,451 $6,914 $3,980 
KINDERCLUB CHILD CARE   $1,197 $1,388 $6,008 
KING DAVID SCHOOL DAYCARE     $20,523 $12,177 
MONASH (CAULFIELD) CHILD CARE 
ASSOCIATION INC $8,850 $1,378 $2,831 $3,546 
NORTH ST KILDA DAY NURSERY $25 $7,170 $7,187 $658 
PORT MELBOURNE CHILD MINDING 
CENTRE $1,105 $6,217 $5,398 $3,073 
PORT MELBOURNE PRIMARY 
COMBINED OSHC   $2,854 $3,965 $2,042 
PORT PHILLIP FAMILY DAY CARE 
SCHEME $79,961 $72,882 $82,445 $92,750 
PORT PHILLIP SPECIALIST SCHOOL 
AFTER CARE $279 $762     
RIPPONLEA BEFORE SCHOOL CARE $977       
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Total Funding 
Service name 2000/01 2001/02 2002/03 2003/04 
RIPPONLEA SCHOOL COMBINED OSHC   $139 $312   
ROSEBERRY HOUSE EARLY LEARNING 
CENTRE $6,760 $5,590   $4,340 
SCOTT STREET CHILDRENS CENTRE $4,875 $130 $60 $4,719 
SHELFORD CHILD CARE AND EARLY 
LEARNING CENTRE     $2,514   
SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE 
VACATION CARE PROGRAM $2,400       
SHOLEM ALEICHEM PRESCHOOL 
EDUCATION CENTRE $1,755       
SOUTH CAULFIELD CHILD CARE 
CENTRE   $9,946 $2,558 $1,872 
SOUTH MELBOURNE CHILD CARE CO-
OPERATIVE     $1,205 $14,447 
SOUTH MELBOURNE MISSION (FREE) 
KINDERGARTEN INC   $6,006     
SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY COMBINED 
OSHC   $347 $327 $59 
ST ALOYSIUS AFTER SCHOOL CARE 
PROGRAM     $360 $805 
ST KILDA AND BALACLAVA 
KINDERGARTEN INC   $432   $1,530 
ST KILDA CHILDRENS CENTRE $1,165 $2,016 $610 $2,249 
ST KILDA EAST CHILD CARE CENTRE $2,080 $3,848 $4,340 $1,625 
ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL 
AFTER SCHOOL PROGRAM $7,982 $17,095 $23,790 $25,220 
ST KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL AFTER 
SCHOOL PROGRAM $407 $272     
ST KILDA PRIMARY VACATION CARE       $57 
ST MARYS PARISH OSHC PROGRAM   $364   $1,249 
THE AVENUE CHILDRENS CENTRE $5,404 $1,125 $791 $4,220 
WESLEY COLLEGE (ELSTERNWICK) 
VACATION CARE   $1,995 $3,744   
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH PRE SCHOOL 
- GIRLS B $25 $193 $518 $3,138 
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH PRESCHOOL 
- BOYS $7,071 $5,755 $7,124   
YESHIVAH BETH RIVKAH VACATION 
CARE   $102     
YORK STREET CHILDREN’S CENTRE   $398     
YOUNG MELBOURNE CHILD CARE   $457 $4,220   
Source: FaCS VIC State Office. 

Notes: 1. This table only includes services receiving Australian Government funding during the 
specified financial years. 2. Excludes Child Care Benefit held by services as Child Care Benefit is an 
entitlement of eligible families to assist with the cost of child care. 

The programs funded for child care services in the electorate of Melbourne Ports include Operational 
Subsidy, Special Needs Subsidy, Establishment funding, Capital funding, Set up and Equipment 
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grants, Jobs Education and Training child care, Family Day Care Disabled Supplementary Services 
program. 

(4) (a) (b) The number of children using services approved for Child Care Benefit in the electorate of 
Melbourne Ports during the 2003-04 financial year is as follows: 

Sector Children (all ages) 
COMMUNITY 5,349 
PRIVATE 1,805 
TOTAL (a) 6,849 
(a) The sum of components may not add to total as children may have used services in more than one 
sector. 

Notes: 1. Includes Long Day Care, Family Day Care, In-Home Care, Outside School Hours Care, 
Occasional Care, Vacation Care and Multifunctional Children’s services approved for Child Care 
Benefit. 2. State and service type weighted data. 3. Children using child care services located in the 
electorate of Melbourne Ports may not reside in the electorate of Melbourne Ports. 

Source: Centrelink Administrative Data as at 01-10-04. 

(5) (a) It is estimated that at 30 June 2003, 2,744 children aged under 2 years resided in the electorate of 
Melbourne Ports. 

Source: Unofficial figures supplied by Australian Bureau of Statistics using official published Esti-
mated Resident Population at Statistical Local Area level together with unofficial population esti-
mates at the Census Collection District level. 

 (b) (i) (ii) The number of children aged less than two years using services approved for Child Care 
Benefit in the electorate of Melbourne Ports during the 2003-04 financial year is as follows:  

Sector Children (than 2 years of age) 
COMMUNITY 781 
PRIVATE 541 
TOTAL (a) 1,300 
(a) The sum of components may not add to total as children may have used services in more than one 
sector. 

Source: Centrelink Administrative Data as at 01-10-04. 

Notes: 1. Includes Long Day Care, Family Day Care, In-Home Care, Outside School Hours Care, 
Occasional Care, Vacation Care and Multifunctional Children’s services approved for Child Care 
Benefit. 2. State and service type weighted data 3. Children using child care services located in the 
electorate of Melbourne Ports may not reside in the electorate of Melbourne Ports. 

 (6) (a) (b) (c) Since 2001, Centrelink has been combining co-located and co-managed After School and 
Before School Hours Care services as a single administered Outside School Hours Care service. 

 The number of approved places for Outside School Hours Care in the electorate of Melbourne Ports 
as at September 2004 was 1,805, the number of approved places for Vacation Care was 835. 

(7) In September 2004, organisations which operated Outside School Hours Care child care services 
within the electorate of Melbourne Ports are as follows: 

Operator 
ALBERT PARK SOUTH MELBOURNE PRIMARY SCHOOL 
CAMP AUSTRALIA PTY LTD 
CAULFIELD PRIMARY SCHOOL 
CHABAD INSTITUTION OF AUSTRALIA INC. 
CITY OF PORT PHILLIP 
GALILEE REGIONAL CATHOLIC PRIMARY SCHOOL COUNCIL 
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Operator 
HAMERKAZ SHELANU INC 
MIDDLE PARK PRIMARY SCHOOL COUNCIL 
MOUNT SCOPUS MEMORIAL COLLEGE 
PORT MELBOURNE PRIMARY SCHOOL 
PORT PHILLIP SPECIALIST SCHOOL 
QUALITY RECREATIONAL SERVICES 
RIPPONLEA PRIMARY SCHOOL COUNCIL 
SHELFORD 
SHOLEM ALEICHEM COLLEGE 
SOUTH YARRA PRIMARY SCHOOL 
ST ALOYSIUS PRIMARY SCHOOL 
ST COLUMBAS PRIMARY SCHOOL COUNCIL 
ST JOSEPH’S PARISH (ELSTERNWICK) 
ST KILDA PARK PRIMARY B & A S.C. PROGRAM 
ST MARYS PARISH EAST ST KILDA 
ST.KILDA PRIMARY SCHOOL.COUNCIL 
WESLEY COLLEGE 
YOUTH LEADERSHIP VICTORIA INC 
Source: Centrelink Administrative data. 

Social Welfare: Health Care Card 
(Question No. 257) 

Mr Danby asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 2 December 2004: 
(1) How many Health Care Card holders reside in (a) Victoria, (b) the electoral division of Melbourne 

Ports, and (c) the postcode area (i) 3161, (ii) 3162, (iii) 3163, (iv) 3182, (v) 3183, (vi) 3184, (vii) 
3185, (viii) 3205, (ix) 3206, and (x) 3207. 

(2) How many Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit or 
equivalent payment reside in (a) Victoria, (b) the electoral division of Melbourne Ports, and (c) the 
postcode area (i) 3161, (ii) 3162, (iii) 3163, (iv) 3182, (v) 3183, (vi) 3184, (vii) 3185, (viii) 3205, (ix) 
3206, and (x) 3207. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Health Care Card holders residing in (a) Victoria, (b) the electoral division of Mel-

bourne Ports, and (c) the postcode area (i) 3161, (ii) 3162, (iii) 3163, (iv) 3182, (v) 3183, (vi) 3184, 
(vii) 3185, (viii) 3205, (ix) 3206, and (x) 3207 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 375,685 
Electoral Division of Melbourne Ports 7,125 
Postcode area:  
3161 5558 
3162 862 
3163 1,423 
3182 1,589 
3183 1,323 
3184 827 
3185 636 
3205 509 
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3206 362 
3207 519 

Note: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

(2) The number of Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit 
or equivalent payment residing in (a) Victoria, (b) the electoral division of Melbourne Ports, and (c) 
the postcode area (i) 3161, (ii) 3162, (iii) 3163, (iv) 3182, (v) 3183, (vi) 3184, (vii) 3185, (viii) 3205, 
(ix) 3206, and (x) 3207 is shown in the following table: 

Victoria 63,218 
Electoral Division of Ports  929 
Postcode area:  
3161 81 
3162 178 
3163 269 
3182 153 
3183 141 
3184 113 
3185 106 
3205 53 
3206 74 
3207 81 

Note 1: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

Note 2: The categories of people who receive Health Care Cards are people on low incomes, foster 
children, certain disabled children, and former long-term unemployed income support recipients who 
have obtained employment (such customers can retain their card for six (6) months after entering 
employment, to ease the transition from welfare to work). 

Note 3: The data is based on the number of cards issued that remain current and have not yet reached 
their expiry date. Due to recent system enhancements, these data no longer include cancelled cards, 
and are therefore a more accurate reflection of actual Health Care Card numbers than data provided 
prior to 1 July 2004. 

Association of South-East Asian Nations 
(Question No. 259) 

Mr Beazley asked the Minister for Foreign Affairs, in writing, on 2 December 2004: 
(1) Which clauses of the ANZUS alliance are inconsistent with the ASEAN Treaty of Amity and Coop-

eration. 

(2) Which countries which are not members of ASEAN have signed the Treaty. 

(3) Can he say whether any ASEAN member states or external signatories have (a) criticised Myanmar 
or other member states for human rights abuses, and (b) commented on a member state’s domestic af-
fairs. 

(4) Are the terms of the Five Power Defence Arrangement consistent with the Treaty of Amity and Co-
operation; if not, what aspects are at variance; if they are consistent, can he explain how the Five 
Power Defence Arrangement can be consistent with the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation whilst 
ANZUS is not. 

Mr Downer—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) I direct the Honorable Member to my answer in the House of Representatives on 29 November 2004. 

(2) To date, China, Japan, the Republic of Korea, Russia, Pakistan and India have signed the ASEAN 
Treaty of Amity and Cooperation. 
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(3) Comments by signatories to the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation are matters for them. 

(4) There is no formal plurilateral treaty between the five countries (Malaysia, Singapore, United King-
dom, New Zealand and Australia) of what is known as the Five Power Defence Arrangement. As a 
former Defence Minister I would have thought the Member would have known this. 

Military Detention: Mr David Hicks 
(Question No. 300) 

Mr Rudd asked the Minister for Foreign Affairs, in writing, on 6 December 2004: 
(1) What sum has his department spent on the McKinnon case which relates to government legal advice 

on whether Mr David Hicks is legally held by the Government of the United States of America. 

(2) Has his department received any legal advice supporting the release to Mr McKinnon of some or any 
of the documents that are still being withheld in that case. 

(3) Is it the case that during the Administrative Appeals Tribunal (AAT) hearing into McKinnon and his 
department, the AAT heard that Mr Hicks was a special case and had been denied consular support by 
his department; if so, what are the details of other occasions where Australian citizens have been 
treated as ‘special cases’ by the Australian Government and denied consular support. 

(4) Does the issuing of a conclusive certificate require the appropriate Minister personally to inspect 
each document covered by the certificate before issuing it; if so, when did he carry out such an exer-
cise and how long did he take to review the documents in dispute. 

Mr Downer—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) $175,978 (GST exclusive) has been spent on the McKinnon FOI litigation to 15 December 2004. 

(2) No. 

(3) Levels of consular access and service provided to Australians overseas depend on the nature of the 
arrest and detention. A range of services have been provided, including ascertaining Mr Hicks’ wel-
fare, ensuring access to medical services, facilitating communication with his parents, and seeking to 
ensure that the process to which he is subject is undertaken expeditiously. 

(4) The Freedom of Information Act 1982 requires a Minister to be satisfied that each document (or part 
of document) is exempt from release prior to issuing a conclusive certificate. In this matter, the Min-
ister for Foreign Affairs inspected the relevant documents on a number of separate occasions and is 
satisfied that the documents are exempt (in whole or in part). 

Fowler Electorate: Pensioner Education Supplement 
(Question No. 315) 

Mrs Irwin asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 6 December 2004: 
(1) How many (a) in total, (b) sole parents, and (c) Disability Support Pensioners in the electoral division 

of Fowler were recipients of the Pensioner Education Supplement at 30 June 2004. 

(2) How many Youth Allowance recipients in the electoral division of Fowler were undertaking (a) sec-
ondary studies, (b) tertiary studies at a university, and (c) tertiary or post-secondary studies at another 
approved education institution at 30 June 2004. 

(3) How many Austudy recipients in the electoral division of Fowler were attending (a) primary school, 
(b) secondary school, (c) another approved education institution, and (d) undertaking postgraduate 
studies at 30 June 2004. 

(4) How many Abstudy recipients in the electoral division of Fowler were attending (a) primary school, 
(b) secondary school, (c) another approved education institution, and (d) undertaking postgraduate 
studies at 30 June 2004. 
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Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) As at 30 June 2004, in the electoral division of Fowler, 255 Centrelink customers were recipients of 

the Pensioner Education Supplement, 122 were sole parents receiving the Pensioner Education Sup-
plement and 59 were Disability Support Pensioners receiving the Pensioner Education Supplement. 

(2) As at 30 June 2004, in the electoral division of Fowler, 1,762 Youth Allowance recipients were un-
dertaking secondary studies, 915 youth Allowance recipients were undertaking tertiary studies at a 
university and 364 youth Allowance recipients were tertiary or post-secondary studies at another ap-
proved education institution. 

(3) As at 30 June 2004, in the electoral division of Fowler, less than 20 Austudy recipients were attend-
ing primary school, less than 20 Austudy recipients were attending secondary school, 159 Austudy 
recipients were attending another approved institution and less than 20 were undertaking postgradu-
ate studies. 

(4) As at 30 June 2004, in the electoral division of Fowler, less than 20 Abstudy recipients were attend-
ing primary school, 103 were attending secondary school, 33 were attending another approved insti-
tution and less than 20 were undertaking postgraduate studies. 

Note 1: Where requested data reveals customer numbers of less than 20, the actual number of recipi-
ents is not identified to prevent identification of individuals as required by Privacy Law. 

Note 2: The computer software used to identify customers by electorate is accurate to +/- 10%. 

Centrelink: Payments 
(Question No. 317) 

Mrs Irwin asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 6 December 2004: 
(1) How many (a) male, and (b) female Centrelink clients in the electoral division of Fowler receiving 

Parenting Payment Single are also receiving Child Support Agency payments. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of (a) male, and (b) female Centrelink clients in the electoral division of Fowler receiv-

ing Parenting Payment Single who are also receiving Child Support Agency payments is shown in 
the following table: 

 Male Female 
Electoral Division of Fowler 187 3,557 

Note: Data source date is 6 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 318) 

Mrs Irwin asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 6 December 2004: 
(1) For each year since 2002, how many medical assessments disability support pension reviews of cli-

ents in the electoral division of Fowler were referred to Health Services Australia. 

(2) What was the average completion time for the reviews in each of those years. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
The following referrals were made to Health Services Australia under the current contractual arrange-
ments that company has with Centrelink: 

Year Number Average Completion Time 
2002 99 20.8 days 
2003 317 30.4 days 
2004 145 35.8 days 
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The contract allows for the services to be completed within 35 days or 42 days where the examinee does 
not attend at the first appointment. 

Kingsford Smith Electorate: Schools Funding 
(Question No. 355) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister for Education, Science and Training, in writing, on 7 Decem-
ber 2004: 
(1) What sum was provided for 2004 to (a) government and (b) non-government schools in the electoral 

division of Kingsford Smith and in the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 
2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 

(2) What was the (a) expenditure on, (b) location of, and (c) purpose of each grant in 2004. 

(3) What sum will be provided for 2005 to (a) government, and (b) non-government schools in the elec-
toral division of Kingsford Smith and in the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, 
(v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052 for 2005. 

(4) What will (a) the expenditure be for, (b) be the location of, and (c) be the purpose of each grant in 
2005. 

Dr Nelson—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) Total Australian Government funding for government schools is not reported at the level of detail 

requested. Australian Government General Recurrent Grants for government schools are provided to 
the government education authority in each State or Territory, on the basis of total enrolments. The 
State or Territory determines where the grants are used. Payments to individual schools are not re-
corded. 

 The Department of Education, Science and Training only provides electoral division and postcode 
detail for General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools and Capital Grants to both govern-
ment and non-government schools. For this period, no Capital Grants funding was provided to gov-
ernment schools in the electoral division of Kingsford Smith or identified postcodes for 2004. 

 (b) Total Australian Government funding for non-government schools cannot be reported at the level 
of detail requested. Funding from Australian Government programmes that can be reported at this 
level of detail totalled $28,016,356 in 2004 for non-government schools in the electoral division of 
Kingsford Smith and the identified postcodes, with $27,691,356 from the General Recurrent Grants 
programme and $325,000 from the Capital Grants programme. 

(2) (a), (b) Details on the expenditure and location of Capital Grants to non-government schools in the 
electoral division of Kingsford Smith or identified postcodes for 2004 are in Table 1 at Attachment A. 
Details on the expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in 
the electoral division of Kingsford Smith or identified postcodes for 2004 for this period are in Table 
2 at Attachment A. 

 (c) The purpose of the Australian Government Capital Grants is to provide education outcomes by 
assisting in the provision of school facilities, particularly in ways that contribute most to raising the 
overall level of educational achievement of Australian school students. 

 The purpose of Australian Government General Recurrent Grants is to help schools with the recurrent 
cost of school education so that they can offer students educational s directed towards the achieve-
ment of the Australian Government’s priorities for schooling. 

(3) (a) Estimates of total Australian Government funding for 2005 for government schools are not main-
tained at the level of detail requested (see response to 1a). Information about 2005 Capital Grants for 
government schools is not yet available. 
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 (b) Estimates of total Australian Government funding for 2005 for non-government schools are not 
maintained at the level of detail requested. However it is estimated that $32,539,710 will be provided 
in 2005 under the General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the electoral division of 
Kingsford Smith and the identified postcodes. 

 Information about 2005 Capital Grants for non-government schools is not available. 

(4) (a), (b)Details on the estimated expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants for non-
government schools in the electoral division of Kingsford Smith and the identified postcodes for this 
period are in Table 3 at Attachment A. 

(c) See response to (2c). 

Attachment A 

Table 1 

Expenditure and location of Capital Grants to non-government schools in the electoral division of 
Kingsford Smith and identified postcodes in 2004. 

School Location Postcode Grant 
Amount 
$ 

Project Description 

St Spyridon College Kingsford 2035 325,000 Construction of classrooms, art 
rooms, design and technology 
rooms, pupil amenities and fitting 
out a commercial kitchen. 

Table 2 

Expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the electoral di-
vision of Kingsford Smith and identified postcodes in 2004 

School Name System Name Location Postcode 
2004 GRG 
Entitlement 
$ 

St Bernard’s School 
NSW Catholic 
System Botany 2019 543,606.00 

St Therese’s School 
NSW Catholic 
System Mascot 2020 1,867,490.00 

Brigidine College Randwick 
NSW Catholic 
System Randwick 2031 4,147,413.50 

Claremont College Non-Systemic Randwick 2031 792,232.00 

Marcellin College 
NSW Catholic 
System Randwick 2031 4,198,139.00 

Our Lady of the Sacred Heart 
School 

NSW Catholic 
System Randwick 2031 1,490,294.00 

St Michael’s School 
NSW Catholic 
System Daceyville 2032 643,452.00 

St Spyridon College* Non-Systemic Kingsford 2032 2,496,169.00 

Our Lady of Rosary School 
NSW Catholic 
System Kensington 2033 1,061,325.00 

Our Lady of the Sacred Heart 
Regional College 

NSW Catholic 
System Kensington 2033 3,253,678.50 

St Brigid’s Primary School 
NSW Catholic 
System Coogee 2034 440,062.00 

Marist College Pagewood NSW Catholic Maroubra 2035 2,019,358.00 
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School Name System Name Location Postcode 
2004 GRG 
Entitlement 
$ 

System 
Our Lady of the Annunciation 
School 

NSW Catholic 
System Maroubra 2035 602,774.00 

St Aidan’s Primary School 
NSW Catholic 
System Maroubra 2035 710,016.00 

Mount Sinai College Non-Systemic Maroubra 2035 567,808.00 

The French School of Sydney Non-Systemic 
Maroubra 
Junction 2035 546,289.00 

St Mary and St Joseph Primary 
School 

NSW Catholic 
System 

Maroubra 
Beach 2035 832,050.00 

St Agnes’ School 
NSW Catholic 
System Matraville 2036 565,794.00 

St Andrew’s School 
NSW Catholic 
System Malabar 2036 913,406.00 

*Multicampus School - both the head and subsidiary campuses are located in the electorate of Kings-
ford Smith 

Data as at 6 January 2005. 

Table 3 

Estimated expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the 
electoral division of Kingsford Smith and identified postcodes in 2005 

School Name System Name Location Postcode 

Estimated 
2005 Enti-
tlement 
$ 

St Bernard’s School NSW Catholic System  Botany 2019 583,561 
St Therese’s School NSW Catholic System  Mascot 2020 2,004,489 
Brigidine College Randwick NSW Catholic System  Randwick 2031 4,504,696 
Claremont College N/A Randwick 2031 799,141 
Coogee Boys’ Preparatory 
School 

N/A Randwick 2031 
306,305 

Marcellin College NSW Catholic System  Randwick 2031 4,559,694 
Our Lady of the Sacred Heart 
School 

NSW Catholic System  Randwick 2031 
1,599,578 

St Anthony’s School NSW Catholic System  Clovelly 2031 607,171 
St Margaret Mary’s School NSW Catholic System  Randwick 2031 563,492 
The Emanuel School N/A Randwick 2031 1,054,508 
The Joseph Varga School N/A Randwick 2031 204,450 
St Michael’s School NSW Catholic System  Daceyville 2032 690,593 
St Spyridon College N/A Kingsford 2032 2,697,661 
Our Lady of the Rosary School NSW Catholic System  Kensington 2033 1,139,183 
Our Lady of the Sacred Heart 
Regional College 

NSW Catholic System  Kensington 2033 
3,533,750 

St Brigid’s Primary School NSW Catholic System  Coogee 2034 472,200 
Marist College Pagewood NSW Catholic System  Maroubra 2035 2,193,238 
Mount Sinai College N/A Maroubra 2035 572,688 
Our Lady of the Annunciation NSW Catholic System  Maroubra 2035 646,914 
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School Name System Name Location Postcode 

Estimated 
2005 Enti-
tlement 
$ 

School 
St Aidan’s Primary School NSW Catholic System  Maroubra 2035 762,210 
St Mary and St Joseph Primary 
School 

NSW Catholic System  Maroubra 
Beach 

2035 
892,852 

The French School of Sydney N/A Maroubra 
Junction 

2035 
563,956 

St Agnes’ School NSW Catholic System  Matraville 2036 607,171 
St Andrew’s School NSW Catholic System  Malabar 2036 980,209 
The entitlement amount for systemic schools is the amount that the school attracts to the system and 
may be different from the final amount allocated to the school by the system office. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 357) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 7 December 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral 

division of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 
2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Child Support Agency clients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the elec-

toral division of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, 
(v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052 is shown in the following table: 

Location Payers Payees Total 
New South Wales 220 311 217 542 437 853 
Kingsford Smith 2 632 2 346 4 978 

  

Postcode Payers Payees Total 
2018 278 256 534 
2019 246 186 432 
2020 284 226 510 
2031 466 412 878 
2032 196 183 379 
2034 306 287 593 
2035 556 565 1 121 
2036 726 656 1 382 
2052 Nil Nil Nil 

Note: all figures as at June 2004. 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 358) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 7 December 2004: 
(1) How many Disability Support Pension recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the 

electoral division of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 
2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 
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Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Disability Support Pension recipients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) 

the electoral division of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 
2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052 is shown in the following 
table: 

New South Wales 226,094 
Electoral Division of Kingsford Smith 3,989 
Postcode area:  
2019 208 
2036 920 
2031 423 
2034 504 
2032 434 
2018 419 
2036 920 
2035 863 
2020 339 
2052 Less than 20 

Note: Data source date is 3 September 2004. 

Social Welfare: Parenting Payments 
(Question No. 359) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 7 December 2004: 
How many Parenting Payment Single recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral 
division of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 2032, 
(vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(a) NSW – 144,770 (b) Kingsford Smith – 1,903 
(c) Postcode 
(i)  2019 114 
(ii) & (vii)  2036 533 
(iii)  2031 230 
(iv)  2034 186 
(v)  2032 135 
(vi)  2018 232 
(viii)  2035 443 
(ix)  2020 171 
(x)  2052 Less than 20 

Social Welfare: Heath Care Card 
(Question No. 360) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 7 December 2004: 
(1) How many Health Care Card holders reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of 

Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 
2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 

(2) How many Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit or 
equivalent payment reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of Kingsford Smith, and 
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(c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 
2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Health Care Card holders residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division 

of Kingsford Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 
2018, (vii) 2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales 437,136 
Electoral Division of Kingsford Smith 9,655 
Postcode area:  
2019 324 
2036 1,326 
2031 934 
2034 582 
2032 615 
2018 772 
2035 1,236 
2020 535 
2052 <20 

Note 1: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

Note 2: Postcode 2036 has been repeated in the question, but appears only once in the answer pro-
vided. 

(2) The number of Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit 
or equivalent payment residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of Kingsford 
Smith, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2019, (ii) 2036, (iii) 2031, (iv) 2034, (v) 2032, (vi) 2018, (vii) 
2036, (viii) 2035, (ix) 2020, and (x) 2052 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales 39,619 
Electoral division of Kingsford Smith 587 
Postcode area: 
2019 

28 

2036 132 
2031 120 
2034 80 
2032 51 
2018 82 
2035 112 
2020 59 
2052 <20 

Note 1: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

Note 2: Postcode 2036 has been repeated in the question, but appears only once in the answer pro-
vided. 

Note 3: The categories of people who receive Health Care Cards are people on low incomes, foster 
children, certain disabled children, and former long-term unemployed income support recipients who 
have obtained employment (such customers can retain their card for six (6) months after entering 
employment, to ease the transition from welfare to work). 

Note 4: The data is based on the number of cards issued that remain current and have not yet reached 
their expiry date. Due to recent system enhancements, these data no longer include cancelled cards, 
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and are therefore a more accurate reflection of actual Health Care Card numbers than data provided 
prior to 1 July 2004. 

Kingsford Smith Electorate: Child-Care Centres 
(Question No. 361) 

Mr Garrett asked the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Ser-
vices, in writing, on 7 December 2004: 
(1) How many community-based child care centres were located in the electoral division of Kingsford 

Smith in (a) 2002-2003, (b) 2003-2004, and (c) 2004-2005. 

(2) What was the (a) name and address of each centre, and (b) the sum of Commonwealth funding it 
received. 

(3) In respect of each centre, what sum was paid as (a) an operational subsidy, (b) a special needs sub-
sidy, (c) an establishment grant, and (d) block grant assistance (transitional assistance). 

(4) For the year (a) 2002-2003, (b) 2003-2004, and (c) 2004-2005, which Commonwealth funded child 
care centres located in the electoral division of Kingsford Smith were overpaid and what sum has or 
will each center be asked to repay. 

Mr Hockey—The Minister for Family and Community Services has provided the following 
answer to the honourable member’s question: 
(1) The number of community based child care services located in the electoral division of Kingsford 

Smith in: 

(a) 2002-03  63 
(b) 2003-04 59 
(c) 2004-05  61 

(2) (a) The name and address of community child care services located in the electoral division of Kings-
ford Smith, during any of the financial years above, is as follows: 

Service name Address 
193 AVOCA STREET OUTSIDE SCHOOL 
HOURS CARE - AFTER SCHOOL CARE 

OLSH PARISH HALL, 193 AVOCA ST, 
RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 

193 AVOCA STREET OUTSIDE SCHOOL 
HOURS CARE VACATION CARE 

OLSH PARISH HALL, 193 AVOCA ST, 
RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 

BANKSMEADOW AFTER SCHOOL CARE BANKSMEADOW PUBLIC SCHOOL, CNR 
TREVELYAN & WIGGINS ST, BOTANY, 2019, 
NSW 

BANKSMEADOW BEFORE SCHOOL 
CARE 

BANKSMEADOW PUBLIC SCHOOL, CNR 
TREVELYAN & WIGGINS ST, BOTANY, 2019, 
NSW 

BLUE GUM COTTAGE 49 MAWSON PDE, CHIFLEY, 2036, NSW 
BOTANY BAY VACATION CARE PAGEWOOD PUBLIC SCHOOL, DALLEY AV, 

PAGEWOOD, 2035, NSW 
BOTANY FDC SCHEME 149 COWARD ST, MASCOT, 2020, NSW 
BOTANY PUBLIC SCHOOL OSHC BOTANY PUBLIC SCHOOL, 1076 BOTANY 

RD, BOTANY, 2019, NSW 
CINDERELLA KINDERGARTEN 118A COWARD ST, MASCOT, 2020, NSW 
COOGEE CARE AFTER SCHOOL CARE COOGEE PUBLIC SCHOOL, BYRON ST, 

COOGEE, 2034, NSW 
COOGEE CARE BEFORE SCHOOL CARE COOGEE PUBLIC SCHOOL, BYRON ST, 

COOGEE, 2034, NSW 
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Service name Address 
COOGEE CARE CENTRE COOGEE PUBLIC SCHOOL, BYRON ST, 

COOGEE, 2034, NSW 
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE 
OUT OF SCHOOL HOURS CARE 

DACEYVILLE PUBLIC SCHOOL, JOFFRE 
CRES, DACEYVILLE, 2032, NSW 

CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE 
VACATION CARE 

DACEYVILLE PUBLIC SCHOOL, JOFFRE 
CRES, DACEYVILLE, 2032, NSW 

DUFFYS CORNER OCCASIONAL CARE 419A BEAUCHAMP RD, MAROUBRA, 2035, 
NSW 

EASTLAKES ASC EASTLAKES PUBLIC SCHOOL, FLORENCE 
AVE, EASTLAKES, 2018, NSW 

EASTLAKES BSC EASTLAKES PUBLIC SCHOOL, FLORENCE 
AVE, EASTLAKES, 2018, NSW 

GLEN MERVYN CHILD CARE CENTRE 24 COOGEE BAY RD, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
GUJAGA MULTIFUNCTIONAL 
ABORIGINAL CHILD CARE CENTRE 
MACS 

ELAROO AVE, LA PEROUSE, 2036, NSW 

HILLSDALE ASC MATRAVILLE PUBLIC SCHOOL, 
BUNNERONG RD, HILLSDALE, 2036, NSW 

HILLSDALE CHILD CARE CENTRE CNR TIERNEY AVE & FLINT ST, HILLSDALE, 
2036, NSW 

HOLY FAMILY OSHC INC (ASC) ST AIDAN’S PRIMARY SCHOOL, 214 
MAROUBRA RD, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

HOLY FAMILY OSHC INC (BSC) ST AIDAN’S PRIMARY SCHOOL, 214 
MAROUBRA RD, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

HOUSE AT POOH CORNER ON CAMPUS UNSW (ENTER BARKER), 
BARKER ST, KENSINGTON, 2033, NSW 

MARTON ACTIVITY CENTRE BEFORE 
SCHOOL CARE 

2 - 4 AUSTRAL ST, MALABAR, 2036, NSW 

JOHN MEWBURN CHILD CARE CENTRE 2 - 4 AUSTRAL ST, MALABAR, 2036, NSW 
KANGAS HOUSE CCC 52 BARKER ST, KINGSFORD, 2032, NSW 
KENSINGTON ASC 103 TODMAN AVE, KENSINGTON, 2033, NSW 
KENSINGTON PUBLIC SCHOOL OUT OF 
SCHOOL HOURS CARE COMBINED 

KENSINTON PUBLIC SCHOOL, CNR 
TODMAN AV & DONCASTER RD, 
KENSINGTON, 2033, NSW 

MAROUBRA BAY AFTER SCHOOL CARE DUNCAN ST, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 
MAROUBRA BAY BEFORE SCHOOL 
CARE 

DUNCAN ST, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

MAROUBRA JUNCTION PRIMARY 
SCHOOL ASC 

MAROUBRA JUNCTION SCHOOL, STOREY 
ST, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

MAROUBRA JUNCTION PRIMARY 
SCHOOL BSC 

MAROUBRA JUNCTION SCHOOL, STOREY 
ST, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

MAROUBRA JUNCTION VACATION CARE MAROUBA JUNCTION SCHOOL, STOREY ST, 
MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

MAROUBRA N’HOOD CHILDRENS 
CENTRE 

49 BOND ST, MAROUBRA, 2035, NSW 

MASCOT CHILD CARE CENTRE 53 COWARD ST, MASCOT, 2020, NSW 
MASCOT PUBLIC SCHOOL P&C ASSOC 
CARE CENTRE (ASC) 

MASCOT PRIMARY SCHOOL, KING ST, 
MASCOT, 2020, NSW 
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Service name Address 
MASCOT PUBLIC SCHOOL P&C ASSOC 
CARE CENTRE (BSC) 

MASCOT PRIMARY SCHOOL, KING ST, 
MASCOT, 2020, NSW 

MASK OOSH SCHOOL KARE INC - ASC MALABAR PUBLIC SCHOOL, FRANKLIN ST, 
MALABAR, 2036, NSW 

MASK OOSH SCHOOL KARE INC - BSC MALABAR PUBLIC SCHOOL, FRANKLIN ST, 
MALABAR, 2036, NSW 

MASK OOSH SCHOOL KARE INC - VC MALABAR PUBLIC SCHOOL, FRANKLIN ST, 
MALABAR, 2036, NSW 

MOVERLY CHILDRENS CENTRE RANDWICK CITY COUNCIL BOWEN LIB., 1 
ARGYLE CRES, SOUTH COOGEE, 2034, NSW 

MSS QUINDALUP COMBINED OSHC SOLDIERS SETTLEMENT SCHOOL, MENIN 
RD, MATRAVILLE, 2036, NSW 

PAGEWOOD AFTER SCHOOL CARE PAGEWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL, PAGE ST, 
PAGEWOOD, 2035, NSW 

PAGEWOOD BSC (BOTANY) PAGEWOOD PRIMARY SCHOOL, PAGE ST, 
PAGEWOOD, 2035, NSW 

POW PLACE COMMUNITY CCC BARKER ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
RAINBOW STREET CCC 100 RAINBOW ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
RANDWICK FDC 33 BUNDOCK ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
RANDWICK OPEN CARE FOR KIDS INC 30 WARATAH AVE, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
SYDNEY CHILDREN’S HOSPITAL 
VACATION CARE 

HIGH STREET BLD, BARKER ST, 
RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 

THE CHILDREN’S GARDEN RUDOLF 
STEINER SCHOOL ASC 

RUDOLF STEINER SCHOOL, 33 BUNDOCK 
ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 

THE JOEY CLUB QCD LEVEL GROUND, 14-16 BOURKE RD, 
MASCOT, 2020, NSW 

THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY CENTRE – ASC 90 RAINBOW ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY CENTRE – BSC 90 RAINBOW ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY CENTRE – VAC 90 RAINBOW ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
THE SOUTH COOGEE AFTER SCHOOL 
CARE CENTRE 

1 TUCABIA ST, SOUTH COOGEE, 2034, NSW 

THE SOUTH COOGEE BEFORE SCHOOL 
CARE CENTRE 

1 TUCABIA ST, SOUTH COOGEE, 2034, NSW 

THE SOUTH COOGEE LEARNING 
CENTRE 

1 TUCABIA ST, COOGEE SOUTH, 2034, NSW 

THE SOUTH COOGEE VACATION CARE 
CENTRE 

COOGEE SOUTH PUBLIC SCHOOL, 1 
TUCABIA ST, SOUTH COOGEE, 2034, NSW 

TIGGER’S PLACE 22-24 BOTANY ST, RANDWICK, 2031, NSW 
WEE WONDERS CHILD CARE CENTRE 1 MYRTLE ST, KENSINGTON, 2033, NSW 
Source: Centrelink administrative data and FaCS NSW State Office. 

(b) The sum of Australian Government funding for community child care services located in the 
electorate of Kingsford Smith for 2002-03, 2003-04 and 2004-05 is as follows: 

Service name Australian Government 
funding 

BLUE GUM COTTAGE CHILDREN’S CENTRE $14,899 
BOTANY BAY VACATION CARE $9,140 
BOTANY FDC SCHEME $538,896 
BOTANY PUBLIC SCHOOL OSHC $8,969 
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Service name Australian Government 
funding 

CINDERELLA KINDERGARTEN $16,395 
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE VACATION CARE $12,238 
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE ASC $1,248 
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE OUT OF SCHOOL 
HOURS CARE $1,232 
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S CENTRE VC $1,768 
DUFFYS CORNER OCCASIONAL CARE $106,825 
GLEN MERVYN CHILD CARE CENTRE $14,819 
GUJAGA MACS $1,339,767 
HOUSE AT POOH CORNER $31,027 
JOHN MEWBURN CHILD CARE CENTRE $29,881 
KANGAS HOUSE CCC $9,882 
MAROUBRA JUNCTION PRIMARY SCHOOL ASC $1,155 
MAROUBRA N’HOOD CHILDRENS CENTRE $60,532 
MARTON ACTIVITY CENTRE BEFORE SCHOOL CARE $2,691 
MASCOT CHILD CARE CENTRE $3,850 
MSS QUINDALUP INC (ASC) $130 
POW PLACE COMMUNITY CCC $36,318 
RAINBOW STREET CCC $8,418 
RANDWICK FDC $416,364 
RANDWICK OPEN CARE FOR KIDS INC (LDC) $704 
RANDWICK/COOGEE PRE SCHOOL $1,314 
THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY CENTRE ASC $6,825 
THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY CENTRE V.C. $12,460 
THE SOUTH COOGEE LEARNING CENTRE $24,528 
WEE WONDERS CHILD CARE CENTRE $19,751 
Source: FaCS NSW State Office. 

Notes: 1. This table only includes services receiving Australian Government funding during the 
specified financial years. 2. Excludes Child Care Benefit held by services as Child Care benefit is an 
entitlement of eligible families to assist with the cost of child care. 

The programs funded for child care services in the electorate of Kingsford Smith include Capital re-
placement and upgrade, Operational subsidy, Jobs, education & training special fee assistance, Dis-
abled supplementary services program, Multifunctional Aboriginal child care service funding, Spe-
cial needs subsidy scheme, Block grant assistance, Establishment grants, Centre based long day care 
capital. 

(3) The sum of Australian Government funding paid as (a) an operational subsidy, (b) a special needs 
subsidy, (c) an establishment grant, and (d) block grant assistance (transitional assistance), for com-
munity child care services located in the electorate of Kingsford Smith for 2002-03, 2003-04 and 
2004-05 is as follows: 

Service name Operational Subsidy 
(includes establish-
ment grants) 

Special 
Needs Sub-
sidy 

Block Grant Assistance 

BLUE GUM COTTAGE 
CHILDREN’S CENTRE 

  $7,123   

BOTANY BAY VACATION CARE   $9,140   
BOTANY FDC SCHEME $538,896     
BOTANY PUBLIC SCHOOL $8,969     
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Service name Operational Subsidy 
(includes establish-
ment grants) 

Special 
Needs Sub-
sidy 

Block Grant Assistance 

OSHC 
CINDERELLA KINDERGARTEN   $16,395   
CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE ASC 

  $1,248   

CURRAWONG CHILDREN’S 
CENTRE VC 

  $1,768   

CURRAWONG COMBINED 
VACATION CARE 

  $12,238   

DUFFYS CORNER 
OCCASIONAL CARE 

$102,102 $4,125   

GLEN MERVYN CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

  $7,768   

GUJAGA MACS $637,047   $702,720 
HOUSE AT POOH CORNER   $13,200   
JOHN MEWBURN CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

  $29,881   

KANGAS HOUSE CCC   $4,940   
MAROUBRA JUNCTION 
PRIMARY SCHOOL AS 

  $1,155   

MARTON ACTIVITY CENTRE 
BEFORE SCHOOL CARE 

  $2,691   

MASCOT CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

  $3,850   

RAINBOW STREET CCC   $4,940   
RANDWICK FAMILY DAY 
CARE 

$411,119     

THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY 
CENTRE ASC 

  $6,825   

THE RAINBOW ACTIVITY 
CENTRE V.C. 

  $12,460   

THE SOUTH COOGEE 
LEARNING CENTRE 

  $21,580   

WEE WONDERS CHILD CARE 
CENTRE 

  $19,751   

Source: FaCS NSW State Office. 

(4) (a) (b) (c) Child Care Benefit is paid in advance to services on behalf of eligible families to enable 
services to reduce the child care fees to those families. Child Care Benefit is paid on an ongoing ad-
vance/acquit basis. No debts or overpayments are raised as part of this ongoing process. 

Defence: Search Warrants 
(Question No. 367) 

Mr Melham asked the Minister Assisting the Minister for Defence, in writing, on 
8 December 2004: 
(1) For each financial year since 1996-1997, how many search warrants were obtained under section 

101X of the Defence Force Discipline Act 1982. 
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(2) In respect of each warrant in part (1), (a) what alleged offence were specified in the warrant, (b) 
where were the warrants executed (i.e. on a ship, aircraft or vehicle; military, naval or air base; other 
Department of Defence property; private residence or other place), and (c) how many persons were 
(i) charged with, and (ii) convicted of, an offence or offences under the Defence Force Discipline Act 
1982 following the execution of a search warrant or warrants. 

Mrs De-Anne Kelly—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
The Navy and the Air Force do not maintain a central search warrant register or database.  To collect and 
assemble such information solely for the purpose of answering the question would be a major task, and I 
am not prepared to authorise the expenditure and effort that would be required.  The answers provided 
below are for the Army which does maintain a central register. 

(1) 

ARMY 

1996-97 1 

1997-98 3 

1998-99 0 

1999-2000 1 

2000-01 1 

2001-02 9 

2002-03 7 

2003-04 35 

2004-05 11 

(2) (a) The alleged offences specified include: 

•  assault; 
•  damage to service property; 
•  dangerous conduct; 
•  disobey lawful general order; 
•  drug abuse; 
•  failure to comply with a lawful general order; 
•  failure to comply with a lawful general order and dangerous behaviour; 
•  fraud; 
•  making false entry in service document;  
•  making false service document; 
•  malingering; 
•  obstruct service police; 
•  offences based on territorial offences/act of indecency; 
•  possession of cannabis in Australia; 
•  using cannabis.  
•  prejudicial behaviour; 
•  prejudicial conduct; 
•  theft; and 
•  unlawful possession. 
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 (b) The warrants were executed on private motor vehicles, private and service residences, military 
bases, Department of Defence medical facilities, living-in accommodation and civilian places of 
business. 

 (c) (i) 24. (ii) 21. 

Centrelink: Payments 
(Question No. 370) 

Mr Bowen asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 8 December 2004: 
(1) How many individuals receive Centrelink payments in (a) the electoral division of Prospect, and (b) 

the postcode area (i) 2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, (vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 
and (ix) 2766. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) The number of individuals who receive Centrelink payments in the electoral division of Prospect 

is 136,269 

(b) The number of individuals who receive Centrelink payments for each postcode area is shown in 
the following table: 

Postcode area Centrelink individuals 
2145 30,039 
2148 29,902 
2164 11,156 
2165 25,850 
2175 Less than 20 
2176 24,328 
2178 Less than 20 
2759 11,910 
2766 6,335 

Note: Data source date is 19 November 2004. 

Social Welfare: Family Payments 
(Question No. 371) 

Mr Bowen asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 8 December 2004: 
(1) At 30 November 2004, how many families received Family Tax Benefit A in (a) the electoral division 

of Prospect, and (b) the postcode area (i) 2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, 
(vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 and (ix) 2766. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) Data as at 30 November 2004 is not available. As at 12 November 2004 the number of families that 

received Family Tax Benefit A in (a) the electoral division of Prospect, and (b) the postcode area (i) 
2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, (vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 and (ix) 2766 is 
shown in the following table: 

Electoral Division of Prospect 15,216 
Postcode area:  
2145 5,726 
2148 5,952 
2164 2,116 
2165 4,337 
2175 Less than 20 
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2176 5,096 
2178 Less than 20 
2759 3,379 
2766 1,438 

Social Welfare: Youth Allowance 
(Question No. 372) 

Mr Bowen asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 8 December 2004: 
(1) At 30 November 2004, how many individuals received Youth Allowance in (a) the electoral division 

of Prospect, and (b) the postcode area (i) 2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, 
(vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 and (ix) 2766. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) The number of individuals who receive Youth Allowance in the electoral division of Prospect is 

3,298 

(b) The number of individuals who receive Youth Allowance for each postcode area is shown in the 
following table: 

Postcode area Youth Allowance individuals 
2145 915 
2148 1,045 
2164 423 
2165 1,273 
2175 Less than 20 
2176 1,258 
2178 Less than 20 
2759 410 
2766 198 

Note: Data source date is 19 November 2004. 

Centrelink: Payments 
(Question No. 373) 

Mr Bowen asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 8 December 2004: 
(1) For the financial year 2003-2004, how many individuals (a) in total, and (b) in the postcode area (i) 

2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, (vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 and (ix) 2766 re-
ceived a debt notification in relation to the overpayment of a Centrelink-administered benefit. 

(2) For the financial year 2003-2004, how many families (a) in total, and (b) in the postcode area (i) 
2145, (ii) 2148, (iii) 2164, (iv) 2165, (v) 2175, (vi) 2176, (vii) 2178, (viii) 2759 and (ix) 2766 re-
ceived a debt notification in relation to the overpayment of a Centrelink-administered benefit. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) For financial year 2003-2004 there was a total of 915,032 recoverable debts. 

 Note: this figure excludes Family Reconciliation 

(b) For financial year 2003-2004 the following data is provided on recoverable debt by postcode: 

Postcode Recoverable Debt 
2145 5,078 
2148 5,539 
2164 1,834 
2165 3,766 
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Postcode Recoverable Debt 
2175 Less than 20 
2176 4,045 
2178 Less than 20 
2759 2,636 
2766 1,211 

(2) (a) and (b) Centrelink is unable to provide information on the number of families who received a 
debt notification in relation to the overpayment of a Centrelink-administered benefit for the fi-
nancial year 2003-2004. Details on overpayments are only available on the individual. 

Social Welfare: Heath Care Card 
(Question No. 385) 

Mr Melham asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Health Care Card holders reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of 

Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 
2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214. 

(2) How many Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit or 
equivalent payment reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of Banks, and (c) the 
postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and 
(ix) 2214. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Health Care Card holders residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division 

of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 
2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales 437,136 
Electoral Division of Banks 6,460 
Postcode area:  
2210 1,610 
2211 756 
2212 763 
2196 3,272 
2209 911 
2223 620 
2222 722 
2213 804 
2214 151 

 Note: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

(2) The number of Health Care Card holders who do not receive a Centrelink payment, pension, benefit 
or equivalent payment residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral division of Banks, and (c) 
the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, 
and (ix) 2214 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales 39,619 
Electoral Division of Banks 623 
Postcode area: 
2210 

142 

2211 81 
2212 51 
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2196 233 
2209 118 
2223 79 
2222 81 
2213 84 
2214 <20 

Note 1: Data source date is 15 December 2004. 

Note 2: The categories of people who receive Health Care Cards are people on low incomes, foster 
children, certain disabled children, and former long-term unemployed income support recipients who 
have obtained employment (such customers can retain their card for six (6) months after entering 
employment, to ease the transition from welfare to work). 

Note 3: The data is based on the number of cards issued that remain current and have not yet reached 
their expiry date. Due to recent system enhancements, these data no longer include cancelled cards, 
and are therefore a more accurate reflection of actual Health Care Card numbers than data provided 
prior to 1 July 2004. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 387) 

Mr Melham asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral 

division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, (vi) 
2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Child Support Agency clients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the elec-

toral division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 2209, 
(vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214 is shown in the following table: 

 Payers Payees Total 
New South Wales 220 311 217 542 437 853 
Banks 2 384 2 444 4 828 

  

Postcode Payers Payees Total 
2196 868 811 1 679 
2209 250 261 511 
2210 562 639 1 201 
2211 325 310 635 
2212 335 330 665 
2213 421 444 865 
2214 77 90 167 
2222 207 253 460 
2223 314 321 635 

Note: all figures as at June 2004. 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 388) 

Mr Melham asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
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(1) How many Disability Support Pension recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the 
electoral division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 
2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Disability Support Pension recipients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) 

the electoral division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 
2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales  227,614 
Electoral Division of Banks 3,260 
Postcode area:  
2210 977 
2211 389 
2212 448 
2196 1,120 
2209 341 
2223 318 
2222 217 
2213 456 
2214 66 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 

Social Welfare: Parenting Payments 
(Question No. 389) 

Mr Melham asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Parenting Payment Single recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the 

electoral division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 
2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Parenting Payment Single recipients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) 

the electoral division of Banks, and (c) the postcode area (i) 2210, (ii) 2211, (iii) 2212, (iv) 2196, (v) 
2209, (vi) 2223, (vii) 2222, (viii) 2213, and (ix) 2214 is shown in the following table: 

New South Wales  146,640 
Electoral Division of Banks 2,094 
Postcode area   
2210 531 
2211 231 
2212 267 
2196 738 
2209 220 
2223 208 
2222 233 
2213 314 
2214 50 

Note: Data source date is 10 December 2004. 
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Social Welfare: Child-Care Benefit 
(Question No. 400) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Child Care Benefit recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral 

division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 2132, (vi) 
2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) The number of Child Care Benefit fee reduction customers using approved child care in the June 

2004 quarter and residing in New South Wales was 161,530. 

(b) The number of Child Care Benefit fee reduction customers using approved child care in the June 
2004 quarter and residing in electoral division of Lowe was 3,094. 

(c) The number of Child Care Benefit fee reduction customers using approved child care in the June 
2004 quarter for each postcode area is shown in the following table: 

Postcode area Child Care Benefit recipients 
2045 176 
2046 483 
2047 172 
2131 529 
2132 279 
2133 244 
2134 193 
2135 267 
2136 162 
2137 338 
2138 160 
2140 149 

Note: Data source date is June Quarter 2004. 

Note: customers receiving Child Care Benefit as fee reduction excludes customers who may claim 
Child Care Benefit as a lump sum. 

Social Welfare: Parenting Payments 
(Question No. 401) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Parenting Payment Single recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the 

electoral division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 
2132, (vi) 2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Parenting Payment Single recipients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) 

the electoral division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 
2132, (vi) 2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140 is shown in the 
following table: 

New South Wales 146,926 
Electoral Division of Lowe 1,126 
Postcode area:  
2045 48 
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2045 222 
2047 48 
2131 294 
2132 106 
2133 160 
2134 108 
2135 144 
2136 119 
2137 148 
2138 56 
2140 136 

Note: Data source date is 23 December 2004. 

Child Support Agency: Clients 
(Question No. 402) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
(1) How many Child Support Agency clients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the electoral 

division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 2132, (vi) 
2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Child Support Agency clients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) the elec-

toral division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 2132, 
(vi) 2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140 is shown in the fol-
lowing table: 

 Payers Payees Total 
New South Wales 220 311 217 542 437 853 
Lowe 1 868 1 580 3 448 

  

Postcode Payers Payees Total 
2045 117 78 195 
2046 387 354 741 
2047 169 108 277 
2131 386 359 745 
2132 163 133 296 
2133 192 215 407 
2134 147 125 272 
2135 174 164 338 
2136 147 139 286 
2137 289 247 536 
2138 104 113 217 
2140 142 119 261 

Note: all figures as at June 2004. 

Social Welfare: Disability Support Pension 
(Question No. 403) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Human Services, in writing, on 9 December 2004: 
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(1) How many Disability Support Pension recipients currently reside in (a) New South Wales, (b) the 
electoral division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 
2132, (vi) 2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140. 

Mr Hockey—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The number of Disability Support Pension recipients currently residing in (a) New South Wales, (b) 

the electoral division of Lowe and (c) the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 
2132, (vi) 2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140 is shown in the 
following table: 

New South Wales 227,614 
Electoral Division of Lowe 2,405 
Postcode area:  
2045 152 
2046 527 
2047 152 
2131 489 
2132 260 
2133 299 
2134 258 
2135 263 
2136 244 
2137 308 
2138 110 
2140 188 

Note: Data source date is 23 December 2004. 

Lowe Electorate: Schools Funding 
(Question No. 405) 

Mr Murphy asked the Minister for Education, Science and Training, in writing, on Thurs-
day, 9 December 2004: 
(1) What sum was provided for 2004 to (a) government and (b) non-government schools in the electoral 

division of Lowe and in the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 2132, (vi)2133, 
(vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140. 

(2) What was the (a) expenditure on, (b) location of, and (c) purpose of each grant in 2004. 

(3) What sum will be provided for 2005 to (a) government and (b) non-government schools in the elec-
toral division of Lowe and in the postcode area (i) 2045, (ii) 2046, (iii) 2047, (iv) 2131, (v) 2132, (vi) 
2133, (vii) 2134, (viii) 2135, (ix) 2136, (x) 2137, (xi) 2138, and (xii) 2140 for 2005. 

(4) What will (a) the expenditure be for, (b) be the location of, and (c) be the purpose of each grant in 
2005. 

Dr Nelson—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) (a) Total Australian Government funding for government schools is not reported at the level of detail 

requested. Australian Government General Recurrent Grants for government schools are provided to 
the government education authority in each State or Territory, on the basis of total enrolments. The 
State or Territory determines where the grants are used. Payments to individual schools are not re-
corded. 

 The Department of Education, Science and Training only provides electoral division and postcode 
detail for General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools and Capital Grants to both govern-
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ment and non-government schools. For this period, $1,150,000 was provided to government schools 
in the electoral division of Lowe or identified postcodes from the Capital Grants Programme. 

 (b) Total Australian Government funding for non-government schools cannot be reported at the level 
of detail requested. Funding from Australian Government programmes that can be reported at this 
level of detail totalled $54,439,930 in 2004 for non-government schools in the electoral division of 
Lowe and the identified postcodes, from the General Recurrent Grants programme. No Capital 
Grants funding was provided in 2004 to non-government schools in the electoral division of Lowe or 
identified postcodes. 

(2) (a), (b)Details on the expenditure and location of Capital Grants to government schools in the elec-
toral division of Lowe or identified postcodes for 2004 are in Table 1 at Attachment A. Details on the 
expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the electoral di-
vision of Lowe or identified postcodes for 2004 for this period are in Table 2 at Attachment A. 

 (c) The purpose of the Australian Government Capital Grants is to provide education outcomes by 
assisting in the provision of school facilities, particularly in ways that contribute most to raising the 
overall level of educational achievement of Australian school students. 

 The purpose of Australian Government General Recurrent Grants is to help schools with the recurrent 
cost of school education so that they can offer students educational s directed towards the achieve-
ment of the Australian Government’s priorities for schooling. 

(3) (a) Estimates of total Australian Government funding for 2005 for government schools are not main-
tained at the level of detail requested (see response to 1a). Information about 2005 Capital Grants for 
government schools is not yet available. 

 (b) Estimates of total Australian Government funding for 2005 for non-government schools are not 
maintained at the level of detail requested. However it is estimated that $55,657,500 will be provided 
in 2005 under the General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the electoral division of 
Lowe and the identified postcodes. 

 Information about 2005 Capital Grants for non-government schools is not available. 

(4) (a), (b) Details on the estimated expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants for non-
government schools in the electoral division of Lowe and the identified postcodes for this period are 
in Table 3 at Attachment A. 

 (c) See response to (2)(c). 

Attachment A 

Table 1 

Expenditure and location of Capital Grants to government schools in the electoral division of Lowe 
and identified postcodes in 2004. 

School Location Postcode Grant Amount Project Description 

Strathfield Girls High 
School 

Strathfield 2135 $1,150,000 Upgrade and rationalisa-
tion of: existing facilities 
- stage 1. 

Table 2 

Expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the electoral di-
vision of Lowe and identified postcodes in 2004. 

School Name Location Postcode 2004 GRG Entitlement 
St Joan of Arc School Haberfield 2045 1,164,870.00 
All Hallows Primary School Five Dock 2046 1,201,850.00 
Domremy College Five Dock 2046 2,922,755.00 
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School Name Location Postcode 2004 GRG Entitlement 
Rosebank College Five Dock 2046 2,852,111.00 
Italian Bilingual School Five Dock 2046 60,319.00 
St Mark’s Primary School Drummoyne 2047 1,120,494.00 
Tangara School for Girls* Cherrybrook 2126 1,520,346.00 
Trinity Grammar School* Summer Hill 2130 5,274,206.00 
Bethlehem College Ashfield 2131 3,524,214.50 
De La Salle College Ashfield 2131 3,565,278.00 
Holy Innocents Primary 
School Croydon 2132 1,220,340.00 
Presbyterian Ladies College Croydon 2132 3,355,909.00 
Christian Brothers High 
School Burwood 2134 1,946,893.00 
MLC School Burwood 2134 4,024,179.00 
Meriden School Strathfield 2135 2,205,773.00 
St Martha’s School Strathfield 2135 972,574.00 
St Patrick’s College Strathfield 2135 4,874,664.00 
Sydney Adventist College Strathfield 2135 1,242,122.00 
Santa Sabina College Strathfield 2135 4,828,788.00 
St Joseph’s Primary School Enfield 2136 1,730,664.00 
St Mary’s Primary School Concord 2137 1,719,570.00 
The McDonald College North Strathfield 2137 1,503,380.00 
St Ambrose’ Primary School Concord West 2138 1,297,998.00 
St Dominic’s School Homebush West 2140 310,632.00 
   54,439,930 

*Multicampus School - only one of the campuses is located in the electorate of Lowe 

Table 3 

Estimated expenditure and location of General Recurrent Grants to non-government schools in the 
electoral division of Lowe and identified postcodes in 2005 

School Name Location Postcode Estimated 2005 Entitlement 
St Joan of Arc School Haberfield 2045 1,250,150 
All Hallows Primary School Five Dock 2046 1,289,893 
Domremy College Five Dock 2046 3,174,464 
Italian Bilingual School Five Dock 2046 112,434 
Rosebank College Five Dock 2046 3,097,551 
St Mark’s Primary School Drummoyne 2047 1,202,536 
Bethlehem College Ashfield 2131 3,827,758 
De La Salle College Ashfield 2131 3,872,476 
St Vincent’s School Ashfield 2131 1,357,575 
Holy Innocents Primary 
School 

Croydon 2132 
1,309,962 

Presbyterian Ladies College Croydon 2132 3,414,592 
St Francis Xavier’s School Croydon Park 2133 1,152,168 
Christian Brothers High 
School 

Burwood 2134 
2,114,596 

MLC School Burwood 2134 4,223,077 
Meriden School Strathfield 2135 2,312,146 
Noor Al Houda Islamic Col-
lege 

Strathfield 2135 
1,800,291 
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School Name Location Postcode Estimated 2005 Entitlement 
Santa Sabina College Strathfield 2135 4,911,982 
St Martha’s School Strathfield 2135 1,043,956 
St Patrick’s College Strathfield 2135 5,282,010 
Sydney Adventist College Strathfield 2135 1,313,930 
St Anne’s School Strathfield South 2136 635,109 
St Joseph’s Primary School Enfield 2136 1,857,320 
St Mary’s Primary School Concord 2137 1,845,515 
The McDonald College North Strathfield 2137 1,529,726 
St Ambrose’ Primary School Concord West 2138 1,392,990 
St Dominic’s School Homebush West 2140 333,295 
   55,657,500 

The entitlement amount for systemic schools is the amount that the school attracts to the system and may 
be different from the final amount allocated to the school by the system office. 

Australian Customs Service 
(Question No. 445) 

Mr McClelland asked the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs, in 
writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) In respect of the reference on page 34 of the Australian Customs Service (ACS) report for 2003-

2004, can the Minister explain which activities of the ACS are (a) prioritised as ‘core activities’, (b) 
considered to be of a “lower priority and minimal impact on border security”, and (c) classified as 
‘enforcement operations’. 

(2) In respect of those activities classified as core activities since 2002, (a) how many (i) full-time, and 
(ii) part-time staff were reallocated within the ACS to perform these core activities, (b) what are their 
current broadband classifications, (c) how many are (i) on-going, and (ii) non-ongoing, (d) what are 
their job titles, and (e) from which activity (whether core or otherwise) was each staff member reallo-
cated. 

(3) Since 2002, (a) how many (i) full-time, and (ii) part-time staff were reallocated within ACS to per-
form first-port boarding of commercial vessels (and any affiliated activities supporting first-port 
boarding of commercial vessels in an operational capacity), (b) what are their current broadband 
classifications, (c) how many are (i) on-going, and (ii) non-ongoing, (d) what are their job titles, and 
(e) from which activity (whether core or otherwise) was each staff member reallocated. 

(4) On what specific items will the $2.8 million allocated for 2004-2005 to increase first-port boarding 
be spent. 

Mr Ruddock—The Minister for Justice and Customs has provided the following answer to 
the honourable member’s question: 
(1) (a) The Australian Customs Service (Customs) core activities carried out by the Enforcement Op-

erations Branch are:  

•  the clearance of all maritime traffic to and from Australia in relation to the vessels, crew and 
passengers;  

•  response action to vessels or crew assessed as posing a terrorism risk or other threats to the bor-
der; and 

•  waterfront security/patrol. 

 (b) Activities considered to be of a lower priority and minimal impact on border security are, in the 
absence of any intelligence: 
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•  land based surveillance, ie remote area patrols; 

•  visits to and liaison with Customs Frontline and Hotline contacts;  

•  response to vessels not assessed as posing a terrorism risk or other threats to the border; and 

•  deployment of enforcement officers (non National Marine Unit) on Australian Customs Vessels 
engaged in routine Customs or client taskings. 

 (c) Enforcement operations refers to the Branch of Customs responsible for activities outlined in the 
answer to question (1)(a).  

(2) (a) (i) (ii) Customs data is expressed in terms of full time equivalent staff as per the table below.  

FY Staff Full Time Equivalent 
2000-2001 105.4 
2001-2002 114.6 
2002-2003 144.7 
2003-2004 144.7 

 (b) Customs level 1 and Customs level 2. 

 (c) (i) All are on-going. 

  (ii) Not applicable. 

 (d) Customs does not use job titles in describing these functions. 

 (e) Remote District Offices cut back on the activities outlined in response to Question 1(b). Staff 
were redeployed largely from the Compliance function in capital cities.  

(3) Staff involved in first port boarding of commercial vessels and affiliated activities supporting this are 
outlined in the answer provided in response to Question (2). 

(4) The $2.8 million is to cover the cost of an extra 19 staff deployed at 11 locations. It is comprised of 
departmental expenses for staff and property operating expenses for accommodation and office 
build/refurbishment.  

Aviation: Brisbane Airport 
(Question No. 448) 

Mr McClelland asked the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs, in 
writing, on 8 February 2005: 
Has a commercial-sized neutron scanner been installed at Brisbane airport; if so, (a) when was it installed, 
(b) what sum was allocated for the scanner in the 2003-2004 budget, (c) what was the actual cost of the 
scanner, and (d) what was the estimated total cost of a field trial of the scanner; if not, when will a scanner 
be installed. 

Mr Ruddock—The Minister for Justice and Customs has provided the following answer to 
the honourable member’s question: 
(a) The scanner has not been installed at Brisbane airport.  The scanner is being built by the Common-

wealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation and construction of a facility to house the 
scanner and other associated equipment commenced in late 2004 at Brisbane Airport.  The scanner is 
due to be installed and commissioned in the second half of 2005.   

(b) No funds were allocated to this project in the 2003-2004 Budget.  Funding was allocated for the scan-
ner and field trial in the 2004-2005 Budget as follows: $5.6 million in 2004-2005 and $2.8 million in 
2005-2006. 

(c) The actual cost of the scanner unit will be $2.9 million.  This is the cost of the scanner only and does 
not include necessary fit-out such as radiation shielding. 
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(d) The total amount allocated to the field trial, including the scanner unit and depreciation, is $8.4 mil-
lion. 

Australian Customs Service 
(Question No. 455) 

Mr McClelland asked the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs, in 
writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) Has the Australian Customs Service developed an integrated succession and career management 

strategy; if so, when was or will this strategy be implemented. 

(2) Is there a policy or procedure to review the effectiveness of the strategy; if so, what are the details; if 
not, when will one be introduced. 

(3) Was there any employee participation in the development of the strategy; if so, what was the nature 
and extent of this participation. 

Mr Ruddock—The Minister for Justice and Customs has provided the following answer to 
the honourable member’s question: 
(1) Customs is in the final stages of developing an integrated succession and career management pro-

gram. The program was developed in response to a number of factors including Australian Public 
Service Commission papers (APSC) indicating the need for agencies to give greater attention to suc-
cession management and feedback from staff indicating a greater need for career development and 
assistance.  Customs already has an integrated approach to Workforce Planning and an Assignment 
and Career management Policy and a succession management program will compliment these exist-
ing approaches.  The program consists of an informative Policy Advice and, a Toolkit to help manag-
ers with their work area’s succession needs and staff to better manage their careers.  The program will 
be incorporated into each Customs region’s career assignment process over the period February to 
June 2005. 

(2) An evaluation of the program will be scheduled following the implementation of the program 
through a full Performance Assessment and Feedback cycle (at this stage July 2006). It is anticipated 
that the data collection and reporting aspects of the information management system may need to be 
modified to support the career and succession management process across Customs. 

(3) The program was developed using information obtained from a survey of Customs regions, a work-
shop of Customs Human Resource Managers, interviews with operational managers and comments 
received from Customs Corporate Support Managers.   

Council of Australian Governments: Report 
(Question No. 481) 

Mr McClelland asked the Attorney-General, in writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) Has his department implemented all of the 66 recommendations contained in the COAG report Natu-

ral disasters in Australia: Reforming mitigation, relief and recovery arrangements; if not, which rec-
ommendations have not been implemented. 

(2) Has his department taken any steps to implement those recommendations that have not been imple-
mented; if so, what are the details. 

Mr Ruddock—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) No. Responsibility for implementing the 66 recommendations contained in the COAG report falls to 

Australian, State, Territory and Local Governments, and to the private sector.   

 A key recommendation of the COAG report was the establishment of a Ministerial Council to over-
see national emergency management arrangements and implementation of the Natural Disaster Re-
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form Package. This has been implemented with the establishment of the Augmented Australasian Po-
lice Ministers’ Council (A/APMC), and the re-constitution of the Australian Emergency Management 
Committee.  

 The A/APMC has oversight of all 66 recommendations, and has its inaugural meeting on 4 March 
2005. All jurisdictions will report progress on implementation of the COAG recommendations at this 
meeting 

(2) No. The Australian Government does not have the authority to act in areas for which State, Territory, 
Local Governments or non-government agencies are responsible, but is working in partnership with 
them to implement the COAG recommendations.  

Chemical, Biological and Radiological Enhancement Program 
(Question No. 485) 

Mr McClelland asked the Attorney-General, in writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) What was the breakdown of funding for each phase of the Chemical, Biological and Radiological 

Enhancement Program (CBREP) for (a) 2002-2003, and (b) 2003-2004. 

(2) What is the forecasted expenditure on each phase of the CBREP for (a) 2004-2005, and (b) 2005-
2006. 

Mr Ruddock—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
Question (1) 

Year Details 
 $ Million First Phase 
(a) 2002-2003 8.40 Acquisition of Personal Protective and Detection Equipment 

Training of first responders 
(b) 2003-2004 7.90 Acquisition Decontamination Equipment Training of first 

responders  
Question (2) 

Year Details 
 $ Million Second Phase 
(a) 2004-2005 1.0 Training, Maintenance and performance reporting 

Final Acquisition of Decontamination Equipment 
(b) 2005-2006 0.50 Training, Maintenance and performance reporting 

Attorney-General’s: Business Plans 
(Question No. 486) 

Mr McClelland asked the Attorney-General, in writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) Has the department developed branch/plans and section/team plans as identified on page 118 of its 

report for 2003-2004; if not, when will they be developed. 

(2) Has the department aligned individual performance agreements to the plans; if not, when will it do 
so. 

Mr Ruddock—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The Attorney-General’s Department Annual Report 2003–04 referred to a review of the Department’s 

corporate performance management framework on page 118.  That review recommended develop-
ments to the existing framework and processes that would enable more consistent planning ap-
proaches across the Department. 

 I am advised that the first stage was to conduct a trial of a revised planning process (based on a modi-
fied balanced scorecard approach) in the Department’s Corporate Services Group (CSG).  That trial 
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commenced with the development of a business plan for the Group.  That plan forms the basis of a 
series of cascading branch plans and section/team plans that reflect the goals and priorities set in the 
higher level plan.  Some of those lower level plans have been developed using the new approach 
while others are currently in development. The remaining plans for CSG will be completed during 
2005. 

 At the Group’s most recent performance review by the Department’s Executive, the new CSG busi-
ness plan was used to assess the Group’s achievements against planned business strategies.  Once the 
full set of CSG plans have been developed and in use for another reporting cycle, an evaluation will 
be conducted to determine the suitability of the modified approach from a whole-of-Department per-
spective. 

(2) I am advised that, in keeping with the Department’s integrated approach to performance manage-
ment, individual performance agreements with staff are to be aligned with the Department’s goals, 
expressed in successive levels of division/office business plans, branch plans and section/team plans.  
In this way there is a clear link between the planned activities of individual staff and the organisa-
tion’s goals.  This linkage occurs with the plans and agreements prepared under the current perform-
ance framework. 

 In the case of the CSG trial referred to in part (1) of the response above, where the lower level plans 
have been developed using the new approach, individuals’ performance agreements have been, or are 
in the process of being, aligned to the plans.  Performance agreements for other staff can be aligned 
when the respective plans for that area have been developed according to the new approach. 

Attorney-General’s: Emergency Management Competency Standards 
(Question No. 487) 

Mr McClelland asked the Attorney-General, in writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) What gaps did his department identify in emergency management competency standards during 

2003-2004 as noted on page 103 of its report for 2003-2004. 

(2) What amendments or alterations have been made to emergency management competency standards 
to address each gap. 

(3) Was his department aware at any time prior to 2003-2004 of the existence of any gaps. 

(4) Has his department conducted a review of emergency management competency standards prior to 
2003-2004; if so, did it identify gaps similar or identical to gaps that were identified in 2003-2004 
and if it did what were they. 

(5) Did his department make any amendments or alterations prior to 2003-2004 to emergency manage-
ment competency standards to address any gaps. 

Mr Ruddock—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) The gaps were identified through a 2001-02 scoping project conducted by the Public Safety Training 

Industry Advisory Body (PSITAB). The gaps identified were (a) emergency planning, (b) evacuation, 
and (c) lower level competency standards in emergency risk management to provide pathways into 
higher level competencies  

(2) In partnership with the PSITAB, Emergency Management Australia (EMA) in 2003 consulted with 
key stakeholders at all levels of government and non-government organisations (NGOs) to: 

(a) develop a new competency standard Undertake emergency planning 

 (b) review the need for a competency standard for evacuation – it was identified that planning for 
evacuation is covered by the new unit Undertake emergency planning and that effecting an 
evacuation is covered by the existing competency standards for command and control.  Minor 
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additions were suggested to the range of variables to make the command and control standards 
more explicit. 

(c) develop lower level competency standards in emergency risk management to provide pathways 
into higher level competencies – a new competency standard was developed to describe the 
knowledge and skills required by people who contribute to the emergency risk management 
process in their community. The higher level standards in emergency risk management were re-
viewed and amended to ensure consistency with knowledge gained from the implementation of 
emergency risk management. 

(3) Yes. As answered in response to Question 1. 

(4) Yes. EMA managed a project to develop competency standards for emergency management in 1995. 
These were overtaken by the introduction of the National Training Framework and the move away 
from a hazards approach to a risk based approach to emergency management.   

 The Public Safety Industry Training Package that includes competency standards for emergency 
management, including risk management, was developed by the PSITAB and endorsed by the former 
Ministerial Council of the Australian National Training Authority (ANTA) in July 2000.    

 During 2002-03, EMA progressively developed training and assessment programs to achieve the 
emergency management competency standards, and during this process confirmed deficiencies al-
ready identified through the PSITAB scoping project undertaken in 2001-02.    

(5) Yes. EMA was actively involved in the move from the 1995 standards to the 2000 version.  The later 
version has broader applicability across the Public Safety Industry and supports the implementation 
of a risk based, community centred approach to emergency risk management. 

Attorney-General’s: Business Plans 
(Question No. 488) 

Mr McClelland asked the Attorney-General, in writing, on 8 February 2005: 
(1) When was the most recent performance review of organisational elements conducted by his depart-

ment. 

(2) In respect of the last review, (a) how did organisational performance compare to business/operational 
plan performance measures, (b) in relation to routine activities, how did organisational performance 
compare to departmental performance standards. 

Mr Ruddock—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
(1) I am advised that the Department continually reviews its performance.  Key elements of this process 

are: 

•  weekly meetings of the Department’s Executive Committee 

•  monthly consideration by the Executive of key departmental performance data (covering finan-
cial, staffing, ministerial and parliamentary services, internal security, information and knowl-
edge services, and FOI matters, as well as implementation of budget/major initiatives and other 
key matters), with quarterly reports containing more detailed staffing data 

•  program of twice-yearly reviews by the Executive of each organisational element of the Depart-
ment, supported by division/group business plans and agreed work programs 

•  ongoing internal review by line areas of achievements against lower level business plans and 
agreed work programs 

•  review and evaluation of specific projects or activities, and 

•  twice-yearly reviews of individual performance against each staff member’s performance 
agreement, as part of the Program for Performance Improvement. 
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In addition there are regular meetings of senior departmental officials with myself and the Minister 
for Justice and Customs, Senator Ellison, to determine priorities, or to discuss specific and/or emerg-
ing issues.  These processes are supplemented from time to time by special meetings/conferences of 
the Department’s senior staff to discuss particular issues. 

 Each year the Department assesses performance of organisational elements against the performance 
information set out in the Portfolio Budget Statements, for the purposes of preparing the Annual Re-
port.  

In relation to the Executive performance reviews, the senior management team from each division 
and office and each supporting group (Corporate Services Group and Information and Knowledge 
Services Group) is scheduled to appear before the Executive twice a year, approximately six months 
apart.  These reviews are spread across the year, usually from early February to early December, 
rather than in a set short timeframe each six months. 

The most recent review of organisational elements scheduled to appear before the Executive occurred 
late last year, over the period August – November 2004.  The annual assessment for annual report 
preparation purposes occurred over the period June – August 2004. 

(2) I am advised that in relation to the Executive performance reviews, the Executive is apprised of the 
progress on the agreed work program in the supporting business/operational plan for the organisa-
tional element concerned, and there is the opportunity to discuss a range of matters including varia-
tions in priorities, risk assessments, expenditure against budget, resource usage and other relevant 
performance information specified in the plan. 

(a) and (b) Depending on the functions of the organisational element concerned, the performance in-
formation in the supporting plan might include a mix of measures and/or standards as appropriate.  
For all departmental elements reviewed over the period August – November 2004, organisational per-
formance was considered to compare favourably with the specified performance information. 

I am also advised that in relation to the assessment for annual report preparation, each organisational 
element reports against the performance information set out for that element in the Portfolio Budget 
Statements for the corresponding financial year. 

(a) and (b) For the 2003–04 reporting year, organisational performance could also be considered to 
compare favourably with the specified performance information.  In the Department’s 2003–04 An-
nual Report the Secretary commented in his Review that the Department had made major contribu-
tions to the Government’s strategic directions.  It was also noted in the overviews to the performance 
reports for the Department’s two outcomes that (the relevant departmental elements) made substantial 
contributions to Government initiatives, or made significant and substantial progress toward achiev-
ing the outcome. 

Cunningham Electorate: Apprenticeships 
(Question No. 508) 

Ms Bird asked the Minister for Vocational and Technical Education, in writing, on 8 Febru-
ary 2005: 
Further to the answer to question No. 395, under the New Apprenticeship Scheme, how many apprentices 
and trainees were in training, by industry, in the electoral division of Cunningham in the years (a) 1996, 
(b) 1998, (c) 2000, (d) 2002 and (e) 2004. 

Mr Hardgrave—The answer to the honourable member’s question is as follows: 
The table below illustrates the estimated number of New Apprentices in training by industry in the elec-
torate of Cunningham for years 1996, 1998, 2000, 2002 and 2004.   
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In training in the electorate of Cunningham by ANZSIC Code 
  June Quarter (April - June) 
ANZSIC Code 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004 
Agriculture Forestry & Fishing (A) (a) (a) (a) (a) (a) 
Mining (B) 10 10 10 10 10 
Manufacturing (C) 60 70 70 100 120 
Electricity Gas & Water Supply (D) 20 10 (a) (a) (a) 
Construction (E) 80 140 200 210 300 
Wholesale Trade (F) 10 20 20 30 30 
Retail Trade (G) 100 120 290 340 560 
Accommodation Cafes & Restaurants (H) 60 130 90 160 260 
Transport & Storage (I) (a) (a) 60 120 60 
Communication Services (J) (a) (a) 10 270 200 
Finance & Insurance (K) 10 10 80 100 70 
Property & Business Services (L) 20 80 240 180 200 
Government Administration & Defence (M) 10 20 20 160 110 
Education (N) 10 10 30 40 90 
Health & Community Services (O) 10 30 60 80 180 
Cultural & Recreational Services (P) (a) 10 10 10 10 
Personal & Other Services (Q) 40 70 100 110 130 
TOTAL 440 730 1290 1920 2330 

(a) Numbers of New Apprentices under 10 are not separately listed as individuals may be able to be iden-
tified. 


