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† Debate to be adjourned to a future day at the conclusion of the time allotted.

2002

THE PARLIAMENT OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

NOTICE PAPER
No. 33

MONDAY, 19 AUGUST 2002

The House meets this day at 12.30 p.m.

BUSINESS ACCORDED PRIORITY FOR THIS SITTING

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

Notices
†1 MRS MOYLAN: To move—That this House:

(1) condemns the action of foreign nationals:

(a) illegally fishing in the Heard Island and McDonald Zone and stealing an estimated 2,000 tons of
Patagonian tooth fish per month;

(b) for their flagrant disregard for the sovereignty of Australia’s exclusive economic zone;

(c) for decimating an endangered species of albatross and other seabirds by using illegal fishing
methods, flouting Australian and international environment regulations; and

(d) for threatening the future of the species in the area and the commercial sustainability of the
Patagonian tooth fish fishery;

(2) notes that the Australian fishing industry is limited to catching 2,815 tons of Patagonian tooth fish
this year;

(3) notes that if this practice continues, it threatens the estimated $30 million earned annually by the
Australian fishing industry, puts at risk the direct employment of approximately 120 people and the
indirect employment of approximately 500 people;

(4) commends the Australian Government for its decision to propose the listing of Patagonian tooth fish
on schedule two of the Convention in International Trade and Endangered Flora and Fauna;

(5) commends the Australian Government for its previous successful apprehension by the Australian
Navy of several illegal foreign fishing vessels; and

(6) in light of the continuing serious breaches, calls on the Government to further strengthen action to
prevent any further illegal incursions of our southern Exclusive Economic Zone by:

(a) continuing naval action to apprehend those responsible for this illegal action;

(b) implementing a civilian surveillance patrol with an armed boarding capacity;

(c) substantially increasing the financial penalties to a level that deters future offences;

(d) working closely with the Australian fishing industry to strengthen surveillance and apprehend
offenders;

(e) seeking further co-operation with the French Government whose territorial integrity is similarly
threatened;

(f) pursuing offenders through dialogue with various countries where operations supporting illegal
fishing are based; and

(g) ensuring Australian territorial integrity is maintained. (Notice given 20 June 2002. Time
allowed—45 minutes)

†2 MS HALL: To move—That this House:

(1) condemns the Howard Government for failing to address:
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(a) the shortage of general practitioners in regional, rural and outer metropolitan areas; and

(b) the decline in general practitioners bulk billing in these areas; and

(2) calls on the Howard Government to immediately implement a strategy to address the decline and
shortages. (Notice given 12 March 2002. Time allowed—remaining private Members’ business time
prior to 1.45 p.m.)

†3 MR HAWKER: To move—That this House:

(1) notes with alarm the serious decline in the population of the Great Apes–gorillas, bonobos,
orangutans and chimpanzees, which could lead to their extinction in the next 10 years;

(2) recognises that habitat destruction due to illegal logging, mining and associated activities including
poaching, are all contributing to this threat of extinction;

(3) acknowledges that war, civil unrest and a breakdown in law and order also contribute to the problems
in many of these habitat areas;

(4) notes Australian Government participation, principally through zoos and also with the Humane
Society International, in the conservation of the Great Apes;

(5) notes the support of the UK Government for the Great Apes Survival Project, which is backed by the
UN Environment Programme; and

(6) calls on the Federal Government to increase its support for the efforts of the UN Environment
Programme to help save the Great Apes. (Notice given 24 June 2002. Time allowed—30 minutes.)

†4 MR LATHAM: To move—That this House declares its support for:

(1) the role of Australia’s 1700 municipal libraries in providing information services and community-
based learning throughout the nation;

(2) Federal responsibility for assisting the development of the local library network, especially with new
IT services; and

(3) ensuring the National Library of Australia’s Kinetica database is affordable for local libraries. (Notice
given 19 June 2002. Time allowed—remaining private Members’ business time.)

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Orders of the day
1 GRIEVANCE DEBATE: Question—That grievances be noted (under standing order 106).

2 HIGHER EDUCATION FUNDING AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Minister for Education, Science and
Training): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 28 June 2002, a.m.—Ms Hall, in continuation)
on the motion of Dr Nelson—That the Bill be now read a second time—And on the amendment moved
thereto by Ms Macklin, viz.—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:

(1) condemns the Government for:

(a) its shameful neglect of public universities of Australia, its undermining of the future
development of regional universities and the increasing financial burden it is placing on students
and their families;

(b) the pre-empting of its review of higher education by the ad hoc addition of new private higher
education institutions in this Bill;

(c) the lack of clear guidelines for  the application of income contingent loans for fee-paying
postgraduate courses in private institutions;

(d) its failure to establish accountability principles and criteria for the growing number of private,
non-university providers of higher education in Australia;

(e) the absence of policy guidelines in relation to access, equity and anti-discrimination practices in
private providers of higher education; and;

(f) its failure to explain the real costs to government of the expansion of income contingent loans
schemes to private providers; and;

(2) requests the Government to:
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(a) establish clear criteria and processes for the public accountability of private higher education
providers that are brought within the auspices of the Higher Education Funding Act; and

(b) review the powers and functions of the Australian Universities Quality Agency to enable it to
investigate the quality, standards and accountability of private higher education providers, in
particular, the programs offered by the four private institutions to be included in the legislation
as eligible unfunded institutions, and to report back to Parliament on the outcomes of that
investigation before any further additions that might be made arising from the Government’s
overall review of higher education.”

3 HIGHER EDUCATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2002 (Minister for Education,
Science and Training): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Mr Cox).

4 CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT (ESPIONAGE AND RELATED OFFENCES) BILL 2002 (Attorney-
General): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 13 March 2002—Ms Ellis).

*5 RESEARCH INVOLVING EMBRYOS AND PROHIBITION OF HUMAN CLONING BILL 2002 (Prime
Minister): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Zahra).

6 VETERANS' AFFAIRS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (2002 BUDGET MEASURES) BILL 2002 (Minister
for Veterans' Affairs): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 20 June 2002—Mr Albanese).

7 VETERANS' AFFAIRS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002 (Minister for Veterans' Affairs):
Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—Ms Livermore).

*8 HEALTH INSURANCE COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (from Senate): Second reading (from
27 June 2002).

*9 FAMILY AND COMMUNITY SERVICES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (DISABILITY REFORM) BILL
(NO. 2) 2002 (Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services): Second reading—
Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr McMullan).

*10 TRADE PRACTICES AMENDMENT (LIABILITY FOR RECREATIONAL SERVICES) BILL 2002
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption
of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr McMullan).

11 CUSTOMS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for
Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 19 June 2002—Dr
Lawrence).

12 IMPORT PROCESSING CHARGES (AMENDMENT AND REPEAL) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary
to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 19 June
2002—Dr Lawrence).

13 PLANT HEALTH AUSTRALIA (PLANT INDUSTRIES) FUNDING BILL 2002 (Minister for Agriculture,
Fisheries and Forestry): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

*14 VETERANS' AFFAIRS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2002 (Minister for Veterans’ Affairs):
Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

15 MIGRATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002 (Minister for Immigration and
Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 13 March 2002—Ms
Ellis).

16 TRANSPORT SAFETY INVESTIGATION BILL 2002 (Minister for Regional Services, Territories and
Local Government): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 20 June 2002—Mr Albanese).

17 TRANSPORT SAFETY INVESTIGATION (CONSEQUENTIAL AMENDMENTS) BILL 2002 (Minister for
Regional Services, Territories and Local Government): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from
20 June 2002—Mr Albanese).

18 TAXATION LAWS AMENDMENT (STRUCTURED SETTLEMENTS) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary
to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 6 June
2002—Mr Zahra).

*19 NEW BUSINESS TAX SYSTEM (CONSOLIDATION, VALUE SHIFTING, DEMERGERS AND OTHER
MEASURES) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration):
Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

20 WORKPLACE RELATIONS (REGISTRATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF ORGANISATIONS) BILL
2002 (Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from
21 March 2002—Mr Sidebottom).
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21 WORKPLACE RELATIONS (REGISTRATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY OF ORGANISATIONS)
(CONSEQUENTIAL PROVISIONS) BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations):
Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—Mr Sidebottom).

22 AUSTRALIAN SECURITY INTELLIGENCE ORGANISATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
(TERRORISM) BILL 2002 (Attorney-General): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 21 March
2002—Mr Melham).

23 MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT (LIFE GOLD PASS) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

24 BROADCASTING SERVICES AMENDMENT (MEDIA OWNERSHIP) BILL 2002 (Minister representing
the Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts): Second reading—Resumption of
debate (from 21 March 2002—Ms Livermore).

*25 SUPERANNUATION (GOVERNMENT CO-CONTRIBUTION FOR LOW INCOME EARNERS) BILL 2002
(Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption
of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

*26 SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr
Edwards).

*27 ENVIRONMENT AND HERITAGE LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002 (Minister for the
Environment and Heritage): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Zahra).

*28 AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE COUNCIL BILL 2002 (Minister for the Environment and Heritage): Second
reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Zahra).

*29 AUSTRALIAN HERITAGE COUNCIL (CONSEQUENTIAL AND TRANSITIONAL PROVISIONS) BILL
2002 (Minister for the Environment and Heritage): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June
2002—Mr Zahra).

30 WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT (TRANSMISSION OF BUSINESS) BILL 2002 (Minister for
Employment and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—
Mr Sidebottom).

31 MEDICAL INDEMNITY AGREEMENT (FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE—BINDING COMMONWEALTH
OBLIGATIONS) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration):
Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

32 TAXATION LAWS AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 3) 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for
Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—Mr
Sidebottom).

33 SEX DISCRIMINATION AMENDMENT (PREGNANCY AND WORK) BILL 2002 (Parliamentary
Secretary to the Minister for Health and Ageing): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from
14 February 2002—Mr Albanese).

*34 FAMILY LAW LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (SUPERANNUATION) (CONSEQUENTIAL PROVISIONS)
BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—
Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

35 VOCATIONAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING FUNDING AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Minister for
Education, Science and Training): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 5 June 2002—Mr Cox).

36 COPYRIGHT AMENDMENT (PARALLEL IMPORTATION) BILL 2002 (Attorney-General): Second
reading—Resumption of debate (from 13 March 2002—Ms Ellis).

*37 INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY LAWS AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister
for Industry, Tourism and Resources): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr
Sidebottom).

*38 HEALTH INSURANCE AMENDMENT (PROFESSIONAL SERVICES REVIEW AND OTHER MATTERS)
BILL 2002 (Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing): Second reading—Resumption of
debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

39 NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COUNCIL AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Parliamentary
Secretary to the Minister for the Environment and Heritage): Second reading—Resumption of debate
(from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).
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40 AGRICULTURE, FISHERIES AND FORESTRY LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002
(Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 29 May
2002—Dr Lawrence).

41 AVIATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Minister for Regional Services, Territories and
Local Government): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 14 March 2002—Mr Albanese).

42 WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT (IMPROVED PROTECTION FOR VICTORIAN WORKERS)
BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate
(from 21 March 2002—Mr Sidebottom).

*43 RENEWABLE ENERGY (ELECTRICITY) AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Minister for the Environment and
Heritage): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Zahra).

44 FINANCIAL SECTOR LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—
Mr Cox).

45 WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT (IMPROVED REMEDIES FOR UNPROTECTED ACTION)
BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate
(from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

46 ELECTORAL AND REFERENDUM AMENDMENT (ROLL INTEGRITY AND OTHER MEASURES) BILL
2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—
Resumption of debate (from 14 March 2002—Mr Albanese).

*47 COMMUNICATIONS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 1) 2002 (Minister representing the
Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts): Second reading—Resumption of
debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

48 WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT (FAIR TERMINATION) BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment
and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Mr Cox).

*49 THERAPEUTIC GOODS AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 2) 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for
Health and Ageing): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

*50 INDUSTRY, TOURISM AND RESOURCES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Parliamentary
Secretary to the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources): Second reading—Resumption of debate
(from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

*51 TAXATION LAWS AMENDMENT BILL (NO. 5) 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for
Finance and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

*52 SUPERANNUATION LEGISLATION AMENDMENT (CHOICE OF SUPERANNUATION FUNDS) BILL
2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance and Administration): Second reading—
Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

*53 SEX DISCRIMINATION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Finance
and Administration): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Edwards).

54 WORKPLACE RELATIONS AMENDMENT (SIMPLIFYING AGREEMENT-MAKING) BILL 2002
(Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from
26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

55 OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY (COMMONWEALTH EMPLOYMENT) AMENDMENT
(EMPLOYEE INVOLVEMENT AND COMPLIANCE) BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment and Workplace
Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

56 WORKPLACE RELATIONS LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Minister for Employment and
Workplace Relations): Second reading—Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Cox).

*57 PROCEDURE—STANDING COMMITTEE—REPORT ON PROMOTING COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
IN THE WORK OF COMMITTEES—GOVERNMENT RESPONSE—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Fitzgibbon) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That
the House take note of the paper.

*58 PROCEDURE—STANDING COMMITTEE—REPORT ON THE SECOND CHAMBER—GOVERNMENT
RESPONSE—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 27 June 2002—
Mr Fitzgibbon) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

59 ADVANCE TO THE FINANCE MINISTER—MAY 2002—PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.
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60 SUPPORTING APPLICATIONS FOR ISSUES FROM THE ADVANCE TO THE FINANCE MINISTER—
MAY 2002—PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—
Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

61 TREATY—BILATERAL—TEXT, TOGETHER WITH NATIONAL INTEREST ANALYSIS—TIMOR SEA
TREATY BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF AUSTRALIA AND THE GOVERNMENT OF EAST
TIMOR, DONE AT DILI ON 20 MAY 2002—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate
(from 25 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

62 TREATY—BILATERAL—TEXT, TOGETHER WITH NATIONAL INTEREST ANALYSIS—EXCHANGE
OF NOTES CONSTITUTING AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE GOVERNMENT OF AUSTRALIA AND
THE GOVERNMENT OF THE DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC OF EAST TIMOR CONCERNING
ARRANGEMENTS FOR EXPLORATION AND EXPLOITATION OF PETROLEUM IN AN AREA OF THE
TIMOR SEA BETWEEN AUSTRALIA AND EAST TIMOR, DONE AT DILI ON 20 MAY 2002—MOTION
TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 25 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr
Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

63 TREATY—MULTILATERAL—TEXT, TOGETHER WITH NATIONAL INTEREST ANALYSIS AND
REGULATION IMPACT STATEMENT—AGREEMENT TO PROMOTE COMPLIANCE WITH
INTERNATIONAL CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT MEASURES BY FISHING VESSELS ON
THE HIGH SEAS, DONE AT ROME ON 24 NOVEMBER 1993—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 25 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take
note of the paper.

64 TREATIES—MULTILATERAL—LIST OF MULTILATERAL TREATY ACTIONS UNDER
NEGOTIATION OR CONSIDERATION BY THE AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT JUNE 2002—MOTION
TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 25 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr
Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

65 MIGRATION—JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE—REPORT ON REVIEW OF STATE-SPECIFIC
MIGRATION MECHANISMS—GOVERNMENT RESPONSE—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 20 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr McGauran—That the House
take note of the paper.

66 PHARMACEUTICAL BENEFITS PRICING AUTHORITY—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 18 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

67 PRODUCTIVITY COMMISSION—REPORT NO. 20—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 18 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

68 FUTURE OF COMMUNITY TELEVISION—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 18 June 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take
note of the paper.

69 AUSTRALIAN COMPETITION AND CONSUMER COMMISSION—TELECOMMUNICATIONS
REPORTS—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 30 May 2002—Mr
Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

70 PRIVATE HEALTH INSURANCE—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 28 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

71 AUSTRALIAN RADIATION PROTECTION AND NUCLEAR SAFETY AGENCY—REPORT FOR
PERIOD 1 JULY-30 SEPTEMBER 2001—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate
(from 28 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

72 AUSTRALIAN RADIATION PROTECTION AND NUCLEAR SAFETY AGENCY—REPORT FOR
PERIOD 1 OCTOBER-31 DECEMBER 2001—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 28 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

73 NATIONAL HERITAGE TRUST—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 28 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

74 IIF INVESTMENTS PTY LIMITED, IIF (CM) INVESTMENTS PTY LIMITED, IIF BIOVENTURES PTY
LIMITED, IIF FOUNDATION PTY LIMITED, IIF NEWPORT PTY LIMITED—REPORTS—MOTION TO
TAKE NOTE OF PAPERS: Resumption of debate (from 15 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr
Abbott—That the House take note of the papers.
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75 AUSTRALIAN TECHNOLOGY GROUP LIMITED—PAPERS—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 15 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take
note of the papers.

76 DEPARTMENT OF IMMIGRATION AND MULTICULTURAL AFFAIRS—ACCESS AND EQUITY
REPORT FOR 2001—PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from
15 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

77 AUSTRALIA’S TRADE—PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from
14 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Fran Bailey—That the House take note of the paper.

78 FOREIGN AFFAIRS, DEFENCE AND TRADE—JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE—REPORT ON
ROUGH JUSTICE—GOVERNMENT RESPONSE—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 14 May 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Fran Bailey—That the House take note of the
paper.

79 TOBACCO ADVERTISING PROHIBITION ACT—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House
take note of the paper.

80 PRODUCTIVITY COMMISSION—REPORT NO. 15—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 20 March 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr McGauran—That the House take note of
the paper.

81 TAKEOVERS PANEL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from
20 March 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr McGauran—That the House take note of the paper.

82 ADVANCE TO THE FINANCE MINISTER—PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 March 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House
take note of the paper.

83 SUPPORTING APPLICATIONS FOR ISSUES FROM THE ADVANCE TO THE FINANCE MINISTER—
PAPER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 March 2002—Mr Swan)
on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

84 NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 21 February 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

85 ADMINISTRATIVE REVIEW COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

86 NATIONAL AUSTRALIA DAY COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

87 NGAANYTJARRA COUNCIL (ABORIGINAL CORPORATION) NATIVE TITLE UNIT—REPORT—
MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on
the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

88 KIMBERLEY LAND COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

89 GURANG LAND COUNCIL (ABORIGINAL CORPORATION) NATIVE TITLE REPRESENTATIVE
BODY—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 20 February
2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

90 CAPE YORK LAND COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

91 MIRIMBIAK NATIONS ABORIGINAL CORPORATION—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That
the House take note of the paper.

92 QUEENSLAND SOUTH REPRESENTATIVE BODY ABORIGINAL CORPORATION—REPORT—
MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 20 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on
the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.
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93 COPYRIGHT AGENCY LIMITED—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 19 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

94 SCREENSOUND AUSTRALIA—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate
(from 19 February 2002—Ms Macklin) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

95 PRODUCTIVITY COMMISSION—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 14 February 2002—Mr Swan) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the
paper.

96 ISSUES FROM THE ADVANCE TO THE FINANCE MINISTER AS A FINAL CHARGE—REPORT—
MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 14 February 2002—Mr Swan) on the
motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

97 AGED CARE STANDARDS AND ACCREDITATION AGENCY—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE
OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House
take note of the paper.

98 OPERATION OF THE AGED CARE ACT 1997—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

99 COMMISSIONER FOR COMPLAINTS—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

100 PRIVATE HEALTH INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION COUNCIL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE
NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

101 AUSTRALIAN TRADE COMMISSION—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

102 AUSTRALIAN TOURIST COMMISSION—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

103 AUSTRALIAN INSTITUTE OF HEALTH AND WELFARE—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House
take note of the paper.

104 HEALTH INSURANCE COMMISSION—EQUITY AND DIVERSITY REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE
NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the
House take note of the paper.

105 HEALTH SERVICES AUSTRALIA—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

106 HEALTH INSURANCE COMMISSION —REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption
of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

107 REPATRIATION MEDICAL AUTHORITY—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

108 AUSTRALIAN HEARING SERVICES—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of
debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

109 DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND AGED CARE—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

110 MEDIBANK PRIVATE—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from
13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

111 MEDIBANK PRIVATE—STATEMENT OF CORPORATE INTENT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF
PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House
take note of the paper.

112 PRIVATE HEALTH INSURANCE OMBUDSMAN—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.
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113 OPERATIONS OF THE REGISTERED HEALTH BENEFITS ORGANISATIONS—REPORT—MOTION
TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr
Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

114 OPERATIONS OF THE REGISTERED HEALTH BENEFITS ORGANISATIONS—ERRATA—MOTION
TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr
Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.

115 MEDICAL TRAINING REVIEW PANEL—REPORT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 13 February 2002) on the motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of
the paper.

116 TARIFF PROPOSALS (Mr Slipper):
Customs Tariff Proposal No. 1 (2002)—moved 29 May 2002—Resumption of debate (Dr Lawrence).

Customs Tariff Proposals No. 2 (2002)—moved 26 June 2002—Resumption of debate (Mr Cox).

Excise Tariff Proposal No. 1 (2002)—moved 21 February 2002—Resumption of debate (Mr Zahra).

Excise Tariff Proposal No. 2 (2002)—moved 29 May 20022—Resumption of debate (Dr Lawrence).

Excise Tariff Proposal No. 3 (2002)—moved 26 June 2002—Resumption of debate (Mr Cox).

117 PARLIAMENTARY PROCEEDINGS BROADCASTING AMENDMENT BILL 2002: Second reading (from
12 February 2002).

Contingent notices of motion
Contingent on any bill being brought in and read a first time: Minister to move—That so much of the standing

orders be suspended as would prevent the second reading being made an order of the day for a later hour.

Contingent on any report relating to a bill being received from the Main Committee: Minister to move—That so
much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent the remaining stages being passed without
delay.

Contingent on any bill being agreed to at the conclusion of the consideration in detail stage: Minister to move—
That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent the motion for the third reading being
moved without delay.

Contingent on any message being received from the Senate transmitting any bill for concurrence: Minister to
move—That so much of the standing orders be suspended as would prevent the bill being passed through
all its stages without delay.

COMMITTEE AND DELEGATION REPORTS

Orders of the day
1 TREATIES—JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE—44TH REPORT—FOUR NUCLEAR SAFEGUARDS

TREATIES TABLED IN AUGUST 2001—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate
(from 14 May 2002—Ms J. I. Bishop, in continuation) on the motion of Ms J. I. Bishop—That the House
take note of the report. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded
priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

2 TREATIES—JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE—45TH REPORT—STATUTE OF THE INTERNATIONAL
CRIMINAL COURT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 14 May
2002—Ms J. I. Bishop, in continuation) on the motion of Ms J. I. Bishop—That the House take note of the
report. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the
next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

3 PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND AUDIT—JOINT COMMITTEE—REPORT 388—REVIEW OF ACCRUAL
BUDGET DOCUMENTATION—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from
19 June 2002—Mr Charles, in continuation) on the motion of Mr Charles—That the House take note of
the report. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of
the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

4 TREATIES—JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE—46TH REPORT—TREATIES TABLED ON 12 MARCH
2002—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 24 June 2002—
Ms J. I. Bishop, in continuation) on the motion of Ms J. I. Bishop—That the House take note of the report.
(Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 8
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)
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5 PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND AUDIT—JOINT COMMITTEE—REPORT 389—REVIEW OF AUDITOR-
GENERAL’S REPORTS 2000-2001—FOURTH QUARTER—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER:
Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Charles, in continuation) on the motion of Mr Charles—
That the House take note of the report. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-
accorded priority on any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS—continued

Notices given for Monday, 19 August 2002
*1 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To move—That this House:

(1) pays tribute to the thousands of dedicated people across Australia who are involved every week in
ethnic community broadcasting;

(2) recognises that the Australian Ethnic Radio Training Project (AERTP), auspiced by the National
Ethnic and Multicultural Broadcasters Council, performs a vital role in providing nationally available,
quality, accredited, value-for-money competency-based training for aspiring ethnic community
broadcasters;

(3) acknowledges there is an ongoing demand for such training from new broadcasters, new programs,
new language groups and from existing groups; and

(4) calls on the Government to provide further financial support to AERTP to ensure that it continues to
operate beyond the 2002-2003 financial year. (Notice given 27 June 2002.)

*2 MR PRICE: To move—That the following amendments to the standing orders be made:

(1) Insert after standing order 61:

“62 Unless moving the second reading of a bill or unless leave of the House is given, a Member may
not read his or her speech.”

(2) Insert after standing order 84:

“84A Notwithstanding any other provisions of the standing orders and subject to the discretion of the
Chair, a Member may ask a Member making a speech to allow the Member to ask a question or make a
comment relevant to the Member’s speech.”

“84B A Minister moving the second reading of a bill received from the Senate may have the terms of
his or her speech on the bill incorporated in Hansard.”

(3) Standing order 101:

(a) After the provisions under “Tuesday”, insert:

“Wednesday:

1. Notices and orders of the day. 2. Members’ statements (at approximately 1.45 p.m.). 3. Questions
without notice (at 2 p.m.). 4. Presentation of petitions. 5. Ministerial statements, by leave. 6. Matter
of public importance. 7. Notices and orders of the day.

(b) Omit “Wednesday and Thursday”, substitute “Thursday”:

(4) Standing order 106A:

After “Monday”, insert “and Wednesday”.

(5) After standing order 111:

“111A Before the end of each period of sittings, the Speaker must present to the House a list showing
the Ministers who have made ministerial statements since the last tabling of such a list, the subject of each
statement, the time taken and the time taken by any other Members speaking in response to the statements”
(Notice given 28 June 2002, a.m.)

Notices—continued
1 MR PRICE: To move—

(1) That a Standing Committee on Appropriations and Staffing be appointed to inquire into:

(a) proposals for the annual estimates and the additional estimates for the House of Representatives;
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(b) proposals to vary the staff structure of the House of Representatives, and staffing and
recruitment policies; and

(c) such other matters as are referred to it by the House;

(2) That the committee shall:

(a) in relation to estimates—

(i) determine the amounts for inclusion in the parliamentary appropriation bills for the annual
and the additional appropriations; and

(ii) report to the House upon its determinations prior to the consideration by the House of the
relevant parliamentary appropriation bill; and

(b) in relation to staffing—

(i) make recommendations to the Speaker; and

(ii) report to the House on its determinations prior to the consideration by the House of the
relevant parliamentary appropriation bill;

(3) That the committee consist of the Speaker and 11 other members, 6 members to be nominated by the
Chief Government Whip or Whips and 5 members to be nominated by the Chief Opposition Whip or
Whips or any independent Member;

(4) That the committee elect a Government member as its chair;

(5) That the committee elect a deputy chairman who shall act as chair of the committee at any time when
the chair is not present at a meeting of the committee, and at any time when the chair and deputy
chair are not present at a meeting of the committee the members present shall elect another member
to act as chairman at that meeting;

(6) That the committee have power to appoint subcommittees consisting of 3 or more of its members and
to refer to any subcommittee any matter which the committee is empowered to examine;

(7) That the committee appoint the chair of each subcommittee who shall have a casting vote only, and at
any time when the chair of a subcommittee is not present at a meeting of the subcommittee the
members of the subcommittee present shall elect another member of that subcommittee to act as chair
at that meeting;

(8) That the quorum of a subcommittee be a majority of the members of that subcommittee;

(9) That members of the committee who are not members of a subcommittee may participate in the
public proceedings of that subcommittee but shall not vote, move any motion or be counted for the
purpose of a quorum;

(10) That the committee or any subcommittee have power to send for persons, papers and records;

(11) That the committee or any subcommittee have power to move from place to place;

(12) That a subcommittee have power to adjourn from time to time and to sit during any sittings or
adjournment of the House;

(13) That the committee have leave to report from time to time; and

(14) That the foregoing provisions of this resolution, so far as they are inconsistent with the standing
orders, have effect notwithstanding anything contained in the standing orders. (Notice given
12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

2 MR PRICE: To move—

(1) That standing order 28B be amended by inserting the following paragraph after paragraph (b):

(ba) annual and additional estimates contained in the appropriation bills presented to the House shall
stand referred for consideration by Members of the relevant committee (as determined in
accordance with the provisions of paragraph (b) for the consideration of annual reports), and, for
the purposes of this consideration:

(i) six Members of each committee, determined by the committee in each case, shall consider
the estimates;

(ii) the Members of the committee selected to consider the estimates shall meet with Members
of the relevant Senate legislation committee so that the Members and Senators may meet
together for the purposes of considering the estimates;

(iii) members of the relevant House and Senate committees, when meeting together to consider
estimates, shall choose a Member or a Senator to chair the joint meetings;
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(iv) the provisions of Senate standing order 26 shall, to the extent that they are applicable,
apply to the consideration of estimates under this paragraph, and

(v) that, upon the completion of joint meetings at which evidence is received or written
answers or additional information considered, it shall then be a matter for the Members of
the relevant committee to consider the terms of any report to the House on the estimates.

(2) That a message be sent to the Senate acquainting it of this resolution and requesting that it concur and
take action accordingly. (Notice given 12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

3 MR PRICE: To move—That the standing orders be amended by amending standing order 94 to read as
follows:

Closure of Member
94 A motion may be made that a Member who is speaking, except a Member giving a notice of

motion or formally moving the terms of a motion allowed under the standing orders or speaking to a
motion of dissent (from any ruling of the Speaker under standing order 100), “be not further heard”, and
such question shall be put forthwith and decided without amendment or debate. (Notice given 12 February
2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays
after 19 August 2002.)

4 MR PRICE: To move—That standing order 129 be omitted and the following standing order substituted:

Presentation of petitions
129 At the time provided for the presentation of petitions, the following arrangements shall apply to

the presentation of petitions certified to be in conformity with the standing orders:

(a) in respect of each petition, the petitioner, or one of the petitioners, may present the petition to the
House by standing at the Bar of the House and reading to the House the prayer of the petition, and

(b) where a petitioner is not able to present the petition in accordance with paragraph (a) of this standing
order, the Member who has lodged the petition may present it to the House by reading to the House
the prayer of the petition. (Notice given 12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

5 MR PRICE: To move—That the standing orders be amended by inserting the following standing order
after standing order 143:

Questions to committee chairs
143A Questions may be put to a Member in his or her capacity as Chair of a committee of the House,

or of a joint committee, in connection with the work or duties of the committee in question. (Notice given
12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 3
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

6 MR PRICE: To move—That the standing orders be amended by inserting the following standing order
after standing order 145:

Questions without notice—Time limits
145A During question time:

(a) the asking of each question may not exceed 1 minute and the answering of each question may not
exceed 4 minutes;

(b) the asking of each supplementary question may not exceed 1 minute and the answering of each
supplementary question may not exceed 1 minute; and

(c) the time taken to make and determine points of order is not to be regarded as part of the time for
questions and answers. (Notice given 12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

7 MR PRICE: To move—That the following amendment to the standing orders be adopted for the remainder
of this session:

Questions from citizens
148A (a) A Member may give notice of a question in terms proposed by a person who lives in

the Member’s electoral division.

(b) Notice of a question given under this standing order may show the name of the person who has
proposed the question.

(c) A Member may not give more than 25 notices of questions under this sessional order in a calendar
year.
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(d) Nothing in this standing order may be taken to mean that a Member must give notice of a question
proposed to the Member by a person who lives in the Member’s electoral division. (Notice given
12 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

8 MR SAWFORD: To move—That this House:

(1) acknowledges the collapse of the educational framework in Australian schools;

(2) recommends as a matter of urgency a return to a more structurally balanced curriculum; and

(3) notes that the current framework disadvantages boys in particular and children from disadvantaged
migrant and indigenous backgrounds. (Notice given 18 February 2002. Notice will be removed from
the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

9 MR BARTLETT: To move—That this House:

(1) acknowledges the outstanding work of our emergency service and community organisations;

(2) thanks the unpaid and paid firefighters and support personnel for their work in saving life and
property during the recent bushfires; and

(3) urges the relevant State and local government authorities to consider approaches to better reducing
risks associated with fires. (Notice given 18 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

10 MR KERR: To move—That this House calls on the Government to:

(1) establish a formal inquiry into poverty in Australia to review and update the information base
established by the Henderson Inquiry; and;

(2) advise regarding those measures most capable of reducing poverty and reducing the gap between rich
and poor within the Australian community. (Notice given 18 February 2002. Notice will be removed
from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

11 MR PRICE: To move—That this House:

(1) notes the untimely death of 10-year-old Sam Boulding, an asthmatic whose family home telephone
was out of order;

(2) expresses its sympathy to Sam’s family;

(3) notes that the ACA survey found 40% of people were dissatisfied at the service provided by Telstra;

(4) notes the continuing contracting out of services by Telstra;

(5) notes that the current Communications Service Guarantee fails to take into account apparent
persistent faults; and

(6) calls upon Telstra to deliver a timely service to all customers in metropolitan and rural and regional
areas. (Notice given 19 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called
on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

12 MR KERR: To move—That this House calls on the Government to establish a formal and public review of
the effectiveness and equity of the 30 per cent tax rebate for private health insurance schemes. (Notice
given 19 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

13 MR ADAMS: To move—That this House:

(1) acknowledges that there is enormous concern in the community about the rising cost of all
insurances, but in particular public liability insurance;

(2) recognises that this is of particular significance where community groups are being asked to cover
community events for public liability and is causing the events to be cancelled because the costs are
impossible to cover;

(3) understands that this is the responsibility of Federal and State governments to provide a solution to
public liability costs; and

(4) asks the Federal Government to amend the Insurance Act 1973 and the Insurance Contracts Act 1984
to:

(a) provide an ability for groups to provide risk assessment on events and recommend schedules of
premiums based on real risk under a set of standardised guidelines;

(b) undertake capping of public liability payouts and relate them to cost of medical and
rehabilitation payments; and
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(c) have an independent Government-backed board to assess claims so that they may be based on
foundation principles of insurance rather than market values. (Notice given 20 February 2002.
Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting
Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

14 MR BALDWIN: To move—That this House:

(1) recognises hundreds of people from the electorate of Paterson who took part in the Christmas 2001
bushfires;

(2) congratulates fire fighters and other members of emergency services in Paterson who not only
volunteered their services to fight fires in the local area such as Swan Bay, Fullerton Cove, Booral,
Stroud, Gloucester and Nabiac but who also travelled across the state of NSW to fight fires where
homes and property were threatened;

(3) acknowledges the following Fire Control Centres and their members within Paterson, for their
contribution to the bushfire effort:

(a) the Great Lakes Fire Control Centre and the Fire Control Officer Ian Lewis;

(b) the Dungog Fire Control Centre and the Acting Fire Control Officer Allan Gillespie;

(c) the Port Stephens Fire Control Centre and the Fire Control Officer Mark Lewis; and

(d) the Maitland Fire Control Centre and the Fire Control Officer Barry Pont; and

(4) calls on the NSW Government to implement its recently announced changes to fire management
policies as soon as possible and put efficient and effective hazard reduction plans into place before
the next fire season. (Notice given 20 February 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper
unless called on on any of the next 3 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

15 MR MURPHY: To move—That this House prohibits further stem cell research from existing or new
embryos. (Notice given 11 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on
any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

16 MR BEVIS: To move—That this House:

(1) establish a committee consisting of four Government Members and three Opposition Members to
review the oaths of allegiance and affirmation for Members of the House and recommend to the
Parliament a new oath and affirmation that reflects our unique Australian history and our
multicultural society and includes a pledge of loyalty to Australia and its people and our democratic
institutions and traditions; and

(2) require the committee to seek public comment on a new oath and affirmation and include
recommendations on procedures and a timetable to be followed in making these changes. (Notice
given 12 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the
next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

17 MR BEVIS: To move—That the Australian Parliament recognises the importance of the Parthenon to the
people of Greece and its special place in Greek history and accordingly requests the Government of the
United Kingdom to take the appropriate steps in consultation with the Greek Government to return the
Parthenon Marbles to their original and rightful home in Athens. (Notice given 12 March 2002. Notice will
be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August
2002.)

18 MS GEORGE: To move—That this House:

(1) condemns the failure of the Federal Government to provide increased funds to meet its share of the
new award conditions applying to staff in the community services sector in NSW;

(2) recognises that this funding shortfall is having serious impacts on the homeless, the unemployed, the
aged, young people and people with disabilities; and

(3) urges the Federal Government to commit the necessary funds to avoid the possibility that community
organisations will be forced to reduce or close services, cut hours or retrench staff. (Notice given
12 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 4
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

19 MR BAIRD: To move—That this House:

(1) registers its concern that the proposed construction of a third international airport for Paris will result
in Australian war graves being disturbed;

(2) notes the huge significance of these sites to all Australians, and particularly the families of those
soldiers whose graves are affected; and
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(3) calls upon the French Government to do everything in its power to ensure that Australian war graves
are not disturbed. (Notice given 13 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless
called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

20 MS PLIBERSEK: To move—That this House does not prohibit further stem cell research from existing or
new embryos. (Notice given 14 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called
on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

21 MS PLIBERSEK: To move—That this House:

(1) recognises the physical, emotional and psychological damage caused by child sexual abuse;

(2) recognises that in every state in Australia adults who have sexual relations with teenagers under the
age of 16 are committing a criminal offence, and there are no excuses for this behaviour;

(3) commits itself to providing a safe environment for every child in Australia;

(4) commits itself to playing a role in ending sexual abuse of children overseas; and

(5) commits itself to acknowledging and seeking to mend the harm done to victims of child sexual abuse.
(Notice given 14 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any
of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

22 MS PLIBERSEK: To move—That this House:

(1) notes that the NSW Social and Community Sector award pay increases are a welcome recognition of
the hard work and skill of workers in the social and community sector;

(2) congratulates the NSW Government for funding its share of the increased wages bills of the
organisations which rely on these workers;

(3) notes that some organisations still face significant difficulties in meeting increased wages bills and
are facing reducing services to the nation's most needy; and

(4) calls on the Federal Government to pay its share of the increased wages bill to ensure these services
can remain open. (Notice given 14 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless
called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

23 MR PRICE: To move—That this House:

(1) refers to the Standing Committee on Procedure the draft Framework of Ethical Principles for
Members and Senators and the draft Framework of Ethical Principles for Ministers and Presiding
Officers in 1995;

(2) seeks advice from the Procedure Committee as to the continuing validity or otherwise of the drafts;
and

(3) requests the Procedure Committee to confer with the Procedure Committee of the Senate in its
consideration of these matters. (Notice given 19 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

24 MR WINDSOR: To move—That in the opinion of this House the diesel fuel rebate scheme should be
extended to cover industries in remote or isolated locations where access to the normal electricity grid is
not available economically. (Notice given 19 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper
unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

25 MR KERR: To move—That this House recognises that only five more ratifications are required to
establish the International Criminal Court and expresses its view that Australia should ratify the
International Criminal Court treaty as a founder member. (Notice given 19 March 2002. Notice will be
removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August
2002.)

26 MR KERR: To move—That this House, while reiterating its strong condemnation of terrorism and
restating the House’s support of Australia’s participation in United States led actions in Afghanistan
directed against terrorist organisations:

(1) asserts that it is the right of all Australians (irrespective of the crimes they are suspected of having
committed) who are held in detention to be accorded fundamental civil and political rights;

(2) records its view that it is the obligation of the Australian government to provide consular assistance to
any Australian citizen held in detention in violation of these rights;

(3) notes that an Australian is currently being held in detention in camp X-ray as an alleged terrorist; and

(4) calls on the Australian government to either seek his return to Australia to face trial for whatever
violations of Australian law he may have committed, or to make representations to the United States
authorities calling on them to allow him access to legal representation and for them to determine
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promptly whether or not he is to be charged with any offence under US law and if so to guarantee a
fair trial before an impartial tribunal. (Notice given 19 March 2002. Notice will be removed from the
Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

27 MR WINDSOR: To move—That in light of the NSW Farmers Association City-Country Snapshot Report
showing the growing divide between city and country and the new 10 year discriminatory US Farm Bill,
this House discusses as a matter of urgency the adoption of zonal taxation proposals as put forward by the
National Farmers Federation, the Institute of Chartered Accountants and the Local Government
Association as a way of overcoming the population drift, economic decline and inequity of services in
country Australia. (Notice given 14 May 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called
on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

28 MR CADMAN: To move—That this House endorses the support given to the Howard Government by the
aspirational voters of Australia. (Notice given 14 May 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper
unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

29 MR CADMAN: To move—That this House calls on the Office of Film and Literature Classification to
recognise community standards in approving films for distribution. (Notice given 14 May 2002. Notice will
be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August
2002.)

30 MR PRICE: To move—That standing order 145 be omitted and the following standing orders be adopted:

145A The answer to a question without notice shall be relevant and:

(a) shall be concise and confined to the subject matter of the question;

(b) shall relate to public affairs with which the Minister is officially connected, to proceedings in the
House, or to any other matter of administration for which the Minister is responsible; and

(c) shall not debate the subject to which the question refers.

145B The standing orders that apply to the asking of a question without notice shall generally apply to
the answer.

145C An answer to a question on notice shall be relevant to the question and shall be provided to the
Member who asked the question within 30 days. (Notice given 16 May 2002. Notice will be removed from
the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 5 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

31 MR ANDREN: To move—That this House:

(1) recognises that Sunday, 26 May 2002, commemorated “Sorry Day” and the “Journey of Healing” and
the week of 27-31 May 2002 commemorated Reconciliation Week;

(2) recognises that Australian society is not a reconciled society when indigenous Australians live, on
average, 19 years less than non-indigenous Australians;

(3) recognises that trust between indigenous and non-indigenous Australians is vital to solve many of our
country’s problems, such as land degradation;

(4) recognises that for trust between indigenous and non-indigenous people to grow, Australians need to
look at our history through indigenous eyes;

(5) urges all Australian communities to come together, listen to each other, and develop initiatives to
overcome prejudice and race-based injustice on a local level; and

(6) urges the Parliament to support the struggle for reconciliation by implementing the recommendations
of reports such as Aboriginal Deaths in Custody and Bringing Them Home. (Notice given 27 May
2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 5 sitting
Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

32 MR BALDWIN: To move—That this House:

(1) recognises the efforts of Air Force Squadrons 3 and 77, who are based at RAAF Base Williamtown,
and their contribution to the coalition against terrorism through the F/A 18 deployment;

(2) acknowledges the support that family and friends have provided to the defence personnel involved in
the coalition against terrorism deployment;

(3) congratulates RAAF Base Williamtown on its success in the 2001 Air Force Awards, with No. 26
(City of Newcastle) Squadron winning the Air Force Association Trophy for the Most Proficient
Reserve Squadron and No. 2 Operational Conversion Unit winning the RAAF Maintenance Trophy
for the Most Proficient Maintenance Unit; and

(4) recognises the $17 million investment that will go into RAAF Base Williamtown which was
announced in the 2002-2003 Budget and will include a $2 million child care centre. (Notice given
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28 May 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 5
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

33 MR ANDREN: To move—That this House:

(1) recognises that there is no Constitutional impediment to Commonwealth regulation of insurance
claims procedures  and the magnitude of insurance claims;

(2) recognises that the Commonwealth has the power to prescribe conditions upon which any person may
carry out insurance business of any kind and establish any mechanisms for the supervision of such
person and corporations and to regulate their affairs, under section 51(xiv) of the Constitution;

(3) recognises that the Commonwealth uses this power to regulate the Insurance Act 1973; the Life
Insurance Act 1995 and the Insurance Contracts Act 1984;

(4) calls on the Commonwealth to order an inquiry by the Australian Law Reform Commission into the
feasibility of a Commonwealth legislative scheme for the insurance industry; and

(5) calls on the Commonwealth to ensure that such an inquiry evaluate:

(a) whether the existing State-based scheme for negligence claims provides the most effective and
efficient legal framework for the operation of such claims, in particular whether a
Commonwealth-based operating structure should be provided for negligence claims;

(b) whether a Commonwealth-based operating structure could provide a uniform national insurance
claim standard, with particular reference to:

(i) lump sum payment caps;

(ii) specific criteria for assessing disability;

(iii) standardising damages claims under all types of insurance including public liability,
medical indemnity and compulsory third party;

(iv) the particular discrepancies that arise, especially in regard to damages awards, in different
jurisdictions for similar injuries;

(v) whether existing types of negligence need to be amended, including moving from joint and
severable liability towards proportional liability; and

(vi) whether it is possible for such legislation to apply to all insurance companies regulated
under the Insurance Act 1973, the prudential legislation under the Australian Prudential
Regulation Authority;

(c) the regulation of medical defence organisations as insurance companies;

(d) any constitutional limitations on implementing a Commonwealth-based regulatory structure;

(e) the costs and benefits of capping legal costs associated with negligence claims funded out of
insurance policies; and

(f) the costs and benefits of changing the mode of insurance claim payment from lump sum to
income stream, annuity or structured settlement, including consideration of any taxation issues
and appropriate remedies. (Notice given 3 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 6 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

34 MS ELLIS: To move—That this House:

(1) condemns the Howard Government for its refusal to negotiate with the NSW Government regarding
the impact of the SACS Award on services for people with disabilities;

(2) notes that our community recognises that people with disabilities must be treated with respect and
dignity;

(3) notes that a decent wage for service providers is essential if people with disabilities are to receive
appropriate support;

(4) notes that unless the Howard Government puts a new wages mechanism in place, a funding deficit in
NSW will occur as salaries are reviewed in each State and Territory; and

(5) calls upon the Government to establish fair and reasonable guidelines for the funding of award
increases which exceed the CPI. (Notice given 6 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

35 MR B. P. J. O’CONNOR: To move—That this House:

(1) notes that the demise of former national aviation carrier Ansett has resulted in some adverse
consequences, including increased airfares and a loss of thousands of Australian jobs;
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(2) recognises that the loss of Ansett jobs has had a significant impact upon employment levels
particularly within some regions; and

(3) calls upon the Government to commit itself to assisting those regions most affected by loss of
employment. (Notice given 17 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless
called on on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

36 MS O’BYRNE : To move—That this House:

(1) notes the pivotal role undertaken by the Australian Maritime College in providing maritime education
and research;

(2) further notes the high standard of training the College provides overseas students; and

(3) calls upon the Government to immediately act to honour its election commitment regarding
university status for the College. (Notice given 19 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless called on on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

37 MS O’BYRNE : To move—That this House:

(1) notes with concern the increase in the rise of piracy in the maritime industry; and

(2) calls upon the Government to ensure that the current discussions on maritime security are also seen as
an opportunity for finding solutions to the piracy problem. (Notice given 19 June 2002. Notice will be
removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August
2002.)

38 MS O’BYRNE : To move—That this House:

(1) recognises the role of the merchant fleet in national defence strategy; and

(2) calls upon the Government to ensure a policy framework that allows a sustainable environment for
the Australian merchant shipping industry in order to maintain the “fourth arm of defence”. (Notice
given 19 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

39 MS O’BYRNE : To move—That this House:

(1) notes the increased risk of illegal entry into Australia from foreign crewed vessels that are now able
to spend extended periods on the Australian coast; and

(2) calls upon the Government to immediately act to review the current security arrangements in relation
to foreign seafarers. (Notice given 19 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper
unless called on on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

40 MR MURPHY: To move—That, following the agreement on a ceasefire between the Government of the
Democratic Socialist Republic of Sri Lanka and the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE), this House
supports the following next key steps in the peace process:

(1) the security forces should be withdrawn from the public places they have been occupying, thus
paving the way for the resettlement of displaced persons;

(2) de-proscription of the LTTE in Sri Lanka so that they are accorded equal and legal status to
participate in peace negotiations;

(3) determine a suitable composition and powers for the proposed interim administration for the Tamil
homeland to rebuild war-ravaged areas whilst political negotiations are pursued; and

(4) proceed with political negotiations addressing the security of the Tamil people and the three cardinal
principles of nationhood, right to a homeland and the right to self-determination. (Notice given
19 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next 7
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

41 MS VAMVAKINOU: To move—That this House:

(1) notes the recommendation of the February 1995 report of the House of Representatives Standing
Committee on Community Affairs to amend the Medicare rebate schedule to include the provision of
mammary prostheses;

(2) recognises that estimates of women undergoing breast cancer surgery in Australia approach 1000 per
month with more than one-third requiring a mastectomy;

(3) recognises the ongoing cost (financial, physical and emotional) of wearing required prostheses and
shell/breast forms and acknowledges the strain on muscles and posture following the loss of a breast
or a significant part of the breast;
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(4) recognises the ongoing cost of prostheses and acknowledges that there is no Commonwealth
Government scheme to lessen the financial burden faced by women following breast surgery for
those in need of prosthetics;

(5) notes The Canberra Times article “Dead women’s breast prostheses resold” appearing on 3 June 2002
detailing the reuse of mammary prostheses amongst breast cancer patients facing financial hardship;

(6) calls on the Government to provide mammary prostheses through the Medicare rebate schedule; and

(7) condemns the Government over budget measures where the sickest and poorest Australians and
families will be hit with an increase of almost 30% in the cost of their essential medicines. (Notice
given 25 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

42 MR CREAN: To present a Bill for an Act to amend the Workplace Relations Act 1996 and for related
purposes. (Notice given 26 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on
any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

43 MR BARRESI: To move—That this House:

(1) expresses its gratitude to the “Heroes of Kokoda” as we reflect upon the 60th anniversary of the
Battles to Save Australia, and accordingly give due honour and respect to the memory of these heroes
by:

(a) supporting the development of the Kokoda Track as a National Memorial Park, which will
ensure it remains a historical, cultural and commemorative experience for all Australians; and

(b) establishing a joint Australian and Papua New Guinean Master Plan under the guidance of
Australian Government and local PNG Provincial government personnel;

(2) expresses support of the Government’s commitment of $1.5 million for the establishment of 3
memorials in Papua New Guinea, one of which will be constructed at Isurava to commemorate the
Battle at Kokoda; and

(3) calls on all Australians in this the 60th anniversary month to commemorate the sacrifice of all
servicemen who participated in the battles along the Kokoda Track by:

(a) inaugurating a National Day of Remembrance celebrated both in Australia and at Owers Corner,
PNG;

(b) congratulating the Australian Football League, the members, supporters and administrators of
the Sydney Swans and Richmond Tigers for their annual commemorative game at Stadium
Australia, honouring the Spirit of Kokoda; and

(c) supporting the establishment of a Fuzzy Wuzzy Angel Scholarship Foundation to educate the
sons and daughters of the Kokoda Trail Villagers as a sign of our nation’s gratitude for the
selfless sacrifice of the local people during the campaign. (Notice given 26 June 2002; amended
27 June 2002. Notice will be removed from the Notice Paper unless called on on any of the next
8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

Orders of the day
1 EMPLOYEE PROTECTION (EMPLOYEE ENTITLEMENTS GUARANTEE) BILL 2002 (Mrs Crosio):

Second reading (from 11 March 2002). (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-
accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

2 CORPORATE RESPONSIBILITY AND EMPLOYMENT SECURITY BILL 2002 (Mr McClelland): Second
reading (from 11 March 2002). (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-
accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

3 TAXATION LAWS AMENDMENT (A SIMPLER BUSINESS ACTIVITY STATEMENT) BILL 2002
(Mr McMullan): Second reading (from 11 March 2002). (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

4 SUPERANNUATION GUARANTEE (ADMINISTRATION) AMENDMENT BILL 2002 (Mr Latham):
Second reading (from 11 March 2002). (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-
accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

5 WATER: Resumption of debate (from 11 March 2002) on the motion of Mr Forrest—That this House:

(1) acknowledges the seriously depleted nature of rainfall patterns across south east Australia in the last
decade;

(2) recognises that adequate water availability is a limiting criterion for Australia’s economic and
population growth; and
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(3) encourages the implementation of water conservation projects, including capital upgrades for
inefficient and wasteful water supply projects, increased public education on measures to conserve
water and increased meteorological research into changing rainfall patterns and possible intervention
measures. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on
any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

6 ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE: Resumption of debate (from 11 March 2002) on the motion of Ms Grierson—
That this House calls on the Government to support improved quality of life for people with Alzheimer’s
disease and their carers by:

(1) amending the Pharmaceutical Benefits Advisory Committee’s eligibility requirements and conditions
to include greater recognition of qualitative measures rather than quantitative measures; and

(2) allowing greater consideration of the advice of medical practitioners and carers involved in the daily
management of patients to determine the continued eligibility for the use of the drug Aricept on the
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme list. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless
re-accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

7 TAX CONCESSIONS: Resumption of debate (from 11 March 2002) on the motion of Mr Kerr—That this
House expresses its concern at the growth of untargeted financial subsidies paid to the well off in the
community and calls on the Treasurer to provide transparent information regarding the cost of tax
concessions and direct payments to those who have high incomes in multiples of average weekly earnings.
(Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 4
sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

8 PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE: Resumption of debate (from 21 March 2002—Mr Abbott) on the
motion of Mr Windsor—That the House’s program be altered to allow Members to debate the serious
issue of public liability insurance to guide the Federal representatives before they attend the inter-
governmental Summit scheduled on the issue for Wednesday, 27 March 2002, and that this House:

(1) recognises the widespread distress being caused by the insurance crisis and requires a multi-faceted
approach by all levels of Government and the community to solve this dilemma;

(2) recognises the comments made by the Prime Minister in Question time last week “that there is not
one level of government that can tackle the problem”;

(3) notes with alarm the Treasurer’s reply in question time today that the only Federal Government role
will be to facilitate talks on the issue;

(4) acknowledges that under paragraph 51(xiv) of the Australian Constitution insurance is very much a
Federal issue and demands that the Prime Minister takes a leadership role in relation to the National
Insurance Summit being held on Wednesday 27 March 2002;

(5) acknowledges that this is the last opportunity for this House to send a message to the Government
and the States, the views of our constituents prior to the insurance summit;

(6) recommends that a Joint Select Committee of Federal Parliament be established to address this
important issue of public liability insurance with the widest possible terms of reference; and

(7) recognises and acknowledges that until a permanent and systemic solution to the public liability
insurance crisis is found, the Government must implement emergency measures to allow public life
and events to continue without fear of unreasonable public liability exposure. (Order of the day will
be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 4 sitting Mondays
after 19 August 2002.)

9 US STEEL TARIFFS: Resumption of debate (from 3 June 2002—Mr Baldwin, in continuation) on the
motion of Ms George—That this House:

(1) condemns the decision of the Bush Administration to impose tariffs and quotas on Australian steel
imports;

(2) welcomes the recent backdown on the import of hot rolled coil;

(3) recognises that the US decision makes a mockery of the Administration’s free trade rhetoric; and

(4) indicates deep concern about the impact of the decision on:

(a) employment levels within the steel industry and in the coal and iron ore sectors; and

(b) the dumping of increased volumes of surplus steel. (Order of the day will be removed from the
Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 6 sitting Mondays after 19 August
2002.)

10 PUBLIC LIABILITY INSURANCE: Resumption of debate (from 3 June 2002—Mr Andren, in
continuation) on the motion of Mr McArthur—That this House:
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(1) registers its concern about the escalating cost of public liability insurance, especially for smaller non-
profit community groups;

(2) notes that a number of sporting and community groups indicate that further premium increases will
curtail or end their activities in both urban and regional Australia; and

(3) calls on the Government to co-ordinate with State Governments urgent measures to cap claims and
act against the litigious culture that contributes to high insurance premiums. (Order of the day will be
removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 6 sitting Mondays after
19 August 2002.)

11 WORKING AND LIVING IN REMOTE AREAS: Resumption of debate (from 3 June 2002) on the motion
of Mr Haase—That this House:

(1) recognises and acknowledges the contribution made to the Australian economy by people working in
remote areas of Australia;

(2) recognises the disparity of services and increased cost of living faced by people working and living in
remote areas of Australia;

(3) encourages and compensates people choosing to live and work in remote areas of Australia by
increasing the taxation zone rebate to an adequate level; and

(4) discourages the practice of fly-in, fly-out employment by restricting the payment of taxation zone
rebate to permanent residents in remote areas of Australia. (Order of the day will be removed from the
Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 6 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

12 MUSCULAR DYSTROPHY: Resumption of debate (from 3 June 2002) on the motion of Ms J. I. Bishop—
That this House:

(1) recognises the need for additional funding for the National Health and Medical Research Council
(NHMRC) to be allocated specifically for research into various forms of muscular dystrophy;

(2) notes the various forms of muscular dystrophy include Duchenne, Becker, limb girdle, congenital,
facioscapulohumeral, myotonic, oculopharyngeal, distal and Emery-Dreifuss muscular dystrophies;

(3) acknowledges that Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy is the most common lethal genetic disorder of
childhood, characterised by a rapidly progressive muscle weakness which almost always results in
death usually by 20 years of age, and affects approximately 1 in every 3500 boys worldwide;

(4) acknowledges the urgency of the need for further research into Duchenne Muscular Dystrophy; and

(5) urges the Government to provide additional opportunities to enable medical scientists in Australia to
undertake further research into muscular dystrophy. (Order of the day will be removed from the
Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 6 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

13 ANZAC LEGEND: Resumption of debate (from 17 June 2002) on the motion of Mr Lloyd—That this
House:

(1) notes the passing of Australia’s last Anzac Gallipoli veteran, Mr Alec Campbell, and records its
sympathy to his family:

(2) acknowledges the service and sacrifice of all Gallipoli veterans;

(3) notes the increasing number of young Australians who attend Anzac Day dawn services both in
Australia and overseas; and

(4) encourages all Australians to ensure that the Anzac legend continues to be recognised and honoured.
(Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the
next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

14 AUSTRALIAN-CHILEAN COMMUNITY: Resumption of debate (from 17 June 2002) on the motion of
Ms Roxon—That this House:

(1) notes that members of the Australian-Chilean community who were victims of suffering, torture,
expulsion and exile at the hands of the Pinochet regime in Chile now receive a “pension of mercy”
from the Chilean Government as a reparation for their suffering;

(2) expresses concern that these members of the Australian-Chilean community have their entitlement to
an Australian pension affected by the Chilean payments while other people receiving similar
payments, such as victims of the Holocaust who receive compensation from Germany or Austria “as
victims of National Socialist Persecution”, have these payments exempt for the purposes of income
testing;
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(3) recognises that these Australian-Chileans make a significant social and economic contribution to the
Australian community and should be eligible for equal treatment and access to social security
payments as other Australians; and

(4) calls on the Government to give those members of the Australian-Chilean community fair treatment
by introducing legislation to exempt the Chilean “pensions of mercy” from the income test for
Australian pensions similar to the exemption for other compensation payments in paragraphs (n) and
(p) of subsection 8(8) of the Social Security Act 1991. (Order of the day will be removed from the
Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

15 WESTERN SYDNEY: Resumption of debate (from 17 June 2002) on the motion of Mr Mossfield—That
this House:

(1) notes that:

(a) Western Sydney is one of the fastest growing regions in Australia with a high proportion of
young people;

(b) currently there is a negative perception of young people in Western Sydney, which is a mistaken
view since Western Sydney is no different to any other region with regard to youth problems
and youth achievements;

(c) there needs to be public recognition of the achievements of young people which is linked to
high self esteem and minimises anti-social behaviour;

(d) lack of access to educational facilities, especially information technology, has resulted in an
imbalance of academic achievements; and

(e) there is insufficient provision of community and recreational facilities for young people in
Western Sydney;

(2) urges the Government to:

(a) research methods of providing adequate access to computer facilities for the disadvantaged in
Western Sydney in order to close the digital divide; and

(b) provide urgently needed youth community facilities in the Western Sydney area to address the
social needs of young people; and

(3) acknowledges the work of the Blacktown Youth Orientation in drafting this motion and bringing
these issues to light. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded
priority on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

16 SHIPPING INDUSTRY: Resumption of debate (from 17 June 2002—Mr Wakelin, in continuation) on the
motion of Ms O’Byrne—That this House:

(1) condemns the Howard Government for its policies that have and continue to undermine the
Australian shipping industry;

(2) recognises that this neglect puts at great risk our environment, our security and our ability to compete
in the shipping industry and is therefore against Australia’s national interest; and

(3) calls upon the Minister to support the Australian shipping industry before our coastline is ravaged and
our industry and merchant employment opportunities destroyed. (Order of the day will be removed
from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 7 sitting Mondays after
19 August 2002.)

17 AUSTRALIAN CITIZENSHIP FOR ELIGIBLE DE FACTO SPOUSES BILL 2002 (Ms Plibersek): Second
reading (from 24 June 2002). (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded
priority on any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

18 NATIONAL MONUMENT TO IMMIGRATION FUND: Resumption of debate (from 24 June 2002—
Mr Hatton, in continuation) on the motion of Mr Nairn—That this House:

(1) recognises the invaluable contribution that immigrants have made to Australia’s development;

(2) believes it is appropriate to recognise this through the construction of a monument in the National
Capital;

(3) supports the efforts of those who have established the National Monument to Immigration Fund
which seeks to achieve this goal; and

(4) remains informed of the progress of this project. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice
Paper unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

19 COCHLEAR IMPLANTS: Resumption of debate (from 24 June 2002—Dr Washer, in continuation) on the
motion of Mr Rudd—That this House:
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(1) notes the Government’s plan based on the recommendations of the Private Health Industry Medical
Devices Expert Committee to remove speech processors from Appendix A, Schedule 5 of the
National Health Act 1953, meaning the withdrawal of private health funding for upgrades and
replacements for cochlear implants (bionic ears); and

(2) calls on the Government to find a way that the profoundly deaf, especially children, can continue to
secure upgrades and replacements for their cochlear implants by requiring private health funds to
continue to cover the cost of the prosthesis. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper
unless re-accorded priority on any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

20 SHARE OWNERSHIP: Resumption of debate (from 24 June 2002—Ms Roxon, in continuation) on the
motion of Mr Hunt—That this House:

(1) endorses actions taken by the Australian Government to improve the spread of share ownership in
Australia and to make shares available to Australians who had not previously owned shares; and

(2) deplores actions that have been taken which limit the spread of shares more generally to all
Australians. (Order of the day will be removed from the Notice Paper unless re-accorded priority on
any of the next 8 sitting Mondays after 19 August 2002.)

COMMITTEE AND DELEGATION REPORTS (standing orders 101, 102A and 102C): Presentation and
consideration of committee and delegation reports has precedence each Monday.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS (standing orders 101 and 104) has precedence from the conclusion of
consideration of committee and delegation reports, being interrupted at 1.45 p.m. and then continuing for 1 hour
after the presentation of petitions each Monday.
The SELECTION COMMITTEE is responsible for determining the order of precedence and allotting time for
debate on consideration of committee and delegation reports and private Members’ business. Its determinations for
today are shown under “Business accorded priority for this sitting”. Any private Members’ business not called on,
or consideration of private Members’ business or committee and delegation reports which has been interrupted and
not re-accorded priority by the Selection Committee on any of the next 8 sitting Mondays, shall be removed from
the Notice Paper (standing order 104B).
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BUSINESS OF THE MAIN COMMITTEE

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Orders of the day
1 EAST TIMOR—MINISTERIAL STATEMENT—MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of

debate (from 27 June 2002—Mr Neville) on the motion of Mr I. E. Macfarlane—That the House take note
of the paper.

2 ADDRESS OF CONGRATULATION TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN—GOLDEN JUBILEE—PAPER—
MOTION TO TAKE NOTE OF PAPER: Resumption of debate (from 26 June 2002—Mr Neville) on the
motion of Mr Abbott—That the House take note of the paper.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

On the first sitting day of each fortnight, a complete Notice Paper is published containing all unanswered
questions. On subsequent days, only new questions for the sitting are included in the Notice Paper. The full text of
all unanswered questions is available at:

www.aph.gov.au/house/info/notpaper/qons.pdf.

13 February 2002
2 MR MURPHY: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) What is the primary policy consideration in competition policy with respect to Sydney Airport.

(2) Is Cabinet’s paramount policy consideration directing the sale of Sydney Airport (a) benefits from
competition or (b) cost.

(3) What are the foreseeable impacts on regional aircraft consumers from the recent proposed
amendments to the Sydney Airport Demand Management Amendment Act.

(4) What compensation to regional airline consumers and airline competitors has been appropriated for
the anticipated sale of Sydney Airport.

6 MR MURPHY: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Was Ansett Australia a major tenant of the Federal Airports Corporation at Sydney Airport and hence
a major contributor to that airport’s aeronautical and non-aeronautical cash flow.

(2) What impact will the collapse of Ansett Australia have on the sale of Sydney Airport.

(3) Will he postpone the sale of Sydney Airport until after the full impact of the collapse of Ansett
Australia is assessed.

(4) In light of the collapse of Ansett Australia, can he provide reasons for the commercial justification of
the timing of the sale of Sydney Airport at this time.

(5) What is the current status of the sale process for the sale of Sydney Airport and have the bids of
prospective buyers of the airport lease for Sydney Airport accommodated the collapse of Ansett
Australia; if so, what has been the impact on their price bids.

36 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—Will he obtain Income Tax Exemption Charity Status for non-profit
child care centres that look after children, including children with a disability, children with special needs,
Aboriginal children and children from disadvantaged families; if not, why not.

37 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is there a large number of anomalies associated with the current definition of a charity as a
benevolent institution under the Income Tax Assessment Act 1997 (ITA Act).

(2) Will amendments to the ITA Act need to be made to reflect community needs to enable charitable
entities to benefit from tax deductible donations to assist their work.

(3) In view of the need for some charitable entities like the Breast Cancer Action Group NSW to
undertake advocacy on behalf of their clients, is he prepared to recommend to the Government that
amendments to the ITA Act should be made to ensure that such advocacy activities should not be a
disqualifying criterion for Deductibility Gift Recipient Status; if not, why not.

(4) Does the St Vincent de Paul Society enjoy Deductible Gift Recipient Status; if so, is the Society
precluded from engaging in any form of advocacy on behalf of the people it assists; if so, why; if not,
why not.

(5) Will the Government encourage not-for-profit public good groups to address the problems of their
members and others in the community by amending the definition of Deductible Gift Recipient Status
so that such groups can more readily attract donations; if not, why not.

(6) Did the Charities Inquiry complete its report by 30 June 2001; if not, why not.

(7) Will the Charities Inquiry report be made available to the public during the 40th Parliament; if so,
when; if not, why not.

39 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—Without the benefit of bracket creep, will the 2001-2002 Federal
Budget finish in deficit; if not, why not.
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40 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a report in The Age newspaper on 26 June 2001 titled “Tax experts
declare: we are confused”.

(2) Has his attention been drawn to the comment in that report by the Tax Agents’ Association President,
Ray Regan that (a) this year’s Taxpack has confused even the experts and (b) the Government’s tax
reforms had complicated the system so much that tax agents’ fees would increase by 50 to 100 % this
year.

(3) Has his attention also been drawn to a similar report in The Canberra Times on 26 June 2001 titled
“Post-GST Taxpack too complicated: expert”.

(4) What action is he taking to make it easier for tax agents and taxpayers to better understand this year’s
Taxpack.

(5) What action is he taking to minimise the increased costs taxpayers are bearing following the
introduction of the Government’s recent tax reforms.

41 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does subsection 262A(4) of the Income Tax Assessment Act require each person who is liable to pay
income tax to retain their taxation records for a period of five years from the latter of the date on
which the records were originally prepared or obtained, or the date on which the transactions or acts
to which those records relate were completed.

(2) Does section 70 of the Taxation Administration Act prescribe the keeping of records of indirect tax
transactions for at least five years after the completing of the transactions or acts to which they relate,
including the goods and services tax (GST).

(3) Is he aware that, in light of the Government’s amendments to the taxation law and in particular the
introduction of the goods and services tax, the volume of records required to be kept under the
provisions of these Acts will increase significantly by imposing a substantial storage cost on
individual taxpayers by virtue of the Acts’ record retention provisions.

(4) In light of the increased personal financial burden of document storage costs on individual taxpayers
through the introduction of the GST, will he amend the retention provisions of both Acts to reduce
the retention periods from five years to three years; if not, why not

42 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is it stated at page 36 of Taxpack 2001 that the ATO can ask taxpayers who claim work related
deductions of over $300 to justify such claims with written evidence.

(2) How did the ATO determine the threshold of $300 for work related deductions to require written
evidence.

(3) In determining the threshold of $300, did the ATO consider the impact of the GST; if not, why not.

(4) Will the Taxation Commissioner consider reviewing the threshold of $300 for work related
deductions to require written evidence; if not, why not.

43 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—What percentage of (a) barristers and (b) solicitors pay the top
marginal rate of income tax.

44 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to an article in the Australian Financial Review of 11 May 2001 titled
“ACCC shot down over airport price regulation”.

(2) Has the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) accepted a Federal Government
direction to back Sydney Airport Corporation’s bid to secure an unregulated stream of revenue from
non-aeronautical services such as shops and car parking.

(3) What cost impacts will this direction have on consumers of (a) aeronautical and (b) non-aeronautical
services.

(4) Will he furnish a copy of the direction to Parliament; if so, when.

(5) What public interest consultation was undertaken in making the direction.

(6) Was the Board of Airline Representatives of Australia consulted.

(7) What other public interest groups were consulted.

(8) Does he agree with the ACCC head, Professor Fels’ prediction that this decision will result in higher
prices.

(9) What are the policy and moral grounds for the direction to the ACCC.
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(10) What are the public interest impacts of the decision on (a) consumers of airport services and (b)
tenants of privatised airports, particularly service providers such as airline companies, on their
profitability.

(11) Will the direction have an adverse effect on profitability of airline companies and other service
providers due to non-regulation of non-aeronautical services in Australia’s privatised airports.

46 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Will he provide details of the parent controlling interest of Airport Motorways Limited.

(2) Will he provide details of the majority shareholders of Infrastructure Trust Australia (ITA).

(3) Is Macquarie Bank one of the bidders for Sydney Airport.

(4) Can the possibility that cross-industry of infrastructure associated with Sydney Airport, including
road access to that airport, constitute monopolistic-like control of infrastructure to Sydney Airport.

47 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a media release from the Productivity Commission, dated 24 August
2001, titled “Price Regulation of Airport Services” in which the Productivity Commission
recommends as its preferred option a five-year period of price and conduct monitoring for Sydney
Airport, with no direct control over that period.

(2) If so, (a) upon what policy basis is this recommendation based, (b) upon what policy basis and
instruments is the existing regulatory regime of price caps and regulation founded, (c) will he table
copies of these policy instruments in the House and (d) will he table the policy reasoning that has led
to the recommendation by the Commission that a monitoring regime be initiated.

(3) Further to the media release and an article at page 56 in the Australian Financial Review of 25-26
August 2001 concerning the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission’s (ACCC) overall
ruling on Sydney’s aeronautical charges, (a) what is the policy rationale for the system of dual till
pricing and (b) what impact will a dual till pricing system have on charges for consumers.

(4) Does the Commission’s judgment conflict with the ACCC’s overall ruling to increase aeronautical
charges.

(5) What impact will the ACCC’s decision to increase aeronautical charges by 97% have on the second
till non-aeronautical tenants, including shop owners, parking station owners and restaurants at Sydney
Airport.

(6) Will the 97% increase in aeronautical charges decrease turnover for the non-aeronautical tenants at
Sydney Airport due to increased airfares and other charges thus economically pricing out prospective
consumers of Sydney Airport services.

(7) Will the new two-till system enable the prospective bidders for Sydney Airport’s airport lease to
increase non-aeronautical tenants’ rents, thus decreasing profitability for those non-aeronautical
tenants at Sydney Airport.

(8) Will he provide case references for the court actions referred to in the Australian Financial Review
article.

(9) Are the terms of settlement between the parties in the litigation matters in the public interest and
should be disclosed.

(10) In which court did the proceedings take place.

(11) Were proceedings in the relevant court closed proceedings.

(12) Are the terms of the out of court settlement in the public interest and do they warrant public scrutiny.

(13) Do the terms of the out of court settlement directly impact on persons not party to the legal
proceedings, including the general public and non-aeronautical tenants of Sydney Airport; if not, why
not.

(14) Upon what policy basis does the Productivity Commission seek to avoid the currently high level of
regulatory involvement.

(15) Will he seek to challenge the Commission’s findings regarding its judgment or does he agree with the
Commission’s findings; if so, why; if not, why not.

(16) Why does the Commission consider the current level of regulatory involvement as high.

(17) Will he seek advice from the Commission to explain what is the existing policy of the current
regulatory regime.

(18) Are aeronautical services for Sydney Airport subject to price surveillance and are aeronautical related
services subject to price monitoring.
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(19) Is Sydney Airport subject to pricing regulation under the Prices Surveillance Act.

(20) Is Sydney Airport further subject to the current regulations under the Prices Surveillance Act made in
1997.

(21) Would the current arrangements of pricing regulation apply only for the first five years of operation
of the lease of Sydney Airport and Sydney Basin airports.

(22) Further to the statement in relation to terms of reference No. 5 of the Commission draft report titled
“Price Regulation of Airport Services”, (a) what is the policy rationale for the premise that the price
caps applied to aeronautical services will no longer operate, (b) what is the policy rationale for
applying this regulation for only a five year period, (c) what event or milestone date did the
Government contemplate in 1997 that predicated a sunset clause to terminate a price surveillance
regulatory regime such as the 1997 regulations and (d) were the regulations instituted with a view to
the elimination of price capping in 2002; if so, what is the policy basis to eliminate the price capping
provisions in 2002.

(23) Did he contemplate in 1997 the sale of Sydney Airport by transfer of the airport lease from Sydney
Airport Corporation to a private person; if so, at the time of making his prices surveillance regulation
that currently regulates Sydney Airport, did he know that the airport would be leased to a private
entity or corporate person who is not the current lessee.

(24) In 1996 when the then Minister for Transport and Regional Services made his second reading speech
on the Airports Bill 1996, was it stated that Sydney Airport would not be sold until Sydney Airport’s
aircraft noise problems had been solved.

(25) Did he know whether the pricing regulatory regime must accommodate a financial component that
satisfies all policy objectives of Government, including solving Sydney Airport’s aircraft noise
problems through the full introduction of the Long Term Operating Plan (LTOP) and the completion
of a genuine environmental impact statement (EIS) for Sydney West Airport and the construction of
that airport.

(26) Does paragraph 8(1)(b) of the Productivity Commission Act state that a general policy guideline of
the Commission is to reduce regulation of industry, including regulation by the States, Territories and
local government, where this is consistent with the social and economic goals of the Commonwealth
Government.

(27) Is he able to say whether the LTOP is a Ministerial Direction issued by power given to the Minister
for Transport and Regional Services under section 16 of the Air Services Act.

(28) Is the LTOP, for the purposes of paragraph 8(1)(b) of the Productivity Commission Act, a social and
economic goal of the Commonwealth Government; if not, why not.

(29) Is the construction of Sydney West Airport at Badgerys Creek a social and economic goal of the
Commonwealth Government, pursuant to paragraph 8(1)(b) of the Productivity Commission Act; if
not, why not.

(30) Is it reasonable for the Commission to accept submissions at public hearings into the draft report on
the Price Regulation of Airport Services, concerning the two relevant social and economic goals of
the Commonwealth Government referred to in part (25).

(31) Is it reasonable for the Commission to consider these goals when considering the terms of reference
to the Price Regulation of Airport Services at Sydney Airport; if not, why not, given paragraph
8(1)(b) of the Productivity Commission Act.

(32) Can price regulation be used to administer environmental control of Sydney Airport in meeting the
Government’s social and economic goals and fulfilling the LTOP.

(33) Does paragraph 8(1)(e) of the Productivity Commission Act state that a general policy guideline of
the Commission is to recognise the interests of industries, employees, consumers and the community,
likely to be affected by measures proposed by the Commission.

(34) Does the Sydney Airport Community Forum (SACF) and its members represent members of the
community likely to be affected by measures proposed by the Commission; if not, (a) why not and (b)
will he notify the Productivity Commissioner under the powers given him pursuant to subsection
8(2), that the SACF and its members be considered members of the community likely to be affected
by measures proposed by the Commission; if not, why not.

(35) Is he able to say whether, by virtue of membership of the SACF, members of the SACF constitute
part of a statutory committee established under the auspice of the Commonwealth Department of
Transport and Regional Services and as such, constitute a formal element of the public interest
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process of community consultation as established by the Minister for Transport and Regional
Services.

(36) In fulfilling its obligations under section 8 of the Productivity Commission Act, must the
Commission consider environmental and ecological constraints as part of the Act’s general policy
guidelines; if not, why not.

(37) Will he notify the Productivity Commissioner in writing under the powers given him pursuant to
subsection 8(2) that the (a) full implementation of the LTOP and (b) construction of Sydney West
Airport before the sale of Sydney Airport as a strategic solution to solving Sydney Airport’s aircraft
noise problems, are matters going to the operation of paragraph 8(1)(b) as a social and economic goal
of the Commonwealth Government and need to be considered as part of the Commission’s terms of
reference in respect to the draft report on Price Regulation of Airport Services; if not, why not.

(38) Is the Commission’s scope of inquiry into Price Regulation of Airport Services narrow as it has not
been directed to report on whether relevant Government social, economic and other goals are
adversely affected, compromised or negated; if not, why not.

(39) Is the Commission’s direction of recommendations flawed in that the Commission is not being called
upon to identify relevant issues going to social and economic goals.

(40) For the purposes of clause 9 of the draft report’s scope of inquiry, do key interest groups and affected
parties include the SACF and its members.

48 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does he have administrative portfolio responsibility for Part IIIA of the Trade Practices Act.

(2) Does section 50AA of the Corporations Act 2001 define control of a corporation in a broad manner,
without specifying the percentage of controlling interest.

(3) Does schedule 1 of clause 6 of the Broadcasting Services Act state that if a person has an interest in a
company exceeding 15%, the person is to be regarded as being in a position to exercise control of the
company.

(4) Pursuant to the Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act, is 15% the test applied for him to block
acquisitions that would result in the control of a business passing to foreign persons.

(5) Is he able to say whether, pursuant to the SANTOS (Regulation of Shareholdings) Act 1989 (SA), no
shareholder can own more than 15% of SANTOS.

(6) Pursuant to the clause 850B of the Financial Services Reform Bill 2001, is 15% the test applied to
prevent market operators such as the Australian Stock Exchange or the Sydney Futures Exchange
before ministerial approval is required.

(7) Pursuant to the Financial Sector (Shareholdings) Act, is a person prohibited from holding a stake of
greater than 15% in an authorised deposit-taking institution.

(8) What is the policy rationale upon which the figure of 15% is based.

(9) At 15%, does the operation of a parent company over pairs of airport lessee companies constitute a
controlling interest; if not, why not.

(10) Does the parent shareholding interest provisions for paired ownership of Australian airports bring this
threshold of 15% into conflict with Part IIIA of the Trade Practices Act; if not, why not.

77 MR ANDREN: To ask the Treasurer—For the years ending 30 June (a) 1999, (b) 2000 and (c) 2001, (i)
how many taxpayers claimed the dependent spouse rebate, (ii) how many taxpayers had tax debts and
penalties raised against them for failure to include Basic Parenting Allowance in the Separate Net Income
section of their returns, (iii) what was the average time between lodgement date and when taxpayers were
notified of the debts referred to in part (ii), (iv) how many taxpayers with debts described in part (ii)
lodged formal objections with the Australian Taxation Office and (v) of the formal objections lodged, how
many have resulted in having the tax shortfall penalty waived.

85 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Treasurer—Does the Government have any plans to abandon and or
modify the Diesel and Alternative Fuels Grants Scheme; if so, what are the Government’s proposals.

91 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What has been the total outlay by the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) on the EDS contract in each
financial year since EDS won the information technology delivery contract for the ATO.

(2) What sum has been spent by the ATO for non-EDS delivered IT functions in each financial year
since the commencement of the contract.

(3) What is the price charged by EDS to the ATO for a basic call out.
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(4) What was the total cost of the ATO’s IT functions prior to the contract being outsourced to EDS and
did that cost include the cost of call outs.

(5) What was the total cost of the ATO’s IT functions after the contract was outsourced to EDS,
including the internal support and does that cost include the cost of call outs.

(6) Further to the answer to question No. 799 (Hansard, 19 October 1999, page 11914), will he provide
copies of the reports EDS is required to prepare each month on service levels, since the
commencement of the contract until 1 May 2000.

92 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) For how many of its staff has the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) provided GST training.

(2) How many of those staff have subsequently left the ATO, and how many of them left within six
weeks of completing the training course.

(3) How many staff left the ATO in (a) 1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001.

(4) What will be the impact of these departures on the time taken to process taxation returns.

(5) Have staff been transferred out of the Large Business and International business line; if so, how
many.

(6) What has been the cost of outsourcing the information technology function to EDS in each financial
year since this first occurred.

(7) What percentage of the ATO budget was allocated to information technology in (a) 2000-2001, (b)
1999-2000, (c) 1998-99, (d) 1997-98 and (e) 1996-97.

(8) Has the ATO given incorrect GST registration numbers to businesses registering for the GST; if so,
(a) on how many occasions, (b) what was the reason for incorrect registration numbers being issued
and (c) will businesses in this situation who have printed letterheads, replied to questionnaires and
who will incur significant expense in rectifying these errors be offered compensation by the ATO or
the Government for expenses incurred as a result.

93 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) still have an Information Technology department; if so,
(a) what is the cost of that department, (b) how many staff does it employ and (c) what is its function.

(2) What is the total of the financial penalties levied upon EDS for non-achievement of service credits to
date and over the first year of the contract.

(3) Has the ATO hired a company to ascertain whether or not the ATO has achieved savings by
outsourcing its IT department to EDS; if so, (a) what is the name of the company, (b) what is its brief,
(c) what is the cost to the ATO of the review and (d) did the company have to win a tender to carry
out this work.

94 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does a landlord require an Australian Business Number (ABN).

(2) Does a tenant require an ABN.

(3) Is a tenant who is operating a business from their rented accommodation required to supply an ABN
to the landlord.

(4) Does Taxation Ruling MT 2000/2 state that “If you let out residential premises where the whole of
the premises is to be used predominantly for residential accommodation purposes you are entitled to
get an ABN, but you do not need one for PAYG withholding purposes”; if so, what is the definition
of “whole” and “predominantly” and how is the determination arrived at.

(5) If a taxpayer rents a residential flat and uses one of the three bedrooms to run a web publishing
business is he or she required to provide an ABN to the landlord.

(6) How does a landlord determine (a) the use of the premises and (b) whether or not they should require
the presentation of an ABN.

95 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is he aware of reports that his electorate officer, Margaret Nicolls, contacted the Tax Office on behalf
of a constituent, and was told by an officer of the Tax Office that it was about time the Treasurer
knew what people were experiencing with the delays and current workload of the ATO.

(2) Is it the case that bad language used by the Tax Officer was the subject of a report to him.

(3) Has the Tax Officer concerned been the subject of disciplinary action; if so, what action was taken
against him.



No. 33—19 August 2002 893

96 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many workers and what classes of workers will be affected by the decision of the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal in the case of Quest Personnel Temping Pty Ltd vs Commissioner
of Taxation (AATA 124).

(2) Does the decision apply retrospectively or just to payments made to workers in the future.

(3) How will the Government ensure that all employers comply with the decision.

97 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to reports of barristers avoiding large tax debts by declaring themselves
bankrupt.

(2) Is the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) able to garnishee notices under S.128 of the Income Tax
Assessment Act 1936 to payments made to barristers by their clients in order to repay tax debts; if so,
has the ATO been issuing these notices; if not, why not.

98 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Was Andersen Consulting appointed to conduct a wide-ranging overhaul of the Australian Taxation
Office’s (ATO) client relations, including dealings with taxpayers.

(2) What was the estimated cost of this overhaul.

(3) Was Minter Research awarded a $90 000 contract to review ATO relations with non-business clients.

(4) Was the purpose of these taxpayer funded reviews to find out why the ATO (a) mishandled the
transition to GST and (b) took so long to appreciate the difficulties small business was having due to
GST paperwork; if not, what is the purpose of the reviews.

99 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—Was Black Is White awarded a contract in excess of $1.3
million by the Australian Taxation Office to provide strategic advice and writing services to develop,
implement and evaluate a communication program for all business tax reform products.

101 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Did his Department receive a license agreement for the Super Dome box; if so, what was the basis of
the agreement.

(2) In addition to the $850 000 for the cost of tickets to the Olympics for use by Government, the $240
000 for use of a 20-seat box at Stadium Australia, and the $120 000 for an 18-seat box at the Super
Dome, what was the breakdown of other costs incurred by him and other Ministers when entertaining
guests during the Olympic Games.

103 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—With respect to the
Roads of National Importance program can he provide the requests for funding under this program
submitted by each State and Territory Government for the (a) 1999-2000, (b) 2000-2001 and (c) 2002-
2003 financial years.

115 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Did the former Minister for Financial Services and Regulation direct that the Australian Competition
and Consumer Commission (ACCC), when assessing aeronautical charges at Sydney Airport, not
take account of revenues generated by the airport operator for services other than aeronautical
services; if so, (a) when did the Government make the decision to issue the direction to the ACCC
and (b) on what date was the direction given to the ACCC.

(2) When did the ACCC commence the process of assessing aeronautical charges at Sydney Airport and
what was the date of final submissions.

(3) During the course of the ACCC’s consultations relating to the Sydney Airports Corporation Ltd
pricing proposal, did the former Minister issue any other direction or change any parameter for the
review; if so, what was the nature of that direction or change and on which date was it issued or
made.

(4) Given that the Productivity Commission is considering arrangements for price regulation of airport
services at all airports, should the direction given to the ACCC in relation to Sydney Airport to not
take account of revenues generated by the airport operators for services other than aeronautical
services, also apply to the Productivity Commission review of aeronautical charges at all airports; if
not, why not.

119 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—
With respect to each of the OECD member nations, what (a) waiting time is required to become a citizen,
(b) countries provide for dual citizenship, (c) is the per capita migration intake, (d) is the per capita skilled
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migration intake, (e) is the per capita refugee migration intake, (f) countries provide for permanent
recognition of refugees, (g) is the per capita contribution to the UNHCR and (h) proportion of their
populations were born overseas.

130 MRS CROSIO: To ask the Prime Minister—What sum was spent during (a) 1998-1999, (b) 1999-2000 and
(c) 2000-2001 on (i) consultation, (ii) transport, (iii) acquisition and (iv) storage in respect of wines for the
Prime Minister’s Lodge and Kirribilli House.

18 February 2002
144 MR LATHAM: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What sum has the Government spent on the First Home Owners Scheme.

(2) What proportion of these grants has been received by households earning (a) less than $20,000 p.a.,
(b) more than $50,000 p.a. and (c) more than $100,000 p.a.

(3) For the most recent financial year in which statistics are available, what sum did the Government
outlay on tax expenditures for (a) self-funded retirees, (b) superannuation concessions, (c) capital
gains tax exemptions for economic purposes and (d) capital gains tax exemptions for individuals.

(4) In each case referred to in part (3), what proportion of the outlays was received by households
earning (a) less than $20,000 p.a., (b) more than $50,000 p.a. and (c) more than $100,000 p.a.

19 February 2002
154 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does the Australian Taxation Office’s (ATO) Taxpayers’ Charter explanatory booklet entitled
“Treating you fairly and reasonably” contain a statement that it recognises individual circumstances,
including previous history as a taxpayer and level of knowledge and understanding of the tax laws.

(2) What criteria does the ATO use to ensure that individual taxpayers are treated individually.

(3) Does the ATO have an internal policy document or set of procedures that outlines how this statement
in the charter is to be put into practice.

(4) How does the ATO monitor compliance to clauses in the taxpayers’ charter.

(5) In the instances of reassessing investors in Mass Marketed Tax Effective investments who have had
rulings made against them, did the ATO look at every case individually.

155 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) When examining Mass Marketed Tax Effective Schemes in the process of preparing position papers,
did the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) examine the original prospectuses of the various schemes;
if so, which schemes; if not, why.

(2) Did the ATO find differences between the original information contained in the prospectus and the
actual operation of the schemes; if so, which schemes.

(3) Did the ATO find evidence of round robin arrangements associated with the payment of management
fees from a non-recourse loan facility available to investors in any of the schemes; if so, which
schemes.

(4) Did the ATO find any evidence of any illegal activities in relation to round robin schemes; if so, was
this evidence passed on to Australian Securities Investments Commission (ASIC) or any other
investigative or regulatory body; if not, why not.

(5) Did the ATO find any evidence that investors had knowledge of round robin schemes that were
contrary to the scheme’s original prospectus.

(6) What statutory requirements does the ATO have to refer suspected breaches of Corporations law to
ASIC.

(7) When examining tax effective schemes, did the ATO make any inquiries with any investors in
schemes, other than the project manager and its directors, to determine their knowledge of, or consent
to round robin arrangements; if so, how many investors were interviewed or queried and in what
specific schemes did this occur.

(8) Were steps taken by the ATO or any other agency to protect the rights of investors in regard to the
financial viability of these schemes; if, so what steps were taken and in which schemes were they
taken.



No. 33—19 August 2002 895

(9) Did the ATO investigate international agreements being entered into by schemes that were claimed as
managerial or marketing services to the scheme; if so, which schemes were involved in this type of
activity and what was the result of these investigations.

(10) In relation to international agreements being used as a round robin device by schemes, was there any
investigation by the ATO that this type of arrangement may have constituted an activity with the
dominant purpose of avoiding or evading taxation; if so, did the ATO proceed to disallow any tax
deductions made by the management company in relation to the international arrangements and
funding.

(11) Did the ATO proceed to further investigate, prosecute or refer for prosecution any parties involved in
these international transactions.

(12) Did the ATO find any evidence that investors in schemes knowingly participated in or approved
round robin transactions or international arrangements or funding; if so, on what basis did the ATO
determine that penalty payments should be applied to those investors in their notices of reassessment.

156 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) In relation to the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) treatment of Mass Marketed Tax Effective
Schemes, will he list the projects that the ATO has investigated and to which he has applied a Part
IVA ruling.

(2) Which projects is the ATO currently investigating.

(3) Will he provide a list of the number of investors in each of these projects who have received amended
assessments as a result of a Part IVA ruling.

(4) In relation to (a) Budplan schemes, (b) Satcom, (c) Koala Hydroponics and (d) Maincamp, will he
provide the number of participants in those schemes who were contacted by the ATO when preparing
their position paper prior to the issuing of amended assessment.

(5) How many submissions were made to the ATO by investors in (a) Budplan schemes, (b) Satcom, (c)
Koala Hydroponics and (d) Maincamp in response to the ATO position paper.

(6) In relation to these schemes, what time frame was spent by the ATO examining these submissions
and what was the time frame between issuing the position paper and the issuing of amended
assessments.

157 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the existence of the Part IVA Panel at the Australian Taxation Office.

(2) What is the specific role of the panel.

(3) Is the panel a formal body; if so, what powers does it have.

(4) Who are the members of the panel.

(5) Who appoints the members of the panel.

(6) How many meetings did the panel have in (a) 1996, (b) 1997, (c) 1998, (d) 1999, (e) 2000 and (f)
2001.

(7) Are minutes kept of the meetings of the panel.

(8) Are the minutes of these meetings readily available for scrutiny by the public.

21 February 2002
170 MS ELLIS: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many applications for the First Home Owners Scheme from the electoral division of Canberra
have been approved since the scheme’s inception until 31 December 2001.

(2) What proportion of these grants have been received by households earning (a) less than $20,000 p.a.,
(b) $20,001-$35,000 p.a., (c) $35,001-$50,000 p.a., (d) $50,000-$75,000 p.a., (e) $75,001-$100,000
p.a. and (f) more than $100,000 p.a.

(3) What proportion of homes purchased cost (a) less than $100,000, (b) $100,001-$125,000, (c)
$125,001-$150,000, (d) $150,001-$200,000 and (e) more than $200,000.

11 March 2002
187 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is he familiar with the Australian Securities and Investments Commission’s General Insurance Code
of Practice issued pursuant to the Australian Securities and Investments Commission Act and the
Insurance Act.
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(2) Is he able to say what medical treatments for Australian travellers abroad are the subject of the code.

(3) What medical treatments for Australian travellers abroad are not covered by the code.

(4) Is there a default code of practice that covers the responsibility of insurers for such medical
treatments not covered by the code.

(5) What punitive or other disciplinary provisions exist for general insurers who fail to comply with their
responsibilities as insurers.

(6) Do a general insurer’s fiduciary obligations extend beyond mere instrumental legalities, including the
code of conduct; if so, what are the major heads of fiduciary duties of general insurers.

(7) Will he instigate an inquiry into the ambit of the code as it applies to all general insurance policies
and general insurers; if not, why not; if so, when.

197 MR LATHAM: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Was he Treasurer of Australia when the Committee of Inquiry concerning Public Duty and Private
Interest presented its report in July 1979.

(2) Did the Committee recommend that the standards expected of Ministers and ministerial staff other
than public servants in relation to post-separation employment should be brought to their attention
when they take office and again upon their departure from office.

(3) Were these standards brought to the attention of the Hon. Peter Reith (a) when he took office as
Minister of Defence and (b) when he departed from that office; if so, by what persons, on what dates
and by what means.

12 March 2002
202 MR BEVIS: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many applications for the First Home Owner Grant for the (a) construction of new dwellings
and (b) purchase of existing dwellings were approved in each month in each State and Territory since
the scheme commenced.

(2) For each of the applications approved, what was the postcode of the applicant.

20 March 2002
255 MRS IRWIN: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many First Home Owner Grants have been made since the commencement of the scheme.

(2) What sum has been paid out in grants since the commencement of the scheme.

(3) Are applicants for the grant required to live in the home for which the grant was given for any fixed
period of time.

(4) Are recipients of the grant permitted to lease the home for which the grant was made for any fixed
period of time; if so, how are grant applicants advised of this condition.

(5) Is the scheme audited to ensure that applicants have not previously owned residential property; if so,
what checks are carried out to confirm the status of the applicant.

(6) Are these checks carried out on all applicants or only a sample.

(7) Is the scheme audited to ensure that applicants do not lease the property for which the grant applied
for any period of time proscribed in the conditions for the grant; if so, what checks are carried out to
confirm the applicant’s compliance with this condition.

(8) Are these checks carried out on all applicants or only a sample.

(9) Have any persons been found to have breached this condition.

(10) What action has been taken against any persons found to have breached this condition.

(11) What penalties does the scheme allow when conditions are breached.

260 MS O’BYRNE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is the rental contract for the premises of the Launceston Australian Taxation Office on a month by
month arrangement.

(2) Is there any intention to close or relocate this office.
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21 March 2002
269 MR BEAZLEY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—What were the details of

operational deployments of Australian Defence Force personnel from 1972 to the present date, including
personnel numbers, relevant services and branches involved.

280 MR S. F. SMITH: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) On what basis has the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission (ACCC) determined that it
will not proceed on the complaint lodged by Mr David Coombes, on behalf of Bruness Pty Ltd
(Bruness), against Auto Masters Corporation (AMEC).

(2) On what basis has the ACCC determined that it will not prosecute AMEC under section 51AC or
section 52 of the Trade Practices Act, or any other relevant section of that Act.

(3) Why did the ACCC advise the Special Minister of State on or before 24 January 2001 that it had
determined that it required evidence from former owners franchisees of AMEC, other than Bruness,
before it would consider commencing a prosecution.

(4) Was the ACCC’s decision not to further investigate or prosecute this complaint based on (a) a lack of
resources or (b) a policy of the ACCC to prioritise the further investigation or prosecution of
complaints based on either their monetary value or public profile.

(5) If not, why did officers of the ACCC advise Mr Coombes on 18 August 1999 that the ACCC was
interested in multi-million dollar high profile cases and that the ACCC received on average at least
one complaint a week of the magnitude made by Mr Coombes.

281 MR MOSSFIELD: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) In relation to the collapse of Commercial Nominees Australia (CNA), why, when the Australian
Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA) required CNA to stop accepting contributions to the ECMT
from AWERF, the Network Superannuation Fund and Midas Superannuation Fund, did it allow CNA
to continue accepting contributions from approximately 475 small APRA funds (SAFs).

(2) Why did APRA remove CNA as Trustee for the 475 SAFs two months after removing CNA as the
trustee for the three funds mentioned in part (1).

(3) Was APRA aware that, at the time it removed CNA as trustee, CNA was negotiating with Perpetual
Trustees Limited to take over the administration of some or all of the 475 SAFs; if not, why not.

(4) What process was used by APRA to appoint Oak Breeze, a liquidator, as the temporary trustee of the
475 SAFs given its lack of experience in this area and the work already undertaken by Perpetual
Trustees with regard to the SAFs and their compliance.

(5) What guarantees did APRA seek from Oak Breeze that it would fulfil its claim of bringing all SAFs
to a level of compliance by 31 October 2001.

(6) How many funds were actually brought to a level of compliance by this date.

(7) How many funds have been brought to a level of compliance since 31 October 2001.

(8) What guarantees or limits did APRA seek from or place on Oak Breeze or Price Waterhouse Coopers
regarding fees and charges in relation to the administration of the SAFs.

(9) Are these guarantees or limits different from the standard required under the Superannuation Industry
Supervision Act (SIS Act) for other trustees of superannuation funds; if so why.

(10) Have the protocols between the Australian Securities and Investments Commission and APRA,
detailed in the Senate Select Committee Report, been agreed to and executed by both agencies; if not,
what is the anticipated time frame for this to occur.

(11) What is the anticipated time frame for the Minister to make a decision regarding the implementation
of section 229 of the SIS Act.

14 May 2002
316 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What planes currently in operation at Sydney Airport were unable to use the east-west runway prior
to the recent upgrading.

(2) To what extent will the modification of the runway result in larger aircraft being able to use the
runway.

322 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Was the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court adopted in Rome on 17 July 1998.
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(2) Was the statute signed for Australia on 9 December 1998.

(3) Did he and the Minister for Foreign Affairs announce on 12 December 1999 the Government’s
intention to ratify the statute.

(4) Will the statute enter into force on the first day of the month after the 60th day following the date of
the deposit of the 60th instrument of ratification, acceptance, approval or accession.

(5) Did the number of deposits exceed 60 on 11 April 2002.

(6) Is the United States considering the cancellation of its signature.

(7) Has the Government considered the cancellation of Australia’s signature.

(8) Will the Government deposit its instrument of ratification before the statute enters into force.

325 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Treasurer—What sum has the Government spent on its campaign which
commenced on 5 March 2000 to advertise the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission’s
Country of Origin Guidelines.

328 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) How many kilometres of the Hume Highway between Sydney and Albury are not duplicated and
remain single carriageway.

(2)  What are the sections referred to in part (1).

(3) What is the cost of duplicating each section.

(4) What is the cost of completing the full duplication as one project.

(5) How many road accidents and fatalities have occurred in each section of the highway referred to in
part (1) in each of the past five years.

(6) Are there any projects underway or plans for completing the outstanding duplication works over the
next five years; if so, what are the projects and where and when will they be undertaken.

329 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What sum has been, or will be, spent on the National Highway in each year from 1995-96 until 2005-
2006.

(2) What proportion of those funds has been or will be spent on (a) planning and design, (b) construction
and (c) maintenance in each of those years, by State and Territory.

330 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What sum has been, or will be, spent on the Roads of National Importance Program in each year
since its commencement until 2005-2006.

(2) What proportion of those funds has been or will be spent on (a) planning and design, (b) construction
and (c) maintenance in each of those years, by State and Territory.

331 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What criteria have been used to select roads for funding under the Black Spot program since 1996.

(2) Who have chaired the relevant State and Territory Black Spot Panels.

(3) Where and what sum of Black Spot funding has been granted in each (a) municipality or shire and (b)
House of Representatives electoral division.

(4) In relation to Black Spot funding in federal electoral divisions, which party held the particular
electoral division at the time any grant was made.

332 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Since March 1996 how many feasibility studies or seeding grants have been funded from programs
currently administered by his Department.

(2) Which programs have provided the funding for each feasibility study and seeding grant.

(3) What sum was allocated to each feasibility study and seeding grant.

(4) How many of these feasibility studies and seeding grants have matured into projects.

(5) How many of these projects have received funding from programs currently administered by his
Department.

(6) From which programs has this funding been provided.

333 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) During the operation of Airservices Australia’s contingency plan for continuing air traffic control and
aviation technical operations during recent industrial action by Airservices Australia staff, was there a
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near miss between two regular public transport jets allegedly caused by failure to adhere to, or lack of
knowledge of, the contingency procedures.

(2) Did two jet aircraft enter controlled airspace from the Temporary Restricted Area (TRA) on
converging courses, both on different radio frequencies, each apparently not aware of the other
aircraft, and which were detected in time to prevent an accident.

(3) Were there instances where there was not timely notification of procedures to adjacent air traffic
control units to enable controllers to become familiar with the temporary procedures.

(4) Where there instances of confusion of local time zones and universal coordinated time by the
National Airways Contingency Coordinating Committee in position reports to air traffic control units
adjacent to the TRA.

(5) Were there instances of confusion as to what aircraft were in the TRA, particularly in non-radar areas
and where aircraft were on routes that were not published in the contingency plans.

(6) Were there situations where aircraft were operating on routes different to those advised to the
adjacent air traffic control units.

(7) Were there other incidents; if so, what are the details.

(8) Was a safety case conducted into the contingency plan before it was implemented; if not, why not; if
so, will he provide a copy.

(9) Has he ordered an investigation into these incidents; if not, why not; if so, (a) when will it report and
(b) who is undertaking the investigation.

334 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) During the recent industrial action at Airservices Australia, did management redesignate the airspace
surrounding Australia’s busiest general aviation airports, Archerfield, Moorabbin, and Bankstown to
Class G airspace, with mandatory broadcast zone procedures implemented instead of the mandated
air traffic control services; if so, (a) who made the decision to not require air traffic control services
in this airspace, (b) when was the decision made and (c) was a safety case conducted before the
decision was made; if not, why not; if so, will he provide a copy of the safety case.

(2) Did any accidents or incidents occur during this alteration to the normal operating arrangements; if
so, (a) how many, (b) where did they occur, (c) what was the nature of those incidents or accidents
and (d) are investigations being conducted; if so, (i) by whom and (ii) when will a report be
presented.

(3) If investigations are under way, will the reports include the impact of the decision to change the
normal operating procedures during the industrial action.

(4) Is he confident that all due care and attention was given to aviation safety during this period by
Airservices Australia management.

335 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) During the operation of Airservices Australia’s contingency plan for continuing air traffic control and
aviation technical operations during recent industrial action by Airservices Australia staff, did
Airservices Australia declare Temporary Restricted Areas (TRAs) over the high seas outside
Australian Territory and Australian Territorial Waters; if so, who determined that the TRAs should be
declared.

(2) Did the TRAs comply with ICAO requirements and definitions, Australian aviation legislation and
regulations and Aeronautical Information Publication (AIP) requirements and definitions.

(3) Was advice given about the legality of the declarations under Australian and international law; if so,
who provided that advice and can a copy of that advice be provided.

(4) Did any air safety incidents occur as a result of the TRA declarations; if so, what are the details.

343 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 106 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2036) concerning the Civil
Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) and the services of Mr A. Shand, QC and Mr Harvey in the
Administrative Appeals Tribunal matter involving Whyalla Airlines, what was the total sum paid to
each lawyer.

(2) With respect to the external legal services for each of the last five years for CASA, (a) what sums
were paid to each lawyer in each year, (b) who were the lawyers and (c) in which legal proceedings
were they involved.
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15 May 2002
359 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many families and individuals in the electoral division of Hasluck have received a (a) Family
Tax Benefit debt notice and (b) Child Care Benefit debt notice.

(2) How many child care centres in the electoral division of Hasluck have received a debt notice arising
from the old Child Care Assistance Scheme.

(3) What steps is the Government taking to guarantee that families will not be penalised by the current
income self assessment regime where their incomes fluctuate through no fault of their own, because
they carry out varying amounts of overtime in their employment, or their employment is commission
based, or where one of the partners returns to the workforce after raising children.

(4) Is the Minister aware that on pages 3 and 4 of the Estimating your Income booklet produced by the
Family Assistance Office, the suggestions for estimating income for the year ahead include (a)
knowing whether the recipient or his or her partner will receive termination or insurance payments or
(b) predicting whether a partner will recommence work; if so, should individuals be expected to know
whether they will lose their jobs, have to make an insurance claim or take up new employment in the
forthcoming year.

363 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant
Treasurer—

(1) Was the recent offer letter from the Australian Tax Office (ATO) to investors in Mass Marketed Tax
Effective schemes entitled ‘Settlement opportunity including a remission of penalties and interest’
sent to all investors who had received an amended assessment due to an involvement in a mass
marketed tax effective scheme.

(2) Was the letter a form letter with the only difference being the address and the name of the investment
after the word INCOME TAX: in the title.

(3) Were investors provided with the details of their own specific situation prior to signing the Eligible
Taxpayer Declaration, Settlement Schedule No.1 and Cash Payment Settlement Schedule No.2; if
not, why not; if so, in what form did this information come.

(4) Should the ATO provide this offer when only one test case has been heard in the court.

(5) What is the expected revenue forecast by the ATO in relation to investors accepting this offer.

(6) Will the Minister call upon the ATO to extend this offer past 29 May 2002 to allow investors
involved in test cases natural justice.

364 MR BEVIS: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What criteria are followed by the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) in determining which ATO
Access sites should be maintained or closed.

(2) What criteria are applied in determining the provision of ATO Access sites in (a) regional and (b)
metropolitan areas.

(3) What is the reason for differential treatment in determining ATO Access sites for regional and
metropolitan areas.

(4) What is the average cost to the ATO per inquiry of answering a (a) telephone and (b) counter inquiry.

(5) How is the service provided by the personal tax phone service different to the service available over
the counter.

(6) Is the personal tax phone service regarded as inferior to the counter service; if so, why does the ATO
use different criteria for determining the location of counter services in regional Australia compared
with metropolitan areas.

(7) What action has he taken to ensure all Australians have equal access to ATO inquiry services.

16 May 2002
367 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant

Treasurer—

(1) What measures is the Commonwealth taking to address the current crisis in public liability insurance
for community and sporting groups.

(2) What are the timeframes for implementation of Commonwealth measures.

(3) Do these measures provide any guarantee that public liability insurance premiums will reduce in
price.
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(4) Under the proposed Commonwealth Government measures are there any direct controls over
insurance companies to take into account an organisation’s claims history and risk management
strategies.

(5) Will the Government take direct measures to combat the problem by setting up a uniform national
insurance scheme; if not, why not.

(6) Will the Government take direct measures to set minimum standards for insurance claims through the
introduction of an Insurance Claims Act; if not, why not.

(7) Will the Government amend the Insurance Contracts Act to require insurance companies to charge
premiums that take into account an organisation’s risk management strategies and claims history; if
not, why not.

(8) Will the Government restore the power previously in the Insurance Contracts Act which allowed a
representative on behalf of members of the public to take legal action against insurance companies
that ignored risk assessment strategies and claims histories on the grounds that they breached the duty
of good faith; if not, why not.

369 MR DANBY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) What are the details of all expenses incurred by the Commonwealth and Centrelink during the current
“Supporting the System that Supports You” advertising campaign, including, but not limited to (a)
production costs and (b) costs for advertising space for (i) all radio advertisements, (ii) all television
advertisements, (iii) all print media advertisements and (iv) each State and Territory.

(2) What sum does the Minister expect Centrelink will save through this campaign.

(3) Given that the advertisements encourage people to notify Centrelink of previous changes of
circumstances, is there an amnesty in place for people to update their details without penalty.

371 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What role does the Accounting Standards Board have in the setting of standards for the accounting
industry.

(2) Do the standards developed and approved by the Accounting Standards Board apply to the insurance
industry.

(3) Following the collapse of (a) United Medical Protection (UMP) and allegations that the accounting
practices used by UMP were other than standard within the industry and (b) HIH, has the Accounting
Standards Board undertaken investigations into this matter; if not, why not; if so, (i) what
investigations were carried out, (ii) what conclusions have been drawn from those investigations and
(iii) have the results and conclusions been communicated to the accounting and insurance industries.

372 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What responsibility does the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA) have in ensuring
the stability and prudential operation of individual providers within the insurance industry.

(2) What level of financial disclosure does APRA require of general insurers in discharging its
responsibilities.

(3) What action, if any, is APRA empowered to take in regard to insurers that fail prudential standards.

(4) On what date did APRA become aware of the technical insolvency of United Medical Protection
(UMP).

(5) What action, if any, is APRA required to take upon becoming aware of the insolvency.

(6) What action did APRA take upon becoming aware of any difficulties faced by UMP.

(7) If no action was taken by APRA relating to UMP in the period leading up to the voluntary
appointment of administrators, has APRA adequately discharged its responsibilities.

373 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Does the Australian Securities and Investments Commission (ASIC) have any role in the
investigation into the discharge of responsibilities of directors of companies in the insurance industry
that enter into provisional liquidation; if so, what actions has ASIC taken to investigate the discharge
of responsibilities of directors of United Medical Protection (UMP); if not, why not.

(2) Will he initiate an investigation into the directors of UMP.

(3) What penalties can apply to directors of companies that have been found to have traded while
insolvent.
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374 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What investigations have been undertaken by the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority (APRA)
into the operation of providers of professional indemnity insurance.

(2) On what dates did these investigations occur.

(3) Were investigations of a similar nature undertaken into United Medical Protection (UMP); if so, on
what dates did they take place.

(4) On what date did APRA become aware of the prudential difficulties being faced by UMP.

(5) On what date was he advised of the difficulties facing UMP.

(6) Does he maintain confidence in the operations of APRA as they relate to UMP.

376 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many (a) disability pensioners, (b) aged pensioners and (c) Common Youth Allowance
recipients reside in the electoral division of Chisholm.

(2) How many (a) disability pensioners, (b) aged pensioners and (c) Common Youth Allowance
recipients reside in each of the postcode areas within the electoral division of Chisholm.

377 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many recipients of Family Tax and Child Care Benefit in the electoral division of Chisholm in
(a) 2001 and (b) 2002 received written notification of a debt to the Commonwealth in relation to
payment of those benefits.

(2) How many of these benefit recipients resided in each of the postcode areas in the division of
Chisholm.

(3) What was the average debt to the Commonwealth in relation to these benefits.

(4) What was the (a) average and (b) largest debt in each postcode area within the electoral division of
Chisholm in relation to these benefits.

383 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to part (4) of question No. 33 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2028) what is his
authority for his response that a small number of persons have been abusing the free call facility by
lodging hundreds of calls each month.

(2) Where do these complainants live.

(3) What independent and objective investigation has he undertaken to satisfy himself of the veracity of
the alleged other members of the public who have objected to this behaviour as they believe it can
give a distorted picture of how the noise is actually distributed between the suburbs.

(4) Where do these other members of the public live.

(5) Are these other members of the public members of the Liberal Party.

385 MR ANDREN: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) Can the Minister explain how a salary increase of 11.5% granted to social services employees under
the new Social and Community Services award in NSW on 28 November 2001 can be adequately
covered by an indexed annual increase of 2.54% for the express purpose of wages growth as reported
in The Australian on 18 February 2002.

(2) Is the Minister aware that (a) the wages of employees under this award have increased incrementally
with each of the Industrial Relations Commission’s safety net adjustments, (b) these incremental rises
have absorbed the indexed increases in Commonwealth funding and (c) massive increases in other
fixed costs such as insurance have further eroded any benefit to be had from the indexed
Commonwealth funding increase.

(3) In light of the fact that the annually indexed increase in Commonwealth funding has been absorbed as
intended, is it a fact that the community service groups who rely on Commonwealth funds do require
additional funding to meet the increased costs of the new award.

27 May 2002
388 MR DANBY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts and Sport—

(1) Can the Minister provide a list of all individual grants, their respective managers, and the amount of
funds for each of the 50 projects within the electoral division of Melbourne Ports in the 2000-2001
financial year, granted by the Australia Council and totalling $12,750,605.
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(2) Can the Minister provide a list of all individual projects, their respective managers, and the amount of
funds for each of the 62 projects within the electoral division of Melbourne Ports in the 1999-2000
financial year, granted by the Australia Council and totalling $6,983,724.

(3) Can the Minister provide a list of all individual projects, their respective managers, and the amount of
funds for each of the 81 projects within the electoral division of Melbourne Ports in the 1998-1999
financial year, granted by the Australia Council and totalling $7,216,512.

389 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Finance and Administration—

(1) Further to the Minister’s Post-Budget breakfast address at the Westin Hotel on 15 May 2002 and
statements with respect to the financial policy impact of current population policy, how does the
Minister define what it means to stabilise Australia’s fertility rate.

(2) Do publicly funded abortions offer a direct economic incentive for procuring a pregnancy
termination, thus directly contributing to Australia’s low fertility rate and impacting upon the
Minister’s financial projections of Australia’s fertility rate and taxpayer pool.

(3) What financial decisions has the Government made in respect to increasing incentives for families to
have more children, including improved conditions of maternity leave.

(4) Has the Minister’s attention been drawn to the definition by the Statistics Section, Business Branch of
the Department of Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs of replacement rate as being
the rate of births required for a ‘1 for 1’ replacement of every death, and is calculated as 2.1 births for
every death.

(5) Was Australia’s population growth rate from 1999 to 2000 1.2 per cent.

(6) Based on this data, does Australia’s fertility rate when compared to the replacement rate, mean the
existing and future pool of taxpayers is economically sustainable; if not, what is the financial
minimum replacement rate necessary for Australia’s taxpayer pool to be economically sustainable.

(7) Did the Minister state words to the effect that Australia cannot increase immigration; if not, what
statement was made with respect to Australia’s current immigration intake policy.

(8) Has the Minister’s attention been drawn to an announcement on 7 May 2002, by the Minister for
Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs foreshadowing a significant increase in
migration of skilled and family stream migration for 2002-2003 in recognition of Australia’s
increasing migration dependency on filling Australia’s taxpayer pool; if so, are the Minister’s
comments inconsistent with the Minister for Immigration’s declared policy of increased immigration;
if not, why not.

(9) Has the Minister been briefed on the Minister for Immigration’s substantially increased allocation of
business and family stream migration visas for 2002-2003; if not, why not.

(10) Did the Minister indicate that, without amendment to Australia’s current public revenue and
expenditure projections, there will be a major financial crisis within 15 years; if so, what was his
prediction; if not, will he clarify his statement with respect to the fifteen year projection.

(11) Is Australia’s fertility rate so low as to deny a minimum future Australian taxpayer pool required to
sustain Australia’s future public revenue needs.

(12) Did the Minister comment during the breakfast meeting that a low fertility rate was a financial benefit
to Australia because it reduced Australia’s social security burden on single mother benefits and other
overheads to the Australian taxpayer; if not, will he clarify what he said with respect to this matter.

(13) Is the Australian fertility rate considered in Commonwealth financial planning as an essential factor
affecting the economically sustainable maintenance of a taxpayer pool; if so, how is the fertility rate
factored into Commonwealth financial planning and budgeting.

396 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Was it stated during the Minister’s address at the Post-Budget breakfast address at the Westin Hotel
on 15 May 2002, that there is an estimated increase of $300m for auditing functions of the Australian
Taxation Office (ATO); if not, what is provided in the 2002-2003 Budget for auditing functions
within the ATO.

(2) Has an estimated $39m been allocated for 3000 additional personnel for auditing functions; if not,
what is the allocation in the 2002-2003 Budget for additional auditing personnel, if any.

(3) If no sum is allocated, will funds be allocated for this additional capacity by the ATO; if not, why not.

(4) What part of this budget goes towards collection of moneys from corporations.
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(5) Is the Minister able to say whether revenue moneys collected from media corporations represent the
correct amount of company tax; if so, what revenue was collected from (a) PBL Limited, (b) News
Corporation and (c) John Fairfax Holdings Ltd in 2001-2002.

404 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is it the case that the ATO’s current plan, as per a draft GST ruling on prizes, will force radio stations
to treat every contest and associated prize as a GST transaction.

(2) Is it also the case that all prizes, no matter how low in value, will have to be treated as payment for
the services of the listeners and that this will include packets of chips, cans of soft drink, CD’s,
tickets to concerts and community events, and station promotional materials such as hats, stickers and
t-shirts.

28 May 2002
408 MR MELHAM: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs—

(1) Following the answer to part (4) of question No.184 (Hansard, 15 May 2002, page 2220), is it
possible for him to itemise the occasions on which he has advocated accession to the 1951 Refugees
Convention and 1967 Refugees Protocol to his counterparts in (a) Pakistan, (b) India, (c) Sri Lanka,
(d) Bangladesh, (e) Burma, (f) Malaysia and (g) Singapore.

(2) Has the Protocol been on the agenda of any Commonwealth Heads of Government meeting; if so, on
what occasions and with what results.

409 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Has the Government undertaken any studies into the maintenance of Australia’s “4 pillars” policy in
relation to banks; if so, what was the outcome of those studies.

(2) What is the Government’s view on the application of the “4 pillars” policy.

410 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Given the recent announcements of bank branch closures, what assessments has he or his Department
made in relation to the funding of Rural Transaction Centres (RTCs) in localities that are losing
banking services.

(2) If assessments have been made, what is the financial impact on the Commonwealth of these closures.

(3) Is the Government supportive of RTCs as an alternative to face to face banking services from banks.

411 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is he aware of local government authorities around Australia making a condition of tenders for
banking services the provision of face to face banking services for their communities.

(2) Does the Government have a view on such conditions; if so, what is that view.

(3) Has he considered or studied the implementation of similar policies for tenders relating to the
provision of banking services to the Commonwealth Government, its instrumentalities and statutory
authorities; if so, what has been the outcome of these studies or considerations; if not, why not.

412 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many Full Time Equivalent staff did the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) have in (a) 1995, (b)
1996, (c) 1997, (d) 1998, (e) 1999, (f) 2000, (g) 2001 and (h) 2002 in Victoria.

(2) How many ATO office locations were there in (a) 1995, (b) 1996, (c) 1997, (d) 1998, (e) 1999, (f)
2000, (g) 2001 and (h) 2002 in Victoria.

(3) How many of the offices listed in part (2) provided or provide face to face assistance to taxpayers in
(a) 1995, (b) 1996, (c) 1997, (d) 1998, (e) 1999, (f) 2000, (g) 2001 and (h) 2002.

(4) How many GST dedicated staff were employed in the ATO in (a) 2000, (b) 2001 and (c) 2002.

413 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What assessments has he or his Department made regarding compliance with the Goods and Services
Tax.

(2) What assessments has he or his Department made regarding the size of the black economy.

(3) Has he or his Department made assessments regarding the time it takes small business to complete
Business Activity Statements (BAS); if so, what is the average time that it takes a small business to
complete a BAS.
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29 May 2002
435 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) What is the total estimated sum that his Department will spend in 2001-2002 on paid advertising (a)
in mainstream metropolitan and national newspapers, (b) in local and rural newspapers, (c) in ethnic
newspapers, (d) on mainstream commercial radio, (e) on ethnic commercial radio, (f) on mainstream
television and (g) on ethnic television.

(2) What proportion of the total advertising referred to in part (1) concerned (a) recruitment of staff, (b)
migration program arrangements, (c) citizenship issues, (d) settlement services for migrants, and (e)
multiculturalism and community harmony.

(3) In relation to advertising in ethnic newspapers, what criteria are used by his Department to determine
which (a) language groups to target and (b) specific newspapers to use.

(4) Has his Department entered into any formal sponsorship arrangements with any ethnic or community
radio stations, or specific programs broadcast on such stations; if so, (a) with how many stations or
programs and (b) what is total sum of sponsorship funds to be provided in 2001-2002.

30 May 2002
439 MR BEAZLEY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) What has been budgeted for, and what outcomes achieved, from the sale of Defence assets in each
Budget from 1996-97 to date.

(2) What is budgeted for in 2002-2003.

(3) In which years has Defence been permitted to retain a proportion of the value of the sales.

(4) What was the anticipated return to consolidated revenue in each Budget.

(5) What was the actual return.

440 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant
Treasurer—

(1) Did the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) issue a draft taxation ruling on 15 November 2000 entitled
“Income tax and fringe benefits tax: public benevolent institutions”.

(2) Does the document state at paragraph 150 that “migrant resource centres are not public benevolent
institutions. A person cannot be said to be suffering misfortune, poverty, distress, etc simply because
he or she is a migrant. In contrast, non-profit organisations that are predominantly to relieve directly
the helplessness and distress of refugees may be public benevolent institutions”.

(3) In the period available for public comment on the draft ruling, did any other Commonwealth agencies
make comments to the ATO on paragraph 150; if so, which agencies did so and what was the nature
of their comments.

(4) Has the ATO now made a final ruling on the matter; if so, what position does the ruling take on the
possible public benevolent institution status of migrant resource centres and other Commonwealth
funded migrant services.

(5) If there has not yet been a final ruling on the matter, when is one expected.

(6) What are the implications in terms of (a) income tax liabilities, (b) deductible gift recipient status and
(c) eligibility for fringe benefits tax concessions if migrant resource centres and other Commonwealth
funded migrant services are, or are not, considered by the ATO to be public benevolent institutions.

3 June 2002
449 MR RUDD: To ask the Prime Minister—Which countries has he visited since becoming Prime Minister

and in each instance what was the (a) date and (b) purpose of the visit.

450 MR LATHAM: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What is the progress of the investigation by the Internal Audit Branch of the Australian Taxation
Office (ATO) into claims that an officer residing in Townsville was paid substantial sums in airfares
and travelling allowance to commute from Townsville to work in Brisbane during 1999.

(2) Is the investigation also examining claims that the officer who raised concerns about this arrangement
was not re-employed on contract because that officer had raised these concerns with ATO
management.
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452 MR KERR: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What (a) gross and (b) net sums does the Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) raise from sales of (i)
data and (ii) publications.

(2) Has any assessment been undertaken as to the effect of the ABS imposing cost recovery on sales of
data on research in Australia; if so, what was the conclusion.

(3) What is the rationale for not treating ABS data compulsorily collected as a public good.

(4) What prevents the ABS from making its data available online and free of charge.

4 June 2002
456 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What roads in which States and Territories have been declared by the Government to be Roads of
National Importance (RONI).

(2) At the time of such declaration, (a) what was the estimated total cost of each RONI project, (b) what
funds did the Commonwealth undertake to contribute to each project, (c) in what year was the first
payment made by the Commonwealth, (d) which projects have been completed to date and (e) what
sum has been contributed to date for each RONI project.

(3) For which RONI projects has the Commonwealth (a) agreed and (b) not agreed with a State or
Territory Government on a completion date and what is the completion date in each case.

(4) On what grounds has the Commonwealth agreed or not agreed on a completion date.

(5) Where the Commonwealth has not agreed with a State or Territory Government on a completion date,
what alternative completion date, if any, has the Commonwealth set.

(6) Has the Commonwealth originally agreed with a State or Territory Government on a completion date
and later withdrawn its support; if so, (a) on what RONI projects, (b) in what year did the
Commonwealth withdraw from the agreed completion date and (c) on what grounds.

(7) Other than RONI projects, is the Commonwealth Government assisting a State or Territory to fund
large scale projects, including freeways and highways, within a State or Territory; if so, (a) what
projects, (b) what is the estimated final cost of each project, (c) under which program has the
Commonwealth agreed to provide the funding and (d) what is the completion date in each case.

457 MR FITZGIBBON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) Are people who are in receipt of a government benefit compelled to answer all questions on
Centrelink forms or risk a suspension of payment.

(2) Will it be compulsory for those receiving welfare benefits to be assessed by the new Centrelink
psychologists located in all offices later this year.

(3) Is there also a compulsory nature to the advice given to parenting payment recipients and their
agreement to a plan.

458 MR BEVIS: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) What Government assistance is being provided to native title corporations in managing native title
lands post determinations.

(2) Has funding been allocated specifically for training of registered native title bodies corporate to
ensure that native title lands can be managed sustainably so as to generate a viable income; if so,
what sum; if not, will funds be provided through the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Commission and the Indigenous Land Corporation.

459 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What was the annual number of insolvencies in Victoria in (a) 1996, (b) 1997, (c) 1998, (d) 1999, (e)
2000, and (f) 2001.

(2) What share of those insolvencies were registered in the postcode areas of (a) 3036, (b) 3037, (c)
3038, (d) 3043, (e) 3046 (f) 3047, (g) 3048, (h) 3049, (i) 3059, (j) 3060, (k) 3061, (l) 3064, (m) 3427
and (n) 3428.

463 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—
How many recipients of the Family Tax and Child Care benefit in the electoral division of Calwell
received debt notification letters in relation to overpayment of those benefits in (a) 2000-2001 and (b)
2001-2002 in the postcode areas of (i) 3036, (ii) 3037, (iii) 3038, (iv) 3043, (v) 3046 (vi) 3047, (vii) 3048,
(viii) 3049, (ix) 3059, (x) 3060, (xi) 3061, (xii) 3064, (xiii) 3427 and (xiv) 3428.
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468 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Minister for Children and Youth Affairs—

(1) How many community based child care centres are located in the electoral division of Calwell.

(2) What are the names and addresses of community based child care centres in the electoral division of
Calwell.

(3) Who are the managing authorities for each centre.

(4) What sum of Commonwealth funding did each centre receive in (a) 1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c)
2000-2001.

(5) Which Commonwealth funded child centres located in the electorate of Calwell have been overpaid
and what sum will each child care centre be asked to repay.

470 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to parts (4), (5) and (6) of question No. 230 (Hansard, 30 May 2002, page
2626), does the Government intend to sell Bankstown, Hoxton Park and Camden airports before
2005; if so, why.

(2) Further to the answer to part (8) of question No. 230, will he introduce legislation to require an
Environmental Impact Statement to be undertaken in respect of the potential impact on the residents
of the Sydney Basin before the Sydney Basin airports are sold. If not, why not.

(3) Further to the answer to parts (10) and (11) of question No. 230, will the residents of Sydney affected
by aircraft noise be advised of the full nature and extent of the upgrade to the facilities required at
Sydney (Kingsford-Smith) Airport to accommodate the new generation aircraft; if so, when; if not,
why not.

(4) Further to the answer to parts (15) and (16) of question No. 230, what publicity has he given to the
Government’s response to the Productivity Commission report on Price Regulation of Airport
Services since the Government’s announcement on 13 May 2002.

(5) Has he received any complaints about the arrangements that will take effect from 1 July 2002; if so,
how many.

5 June 2002
474 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Did he ask the Civil Aviation Safety Authority (CASA) to arrange the survey of Australians’ attitudes
to air safety, the positive aspects of which were announced by CASA on 3 June 2002, if not, who
requested the survey.

(2) What was the purpose and objective of the survey.

(3) What was the total payment to Roy Morgan Research for the survey and related expenses.

(4) Which program did CASA use to fund the work.

(5) What format was used to report the survey results to CASA and on what date were those findings
presented to CASA.

(6) Were the findings presented to him; if so, on what date.

(7) What questions were asked of the survey participants.

(8) How were the surveyed participants selected.

(9) Did the sample include industry participants; if not, why not and have they been separately surveyed.

(10) Will he release the full findings of the survey; if not, why not.

475 MR MCMULLAN: To ask the Minister representing the Special Minister of State—

(1) How many electors are listed on the electoral rolls for the divisions of (a) Fraser, (b) Solomon, (c)
Moore, (d) Blair, (e) Reid and (f) Denison.

(2) How many Australian Electoral Commission staff are allocated to the divisional offices to provide
services to those electors.

(3) What additional resources are made available to divisional offices with substantially more enrolments
to assist them with the task of servicing electors.

477 MS CORCORAN: To ask the Minister for Ageing—

(1) On most recent data, how many nursing home beds are there in the electoral division of Isaacs.

(2) On most recent data, how many of these beds are in use.
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(3) On most recent data, how many beds have been allocated in the electoral division of Isaacs which are
yet to be occupied.

(4) Of the beds that are yet to be occupied, when were these bed licences allocated.

478 MR FITZGIBBON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) Has the Minister’s attention been drawn to the impact the doubling of the notional employer
contributions this year by the Police Superannuation Scheme actuary due to the increased number of
NSW Police being medically discharged after sustaining recognised hurt on duty injuries, is having
on NSW Police.

(2) Why are police being taxed as high income earners as a ramification of their colleagues who have
been medically discharged due to being injured at work.

(3) Why does this anomaly exist where workers compensation for affected NSW police is included under
the federal superannuation taxation regime.

(4) Will the Government take steps to address this important issue and to rectify the anomaly that
unfairly affects NSW Police.

6 June 2002
482 MR MCLEAY: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) How many prosecutions have been launched under the Crimes (Foreign Incursions and Recruitment)
Act.

(2) Who was prosecuted and why.

(3) Which of these prosecutions resulted in convictions.

483 MR MCLEAY: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the report in the Australian Jewish News of 31 May 2002 that
Australians are being recruited to work with the Israeli army; if so, (a) is he able to say whether
Australians are being recruited to work with the Israeli army and (b) has he ascertained who is
recruiting Australians for the Israeli army.

(2) Is he also able to say whether this recruitment is in breach of the Crimes (Foreign Incursions and
Recruitment) Act; if so, what action has he taken to enforce the law.

485 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs—

(1) For each of the last 5 years, how many applicants for Australian citizenship (a) applied for and (b)
were granted a waiver from the usual residence requirements on compassionate grounds under
subsection 13(9) of the Australian Citizenship Act.

(2) Of the waivers that were granted, how many were based on the applicant otherwise facing significant
hardship or disadvantage in relation to (a) employment, (b) international travel, (c) representing
Australia in a national representative team and (d) other grounds.

(3) Of the waivers that were granted, how many were to the (a) spouse and (b) widow or widower of an
Australian citizen.

486 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What were the annual number of insolvencies in Western Australia in (a) 1996, (b) 1997, (c) 1998,
(d) 1999, (e) 2000, and (f) 2001.

(2) What share of those insolvencies were registered in the postcode areas of (a) 6018, (b) 6019, (c)
6020, (d) 6021, (e) 6022 (f) 6029, (g) 6060, (h) 6061 and (i) 6062.

487 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Minister for Trade—Since 1996, what is the level of export market
development assistance provided to private firms and companies registered in the postcode areas of (a)
6018, (b) 6019, (c) 6020, (d) 6021, (e) 6022 (f) 6029, (g) 6060, (h) 6061 and (i) 6062.

490 MS J. S. MCFARLANE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community
Services—On the most recent data, how many age pension recipients reside in (a) Western Australia and
(b) the postcode areas of (i) 6018, (ii) 6019, (iii) 6020, (iv) 6021, (v) 6022 (vi) 6029, (vii) 6060, (viii) 6061
and (ix) 6062.

494 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) How many air traffic movements to and from Sydney (Kingsford-Smith) Airport (KSA) are forecast
for (a) 2002, (b) 2003, (c) 2004 and (d) 2005.
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(2) What was the percentage annual growth rate of air traffic movements to and from KSA in August
2001.

(3) What is the current percentage annual growth rate of aircraft movements to and from KSA.

497 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many recipients of (a) Aged pensions, (b) Disability Support pensions, (c) Youth Allowance and
(d) Newstart Allowance, reside in the electoral division of Hasluck.

(2) How many recipients of each benefit referred to in part (1) reside in each postcode area within the
electoral division of Hasluck.

17 June 2002
501 MR BEVIS: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What criteria are used to determine whether an application for a vehicle imported under the
transitional approvals of the Motor Vehicle Standards Amendment Act is included on List 1 rather
than List 2.

(2) What procedures are there to shift from List 1 to List 2.

(3) What appeal mechanisms exist for an appeal to include a vehicle on List 2 rather than List 1.

(4) Is it possible for a vehicle to be entered on both List 1 and List 2; if so, what are the criteria that make
it possible.

503 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations—

(1) To the employees of which employers have payments been made under the Employee Entitlements
Support Scheme and the General Employment Entitlements and Redundancy Scheme.

(2) In which State or Territory was each employer located.

507 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) Are sick children in WA a priority area of need.

(2) Should sick children be able to access Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) diagnostic technology at
the State’s only children’s hospital, Princess Margaret Hospital (PMH).

(3) Is the Minister aware that a WA charity telethon will meet the operating cost for the first year of the
MRI purchased by the WA Government for PMH.

(4) Is it a fact that the WA public health system has not received an MRI licence for over nine years, if
so, when was the last licence granted.

(5) Will the Minister approve a Medicare licence for the operation of an MRI machine at PMH, if so
when.

509 MR B. P. O'CONNOR: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What Commonwealth funding will be provided for the Western Highway between Deer Park and
Ballarat during the term of this Government.

(2) In particular, is the Government committed to the construction of the (a) Deer Park by-pass, (b)
Rockbank Flyover at Leakes Road and (c) upgrade of Anthony’s Cutting; if so, when will
construction commence; if not, why not.

511 MR B. P. O'CONNOR: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community
Services—Are the Centrelink services in Sunbury, Vic., being reduced; if so, in what particular ways are
these reductions occurring, and when will the reductions occur.

515 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) What was the total number of individuals that have reached the Medicare Safety Net Threshold
during (a) 1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of
Scullin and (iii) the postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087,
(G) 3088, (H) 3089, (I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

(2) What was the total number of families that have reached the Medicare Safety Net Threshold during
(a) 1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and
(iii) the postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H)
3089, (I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

(3) What was the total number of families that have registered for the Medicare Safety Net during (a)
1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and
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(iii) the postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H)
3089, (I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

516 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) What was the total number of individuals that have reached the PBS Safety Net Threshold during (a)
1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and
(iii) the postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H)
3089, (I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

(2) What was the total number of families that have reached the PBS Safety Net Threshold during (a)
1998-99, (b) 1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and
(iii) the postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H)
3089, (I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

517 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) What was the total number of individuals with a Safety Net Concession Card during (a) 1998-99, (b)
1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and (iii) the
postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H) 3089,
(I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

(2) What was the total number of families with a Safety Net Concession Card during (a) 1998-99, (b)
1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and (iii) the
postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H) 3089,
(I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

518 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) What was the total number of individuals with a Safety Net Entitlement Card during (a) 1998-99, (b)
1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and (iii) the
postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H) 3089,
(I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

(2) What was the total number of families with a Safety Net Entitlement Card during (a) 1998-99, (b)
1999-2000 and (c) 2000-2001 in (i) Victoria, (ii) the electoral division of Scullin and (iii) the
postcode areas of (A) 3074, (B) 3075, (C) 3076, (D) 3082, (E) 3083, (F) 3087, (G) 3088, (H) 3089,
(I) 3090, (J) 3091 and (K) 3752.

522 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister for Children and Youth Affairs—How many recipients of the Family
Tax and Child Care benefit in the electoral division of Scullin received letters of debt notification in
relation to overpayment of those benefits in (a) 2000-2001 and (b) 2001-2002 in the postcode areas of (i)
3074, (ii) 3075, (iii) 3076, (iv) 3082, (v) 3083, (vi) 3087, (vii) 3088, (viii) 3089, (ix) 3090, (x) 3091 and
(xi) 3752.

523 DR LAWRENCE: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to the criminal trial of Mr HI.

(2) Why did he authorise the removal of an important witness in the trial, Mr SE, while the period for
appeal against conviction had not run.

(3) Why did he not cease the removal when notified that an appeal had been lodged and Mr SE was
definitely required as a witness, even though Mr SE remained in Australian waters at that time.

(4) What steps can be taken to ensure that Mr HI will receive a fair trial.

(5) Why did he not ensure the anonymity of Mr SE when Mr SE was called as a witness for the
prosecution in the trial of another asylum seeker for people smuggling, Mr HI.

(6) Why did he not give Mr SE the opportunity to make an application under sections 48B and 417 on
the grounds of his mental health and the possibility of a surplus claim based on the publicity
surrounding the evidence he gave in the case of Mr HI, given that Mr SE had done nothing of his own
volition to generate the publicity.

(7) Why did he remove Mr SE by means of the Iran Mazandaran, the ship upon which he arrived two
years ago, despite the fact that the ship is owned and operated by the Iranian Government and it is
common knowledge that all such ships have intelligence officers on board.

(8) Did he specifically gain the consent of the Iranian Government and the Iranian national shipping
company to repatriate Mr SE on the Iran Mazandaran; if so, what steps has he taken to ensure the Mr
SE is not mistreated either on the Iran Mazandaran or upon arrival in Iran.

(9) Did Mr SE sign any papers consenting to be removed; if not, by what authority was he placed on the
Iran Mazandaran.
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(10) Has his attention been drawn to information indicating that Mr SE was suicidal and had been on
hunger strike for three days when the Iran Mazandaran docked in Esperance on 1 June 2002.; if so,
what steps did he take to ensure his mental and physical well-being before removing him and while in
the Iran Mazandaran.

524 MR P. E. KING: To ask the Minister for Education, Science and Training—

(1) What funds were provided by the Commonwealth to the University of New South Wales (UNSW) in
(a) 1996-97, (b) 1997-98, (c) 1998-99, (d) 1999-2000 and (e) 2000-2001.

(2) Were any of these funds allocated directly or indirectly to a business arm of UNSW, the Educational
Testing Centre; if so, (a) what funds were allocated in each year and (b) under what conditions were
funds allocated.

(3) Were funds allocated and spent by the Educational Testing Centre audited; if so, by whom and will
he provide a copy of the reports.

(4) Is he aware of allegations that UNSW through the Educational Testing Centre used Chinese teachers
and students to courier US$46,000 in brown paper envelopes from China to Australia in August 2001
and that the Director of the Centre previously took tens of thousands of dollars out of China in a
suitcase, declaring the money in Australia and banking the funds in the Centre’s account; if so, is he
able to verify the accuracy of these allegations.

(5) Is he able to say whether the method of transfer of these funds from China to Australia is contrary to
Chinese or Australian law.

(6) Were the funds said to be due for an English language testing program used in China by thousands of
Chinese school children.

(7) Is he able to say whether the NSW Auditor-General, in association with the Reserve Bank of
Australia and Austrac, investigated these and other transactions involving the Educational Testing
Centre as part of an inquiry into financial mismanagement by the Centre; if so, is he able to say what
were the findings.

(8) Is he aware of an inquiry by the NSW Ombudsman into nepotism and cronyism at the Centre; if so, is
he able to say what were the findings.

(9) What steps has he taken to ensure the future operations of the Centre are within Australian and
Chinese law.

(10) Was the Centre within the responsibilities of the Vice Chancellor of UNSW, Professor John Niland at
the time of the alleged transactions.

(11) Is he able to say what is Professor Niland’s present role with the Centre and whether Professor Niland
is associated with Newsouth Global, the body now responsible for the Educational Testing Centre.

18 June 2002
527 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What were the (a) budgeted and (b) actual expenditures of the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) in
its border protection functions during the 38th and 39th Commonwealth Parliaments.

(2) Have cost cutting measures implemented during the 38th and 39th Parliaments impacted upon border
protection activities of the ATO; if not, has it been able to maintain or enhance its pre-38th Parliament
service levels and operational strength.

529 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage—

(1) What were the (a) budgeted and (b) actual expenditures of Environment Australia in its border
protection functions during the 38th and 39th Commonwealth Parliaments.

(2) Have cost cutting measures implemented during the 38th and 39th Parliaments impacted upon border
protection activities of Environment Australia; if not, has it been able to maintain or enhance its pre-
38th Parliament service levels and operational strength.

532 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs—

(1) What were the (a) budgeted and (b) actual expenditures of the Australian Customs Service (ACS) in
all its functions, including excise and duties collection, industry protection, border patrol and other
statutory functions, during the 38th and 39th Commonwealth Parliaments.

(2) Have cost cutting measures implemented during the 38th and 39th Parliaments impacted upon border
protection activities of the ACS; if not, has it been able to maintain or enhance its pre-38th Parliament
service levels and operational strength.
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533 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Finance and Administration—
Further to the answer to question No. 122 (Hansard, 17 June 2002, page 3120), for the (a) calendar year
2001 and (b) six months ended 31 December 2001, what was the average sum spent by Members on
personalised stationery and newsletters and for each period, what was the average sum spent by (i)
members of the Government and (ii) members of the Opposition.

535 MRS IRWIN: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Is he aware of recent claims that a number of Australian citizens or permanent residents have
travelled to Israel to work with the Israeli army.

(2) What are the provisions of the Crimes (Foreign Incursions and Recruitment) Act concerning the
recruitment of Australian citizens to serve with an armed force in a foreign state.

(3) Has he or any of his officers opened an investigation into claims that Australian citizens or permanent
residents have been recruited to work with Israeli army units; if not, why not.

537 MR FITZGIBBON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How long has his Department and the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission had access
to the Productivity Commission’s review of the national third party access regime

(2) When will the Productivity Commission’s review of the national third party access regime be made
public.

(3) Why has there been a delay in terms of the Review’s findings being made public.

(4) When will the Government’s promised review of the National Third Party Access Code commence.

547 MR JENKINS: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage—

(1) What is the total sum of Commonwealth funds allocated to the Natural Heritage Trust in the 2002-
2003 Budget.

(2) What is the total sum of Commonwealth funds spent on the Natural Heritage Trust in 2001-2002.

(3) How many project applications for funding, under the Natural Heritage Trust were received in (a)
1999-2000, (b) 2000-2001 and (c) 2001-2002.

(4) How many applications were successful.

(5) Will he list the project applications for funding in (a) 1999-2000, (b) 2000-2001 and (c) 2001-2002,
including proposals put forward by city councils or other interested organisations, from the electoral
divisions of (i) Scullin, (ii) Jagajaga, (iii) Calwell, (iv) Wills and (v) McEwen, indicating which were
successful and what sum was allocated in each case; if not, why not.

(6) Did his Department allocate funding for environmental projects for which it received no applications;
if so, (a) which projects; (b) what sum was allocated in each case and (c) how were they selected.

550 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) What is his Department’s estimate of foreigners working illegally in Australia each year from 1996 to
2001.

(2) How many illegal visa overstaying foreigners were removed each year from 1996 to 2001.

(3) What was the cost of locating and removing over stayers each year from 1996 to 2001.

(4) What departmental measures have been taken to reduce the number of over stayers.

(5) Does his Department plan a crackdown on the location and removal of overstayers; if so, what is the
extent of the proposed measures.

551 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—
What are the details of capital improvements, including painting, renovations, extra security measures and
construction of new facilities, in each detention centre in Australia and the date, cost and description of
each capital and minor improvement.

552 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—
What, if any, cultural awareness training are guards employed in detention centres required to fulfil or
offered in their employment under Australian Correctional Management.

553 MS VAMVAKINOU: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) What is the (a) number and (b) percentage of film previews in (i) 1996, (ii) 1997, (iii) 1998, (iv)
1999, (v) 2000 and (vi) 2001 that are screened at Australian cinemas without classification.

(2) What is the (a) number and (b) percentage of film previews in (i) 1996, (ii) 1997, (iii) 1998, (iv)
1999, (v) 2000 and (vi) 2001 that are screened on (A) television, (B) rental videos and (c) DVDs
without classification.
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19 June 2002
557 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) What steps are being taken to ensure that private midwives have access to affordable insurance
indemnity cover, thereby allowing them to continue practising their profession.

(2) When will the Government introduce measures to alleviate problems that large sections of the
community are experiencing with exorbitant indemnity insurance.

558 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local Government—

(1) Is he aware of the considerable anger expressed by the Newstead community as a result of his
decision not to approve the Newstead Community Task Force (NCTF) application for funding for a
rural transaction centre.

(2) Did a case officer from his department inform the NCTF that because of the quality of the application
she wanted to prepare a thorough supporting case, to do justice to the proposal.

(3) Did he cite Centrelink’s decision not to be included as one of the reasons for not approving the
application; if so, is he aware that Centrelink in Castlemaine has withdrawn its one-day per week
presence and now relies totally on video conferencing facilities for clients from the region to access
Centrelink officers in Bendigo.

(4) Is he also aware that his predecessor told NCTF representatives at a meeting regarding the application
in Newstead during the 2001 election campaign not to worry.

(5) Is this an example of saying one thing before an election and doing the opposite afterwards.

559 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many families and individuals in Australia receive the (a) Family Tax Benefit or (b) Child Care
Benefit.

(2) How many phone calls are received by the Family Assistance Office each week.

(3) How many phone operators are available to answer calls to the Family Assistance Office on 13 61 50.

(4) What is the longest period callers to the Family Assistance Office on the 13 61 50 number will have
to wait to have their calls answered.

(5) In introducing a system where families and individuals receiving Family Tax Benefit or Child Care
Benefit have to report any changes in their family income to the Family Assistance Office, was it
envisaged that these people would have their calls answered promptly.

(6) Is the Minister aware (a) that many Australians work in several part time or casual jobs without set
hours or incomes each fortnight and must report changed circumstances regularly to the Family
Assistance Office and (b) of the frustration many Australians experience in trying to call the 13 61 50
phone number to report their changed circumstances.

(7) Is the Minister also aware that it was not possible to get through to the 13 61 50 phone number on 10
and 11 June 2002, and that on phoning the number, there was an engaged signal only.

20 June 2002
560 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs—

(1) For each year since 1995-96, how many applicants for Australian citizenship (a) were assessed at
interview as being able to speak and understand basic English, (b) did not need to be assessed as they
possessed an Adult Migrant English Program (AMEP) Australian Citizenship English Record or (c)
were assessed at interview as being unable to speak and understand basic English.

(2) What were the recorded first languages of those assessed as being unable to speak and understand
basic English.

(3) Of those assessed as being unable to speak and understand basic English, how many (a) were granted
a waiver on the basis that they were aged 50 years or over, (b) were granted a waiver on the basis that
their ability was affected by a physical or intellectual impairment and (c) were refused Australian
citizenship.

(4) What proportion of those citizenship applicants who were assessed as being unable to speak and
understand basic English are estimated to be ineligible for AMEP English language tuition under
current guidelines.
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561 MR L. D. T. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs—

(1) Under the Integrated Humanitarian Settlement Strategy (IHSS), what is the full extent of assistance
that is available to refugee and humanitarian entrants granted permanent residence who have not been
sponsored by a friend or relative.

(2) Under the IHSS, what is the full extent of assistance that is available to refugee and humanitarian
entrants granted permanent residence who have been sponsored by a friend or relative.

(3) Under the IHSS, what is the full extent of assistance available to refugee and humanitarian entrants
who have been granted a temporary protection visa.

(4) Has the Government commissioned any recent research that compares and contrasts the initial
settlement experience of the 3 groups referred to in parts (1) to (3); if so, what are the details and
findings of such research; if not, will the Government commission such research.

(5) Have migrant welfare agencies expressed concern as to whether some sponsors are themselves
sufficiently informed about the eligibility requirements and procedures for Federal, State and local
government programs to properly assist with the settlement of sponsored humanitarian migrants; if
so, what measures has the Government adopted to respond to these concerns.

(6) Has the Government’s Refugee Resettlement Advisory Council recommended to the Government the
extension of additional settlement services to any of the 3 groups referred to in parts (1) to (3); if so,
what are the details of the Council’s recommendations and the action, if any, taken by the
Government in response.

565 MR EMERSON: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) What is the total value of incentives offered under the Strategic Investment Coordination Program to
date.

(2) What projects have been offered assistance under the Program to date and what was the level and
composition of each of the assistance packages.

(3) How many projects have been offered accelerated depreciation under the Program.

(4) Which projects have received assistance and what sum has each received.

(5) What is the total value of concessions offered under the Program for accelerated depreciation.

(6) Are there any projects that have received assistance under the Program of which the Strategic
Investment Coordinator has recommended against supporting.

(7) What criteria are employed in assessing applications under the Program.

(8) How many applications have been rejected.

24 June 2002
569 MR BEVIS: To ask the Minister for Veterans’ Affairs—

(1) Since the beginning of 2001, how many site visits or information seminars have been conducted
under the Department’s outreach program for veterans within each federal electoral division in
Queensland.

(2) For each visit or seminar, who was provided with prior advice of the visit, from either her
Department or office.

(3) What, if any, guidelines or instructions are in place that requires either her office or her Department
to provide prior advice to local members of Parliament or others of these activities.

(4) If such guidelines exist, who is to be informed of these activities.

570 MS O'BYRNE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—How
many families are currently on waiting lists for child care places in the electoral division of Bass.

571 MR ANDREN: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Did he (a) offer a guarantee to the National Party candidate for Calare in the November 2001 election
that a re-elected Coalition Government would provide $10 million in funding for the upgrade of the
Mount Panorama racing circuit and (b) subsequently qualify that guarantee that funding was never
conditional on having a Government member.

(2) If so, does his offer of a guarantee mean he views Bathurst City Council’s submission for the much
needed upgrade of Mount Panorama as economically sound and will benefit the Central West, and is
therefore deserving of the Government’s support; if not why not.
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573 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a report by Jason Koutsoukis titled “No need for second airport”
which appeared on page 4 of the Australian Financial Review on 20 June 2002.

(2) Does the Government agree with the Deutsche Bank-led Gateway consortium bidding for Sydney
Airport that the need for a second Sydney airport could be avoided for another 40 years; if so, why; if
not, when will Sydney need a second airport.

(3) Does the Government agree that the 40-year extension was the trump card in the Gateway bid; if so,
why; if not, why not.

(4) Could the construction of a second airport at Badgery’s Creek be delayed until 2040 if a better slot
management system was adopted; if so, why; if not, why not.

(5) Could a better slot management system be achieved by implementing an incentive system to airlines
to travel outside the Sydney Airport’s peak periods between the hours of 7am to 9am and 5pm to
7pm; if so, why; if not, why not.

(6) Is he able to say whether the National Party has always maintained that Sydney (Kingsford-Smith)
Airport could be better managed to accommodate traffic and that the necessity for another airport was
never really there; if so, does the Government share this view; if so, why; if not, why not.

(7) Can aircraft noise associated with Sydney Airport be reduced if the Gateway consortium became the
successful bidder for the lease of Sydney Airport; if so, how.

577 MS GRIERSON: To ask the Minister for Employment Services—

(1) How many people are receiving Intensive Assistance via Job Network in the electoral division of
Newcastle.

(2) How many unemployed people in Newcastle have received Intensive Assistance since the
introduction of Job Network on 1 May 1998.

(3) What is the total sum of funding support received by Job Network members in the electoral division
of Newcastle for Intensive Assistance and what is the breakdown of this figure for each of the Job
Network members.

(4) What have been the employment outcomes for people on Intensive Assistance in Newcastle since
1998.

(5) How many of these employment outcomes have resulted in (a) full time work, (b) part-time work, (c)
casual work, (d) seasonal work or (e) contract work.

(6) How long have these people remained employed in these positions.

(7) How many people receiving Intensive Assistance in Newcastle have entered into traineeships or
apprenticeships.

(8) What processes are in place to ensure that Job Network members are accountable for the
Commonwealth funds they receive.

(9) Have Job Network members refused to reveal any details of the funds they receive from the
Commonwealth for placing job seekers into employment; if so, how can job seekers be assured that
Job Network members are providing the full range of services that they are entitled to receive.

MS GRIERSON: To ask the Ministers listed below (questions Nos. 579 - 590)—How many people with a
disability are employed by the Minister’s Department or agencies under the Minister’s administration in
the electoral division of Newcastle.

579 MS GRIERSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services.

580 MS GRIERSON: To ask the Treasurer.

587 MS GRIERSON: To ask the Attorney-General.

590 MS GRIERSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services.

25 June 2002
598 DR LAWRENCE: To ask the Minister for the Arts and Sport—

(1) Has the Minister been made aware by any person or body of evidence regarding fraud committed
against the Australian Film Finance Corporation (AFFC) relating to its investment in 1995-96 in a
children's animation program called “Crocadoo” produced by a Sydney animation company, Energee
Entertainment.

(2) Has the AFFC been presented with evidence of such fraud committed against it in this matter.
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(3) Has the AFFC informed the Australian Federal Police or the NSW Police of this matter; if not, why
not.

(4) How much was the AFFC investment into this production and what has been the return.

(5) Under the terms of warranties provided by the production company to the AFFC, is the AFFC
entitled to ask for the return of its investment; if so, will it do so; if not, why not.

599 DR LAWRENCE: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Do any Commonwealth Departments or agencies have employees who are funded as Community
Development Employment Program (CDEP) participants; if so, how many such cases are there.

(2) Are there any CDEP participants employed at the Centrelink offices; if so, how many CDEP
participants are employed and where are they located.

600 DR LAWRENCE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) What is the duration of a Medicare licence for a Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) scanner.

(2) Do the licences come up for review periodically.

(3) Can licences be taken from one facility and given to another if clinical needs are greater or if
demographics change.

(4) Is Fremantle Hospital the largest public hospital in Australia without a Medicare licence.

(5) How many licences have been granted to public hospitals in the capital cities.

(6) What are the ratios of public and private MRIs to the population in each of the State capitals.

(7) Who are the members of the magnetic resonance monitoring and evaluation group.

(8) How were these members selected.

(9) Are there any members of the group who are radiologists not involved in private practice.

601 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) From which program will the $5 million to provide assistance to Australiawide Airlines which he
announced on 20 June 2002 be drawn.

(2) Is the form of the $5 million a one-off grant, loan, ticket underwriting or some other arrangement.

(3) Over how many years is the grant to be funded and what is the size of the grant each year.

(4) Are there any performance requirements or conditions on the funding; if so, what are they; if not,
why not.

(5) Has the company given any guarantees to the Government about levels of service as a condition of
the grant; if so, what are they; if not, why not.

602 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has he secured Cabinet approval to underwrite loans by the Australian Rail Track Corporation
(ARTC) to undertake maintenance improvements to the track identified in the ARTC audit to the
value of at least $507 million.

(2) Is Cabinet approval for these works dependent on the finalisation of access arrangements with the
NSW Government.

(3) Is Cabinet approval of the loan underwriting dependent on a business case that includes the NSW
Government’s ownership transfer of the Hunter Valley coalfields rail tracks to the ARTC.

(4) Has agreement been reached with the NSW Government to transfer ownership of the Hunter Valley
coalfields rail tracks and will the Cabinet approval stand if that agreement is not secured.

603 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister for Employment Services—Of the (a) 215 Work for Dole
activities that have occurred in the electoral division of Wills and (b) 136 Work for Dole activities that
have occurred in the electoral division of Deakin, since November 1997, (i) how many people have
participated and (ii) how many have been successful in gaining full time employment at completion of (A)
three months, (B) six months and (C) twelve months.

26 June 2002
607 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to an article titled “Noise Targets missed – Northern suburbs still bear
aircraft brunt” in the 24 June 2002 edition of the Daily Telegraph by Tory Maguire.

(2) Were 26.3% of take-offs and landings in the north sector in May 2002.
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(3) Is he able to say whether the new Sydney Airport Community Forum (SACF) chairperson, Senator
the Hon Marise Payne, said (a) she would look for new ways to meet the targets, (b) she would like to
see SACF, Airservices Australia and other stakeholders keep striving to meet the targets and (c) that
the disparity is a result of the safety imperatives, including pilots’ concerns about crosswind dangers
using the east-west runway at times, and requirements for minimum spacing of aircraft.

(4) What is the relevance of pilot concern with respect to use of the east-west runway and why is concern
a criterion for non-use of the east and west approaches and departures to and from Sydney Airport
when there is no scientific or reasonable basis to hold such concern.

(5) Is it is safe to use east and west aircraft arrival and departure modes under the operational parameters
for aircraft movements at Sydney Airport; if so, should those modes be used in fulfilling the
Government’s LTOP targets.

(6) What are the safety criteria upon which use of a particular runway mode is assessed.

(7) Which take-off and landing modes are relevant modes for east and west arrivals and departures for
Sydney Airport.

(8) What minimum operational limits in terms of aircraft safety are required for the safe use of the modes
referred to in part (7).

(9) Were these minimum operational limits in terms of aircraft safety known to the then Minister for
Transport and Regional Services when the former Minister exercised his power to make his
Ministerial Direction which brought the Long Term Operating Plan (LTOP) into effect; if so, will he
provide the technical data and scientific information relied upon by the former Minister to determine
the operational factors for the use of the east-west runway at Sydney Airport.

(10) In light of the SACF Chairperson’s media comments, can the LTOP targets for total aircraft
movements to the north, east and west of Sydney Airport ever be achieved in light of prevailing
meteorological and other environmental factors; if so, when and how will those targets be achieved.

(11) Are the LTOP targets reasonable in light of the scientific data relied upon at the time the LTOP was
made; if so, why is it that the LTOP targets have never been achieved in the history of its
implementation.

(12) Why does the LTOP continue to be asserted as the answer to Sydney Airport’s aircraft noise
problems, when the people residing to the north of the airport, especially those residents living in the
electoral division of Lowe, continue to have their noise sharing and respite hopes dashed by
perpetually unmet LTOP targets.

(13) Were there 69 complaints from six households in Summer Hill during May 2002.

(14) Is the new complaints line for aircraft noise now a toll line; if so, will the imposition of a fee inhibit
the number of complaints about aircraft noise.

(15) Was the number of complaints in May 2001 from Summer Hill and Ashfield 539 and 636,
respectively.

608 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn an article titled “Earthquake research to shake Australia out of
complacency” in the October/November 2001 edition of AusGEO News.

(2) Is AusGEO News a Federal Government publication.

(3) Has the information contained in the article been incorporated into the future airport and marine
infrastructure planning for the Sydney region; if not, why not and when will this information be
incorporated.

609 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What is the total cost to date of the Precision Runway Monitor (PRM) System project for Sydney
Airport.

(2) Have the annual delay savings expected from the commissioning of the PRM project north of Sydney
Airport been calculated over the forthcoming 5 and 10 years, respectively; if not, why not; if so, what
are the resulting figures.

(3) What did the inquiry into the PRM project north of Sydney Airport cost.

610 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Did the Third Runway Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) cover impacts of aircraft movements at
Sydney Airport not exceeding 303,900 aircraft movements per annum.
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(2) Has a cost-benefit analysis for expansion of Sydney Airport or a Sydney region multiple airport
system been conducted; if so, when; if not, why not.

(3) Does the 2001 Sydney Airports Corporation Limited annual report state that aircraft movements at
Sydney Airport totalled 317,339, and in 2000 aircraft movements totalled 293,110.

(4) During 2001, did the total annual movements at Sydney Airport exceed the number of movements
assessed in the Third Runway EIS.

(5) Was the most recent EIS for Sydney Airport rendered obsolete when traffic at the airport exceeded
303,900 movements sometime prior to June 2001.

(6) Has Sydney Airport no formal environmental assessment of current or future impacts.

(7) Has he forfeited the ability to prevent Sydney Airport from reverting to almost 100% parallel runway
usage by failing to maintain political control of the airport.

(8) Is it a fact that he or any future Minister for a relevant portfolio cannot guarantee that relevant laws
will never be amended or repealed during the 99 year lease for Sydney Airport.

(9) Is it also a fact that the Long Term Operating Plan (LTOP) cannot be sustained for an indefinite
period because (a) the only air traffic modes that enable Sydney Airport to reach 80 movements per
hour are those modes that revert to parallel runway operations and (b) in reaching an 80 aircraft
movements per hour, only parallel runway use can be expected when the airport approaches that
ultimate capacity.

(10) If he allows Sydney Airport to reach the ultimate capacity of 80 movements per hour over 17 hours,
will Sydney residents, especially those to the north of the airport, be exposed to the noise impacts of
parallel runway operations at Sydney Airport every day, that is, approximately 700 landings per day
and 700 take offs per day.

(11) What was the percentage of non-jet movements which formed part of the 303,900 movements
covered by the Third Runway EIS.

(12) Did each issue of the “Briefing Notes on Sydney Airport” make the assumption that approximately
40% of the movements at the airport are by non jet aircraft.

(13) Did the road show video for the LTOP state that 40% of the aircraft will be propeller aircraft and thus
take a different path to jet aircraft.

(14) Has the real percentage now fallen to approximately 35 per cent; if not, what is the current actual
percentage.

(15) Is the Third Runway EIS the most recent formal environmental impact statement that has been
prepared for Sydney Airport; if not, (a) what is the name of the most recent formal EIS for Sydney
Airport and (b) where may a copy of this EIS be obtained.

(16) Did regional and general aviation traffic movements at Sydney Airport fall from 113,235 (38.36 per
cent of total movements) in 2000 to 109,024 (34.36 per cent of total movements) in 2001; if not, what
are the correct total movements.

(17) How many non-jet aircraft movements were there at Sydney Airport during the Sydney Airport
Corporation’s reporting years of 2000 and 2001.

(18) What percentage of aircraft movements classified as domestic at Sydney Airport during the Sydney
Airport Corporation’s reporting years 2000 and 2001 were non-jet movements.

611 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 16 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2027), is it his understanding
that the Sydney Airport Community Forum (SACF) believes that the Long Term Operating Plan
(LTOP) is fully implemented; if not, what is his understanding of SACF’s current view of the LTOP
in terms of its current stage of development.

(2) In light of the announcement made on 25 June 2002 that the new airport lessee and successful bidder
is Southern Cross Consortium at a price of $5.588 billion, has he fulfilled his predecessor’s repeated
promises that Sydney Airport would not be sold until that airport’s aircraft noise problems have been
solved.

(3) What provisions within the sale of Sydney Airport to Southern Cross compel that airport lessee
company to comply with State environmental laws, in particular, laws, by-laws, codes, policies and
other instruments which govern noise pollution, air quality and traffic levels emanating in, to, from or
otherwise related to that airport.

(4) If no provisions exist, when will those provisions be made; if it is not intended to make such
provisions, why not.
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(5) Is the airport railway still under-performing in relation to original predictions of airport passenger
traffic.

(6) What percentage of the estimated 4,250 passengers per day who currently use the railway train are
actually travelling to and from the airport.

(7) Was the original prediction for the train to handle approximately 8% of all airport passengers.

(8) Is it world best practice for approximately 40% of all airport passengers to travel by public transport
to and from an airport.

(9) Do the new owners of Sydney Airport, Southern Cross Consortium, have a conflict of interest in that
other related interests such as Infrastructure Trust Australia and its subsidiary owners of feeder
motorways such as the Airport Motorway and the M5 Motorway, may demand financial
compensation should the airport train take business away from the motorways in future.

(10) Is he able to guarantee that (a) State laws, by-laws and other instruments governing air quality and (b)
world's best practice in environmental management of Sydney Airport, will be complied with.

612 MS GEORGE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) How many recipients of (a) aged pensions, (b) disability support pensions, (c) youth allowance and
(d) Newstart allowance reside in the electoral division of Throsby.

(2) How many recipients of each benefit referred to in part (1) reside in each post-code area within the
electorate division of Throsby.

613 MS GEORGE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) How many medical services provided a bulk billing service in the electoral division of Throsby in (a)
1996, (b) 2001 and (c) 2002.

(2) How many medical services were there in the electoral division of Throsby in (a) 1996, (b) 2001 and
(c) 2002.

615 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant
Treasurer—

(1) How many people currently in receipt of superannuation are estimated as potentially losing their
superannuation entitlements as a result of the proposal by the Government to change the minimum
wage eligible for the Superannuation Guarantee from $450 a month to $1350 a quarter.

(2) On which industries does the Government expect the changes in superannuation entitlements to
impact most.

(3) Has the Government considered the estimated impact of the changes in superannuation entitlements
on female workers.

616 MS C. F. KING: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—Did the Government announce
on 7 November 2001 in the Ballarat Courier funding of $250,000 under the Black Spots Program for a
roundabout at the Leamonth/Sturt Street intersection in Ballarat; if so, when will the funding be made
available.

617 MS C. F. KING: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) How many municipalities in the electoral division of Ballarat have spent and claimed the full Roads
to Recovery funding to date.

(2) How many of these municipalities have signed contracts which rely on Roads to Recovery program
funding to be provided in 2002-2003 at the level promised at the announcement of the program.

(3) Are any local road projects in the eight municipal areas that are covered by the electoral division of
Ballarat likely to be delayed due to the re-phasing of the 2002-2003 Roads to Recovery allocation.

(4) Are any job losses likely to result in the eight municipal areas covered by the electoral division of
Ballarat from the re-phasing of the Roads to Recovery 2000-2003 funding.

(5) Is he aware of the impact that the re-phasing of the funding available for the Roads to Recovery
program will have on the Northern Grampians Shire Council.

619 MS C. F. KING: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) From what years were Conservation Volunteers Australia funded to develop and implement the
Green Corps program.

(2) What outcomes were achieved by Green Corps participants under the management of Conservation
Volunteers Australia.
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(3) Is the Minister aware of any concerns regarding the performance of Conservation Volunteers
Australia in relation to its management of the Green Corps program.

(4) Can the Minister provide an estimate of the Government's and Conservation Volunteers Australia's
sunk costs in relation to the establishment of management and administration structures for the Green
Corps program.

(5) Has Conservation Volunteers Australia been awarded the new tender to manage the Green Corps
program; if not, (a) on what basis was the decision made to award the tender away from Conservation
Volunteers Australia, (b) what is the cost to Government of moving the management of the Green
Corps program from Conservation Volunteers Australia and (c) where is the head office of the
organisation awarded the tender for the management of the Green Corps program located.

624 MR DANBY: To ask the Minister for Employment Services—

(1) How many Work for the Dole activities have occurred in the electoral division of Melbourne Ports.

(2) How many people have participated in these activities.

(3) How many people have been successful in gaining full time employment at the completion of (a)
three months, (b) six months and (c) twelve months of work for the dole placement.

625 MS PLIBERSEK: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs—What is the Australian Government doing to
assist the resolution of conflict over self-determination for Western Sahara, particularly in relation to his
representations to the Moroccan Government on this issue.

626 MS PLIBERSEK: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) What is the composition of the Family Law Pathways Advisory Group.

(2) What sum, if any, were members of the group paid for their work.

(3) What sum was the Chair of the group paid.

627 MS PLIBERSEK: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) What substantive measures is the Minister taking to facilitate the re-entry into the workforce of those
mature age workers who have had career breaks or who find themselves between jobs and unable to
regain a foothold in the employment market.

(2) How many older Australian workers have re-entered the workforce as a result of the measures.

628 MS PLIBERSEK: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—Has
the Commonwealth ever provided the States with any designated funding to assist people living with
HIV/AIDS to secure accommodation in the private rental market; if so, (a) is such funding ongoing and (b)
what is the sum.

27 June 2002
629 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to an AAP report on 25 June 2002 titled “Sydney Airport could see
reduction in aircraft noise”.

(2) Did he say that local residents should be reassured the Government had no intention of changing its
noise policy and residents of Sydney could be confident that the sale of the airport will not change the
Government's noise policy in any way as it retains full regulatory control.

(3) Is it a fact that the Sydney Airport Long Term Operating Plan has failed to achieve its 17% target for
sharing aircraft noise to the north of the airport since its introduction in 1997; if so, what action will
be taken to reduce the levels of aircraft noise currently being experienced by residents of north of
Sydney Airport, including those in the electoral divisions of Grayndler and Lowe.

630 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a statement by the spokesperson for the purchaser of the 99-year
lease for Sydney Airport, Southern Cross Consortium, that one major way of reducing aircraft noise
associated with Sydney Airport would be by using bigger and more modern aircraft.

(2) Is it the case that the next generation of larger aircraft to fly in and out of Sydney Airport will be
required, in the main, to use the North/South runways.

(3) Can he guarantee that, with the forecast growth of air traffic and the introduction of the next
generation of larger aircraft, residents to the north of Sydney Airport will experience less aircraft
noise over the next decade; if so, how; if not, why not.
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631 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 23 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2030), what provisions, if
any, has he made to prevent Bankstown Airport from attracting smaller, slower aircraft traffic from
Sydney Airport, in order to comply with the various urban and rural policies and promises made by
the Government and its agencies that non-jet aircraft movements at Sydney Airport will be
maintained at levels of 40 % of total movements.

(2) Has his attention been drawn to an article titled “Prepare for landing”, dated 15 August 2001, in the
Australian Financial Review; if so, (a) has the Government given assurances that non-jet aircraft will
not be forced out of Sydney Airport to Bankstown and other reliever airports and (b) is he aware of
public fear that privatisation of Sydney Airport will lead to unprecedented and unpublicised future
expansion of Sydney Airport by regional aircraft being forced by various means out of Sydney
Airport.

(3) Were two runway extensions conducted at Bankstown Airport during 1996 and 1997, which extended
the operational lengths of the 11C/29C and 18/36 runways by over 300m; if not, have other runway
extensions been conducted at Bankstown Airport; if so, (a) when and (b) what are their lengths and
other specifications.

(4) Did the middle parallel 11C/29C runway for Bankstown Airport have its pavement reconstructed and
its operational length extended from 1111m to 1415m in 1996-97.

(5) Has his attention been drawn to an article by Ian Thomas titled “Clearing for take-off” in the
Australian Financial Review of 7 August 1998, at page 33; if so, (a) is he able to confirm the
existence of a Federal Airports Corporation discussion paper concerning a $5 million runway
extension at Bankstown Airport that would allow the diversion of regional aircraft from Sydney to
Bankstown Airport and (b) will he provide a copy of the discussion paper to the public.

(6) Is he able to say whether during the 2001 Federal election the Hon John Fahey distributed a leaflet in
the electoral division of Macarthur that suggested that if regional and other smaller flights were to
divert to Bankstown then a second airport may not be required for decades to come.

(7) Is he aware of a meeting in 1998 involving Bankstown Councillor Ian Stromborg and the Federal
Member for Banks, the Hon Daryl Melham, in which Bankstown Airport management discussed
plans to extend a runway and build a new and enlarged terminal.

632 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 16 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2027), is he aware of a letter
from Airservices Australia, dated 16 April 1999, to Ms Janette Barros, in which the Manager, Sydney
Operations, referred to exchange visits to the US; if so, did Airservices Australia personnel visit
Minneapolis St Paul International Airport at least for the purposes of gaining hands on experience
with the Precision Runway Monitor system.

(2) If so, (a) do his answers to parts (2) and (3) to question No. 16 require revision and (b) will he
provide details of when these visits were undertaken and the precise nature of them; if not, why not.

634 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 2798 (Hansard, 27 September 2001, page 31818), (a) how
many indigenous Australians have commenced employment on the Alice Springs to Darwin railway
project, (b) what proportion of these Australians were employed under the Indigenous Employment
Policy referred to in his answer or other Commonwealth programs and (c) what companies have
employed these people.

(2) How many indigenous Australians are currently employed on the Alice Springs to Darwin railway,
and under which programs and by which companies are they employed.

(3) What sum has the Commonwealth spent under the Indigenous Employment Policy program, or any
other program, to encourage the employment, training and skill development of indigenous
Australians on the Alice Springs to Darwin rail project.

(4) What other measures has the Commonwealth taken to monitor, promote or otherwise increase the rate
of employment, training and skill development of indigenous Australians on the Alice Springs to
Darwin rail project.

(5) What measures has the Commonwealth taken to ensure indigenous Australians employed on the
Alice Springs to Darwin rail project find employment after the project is completed using the skills
they have acquired and to assess or to provide additional skills needed to find employment after the
project is completed.
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19 August 2002
*635 MR MELHAM: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs—

(1) Did the Australian Government have any discussions, exchanges or other contact with Pakistan
Government agencies concerning Mr Mamdouh Habib prior to his arrest in Pakistan in early October
2001; if so, what was the nature of such contact and when did it take place.

(2) When and how did the Australian Government first learn that Mr Habib had been arrested and
detained in Pakistan.

(3) When and where was Mr Habib arrested in Pakistan.

(4) Where was Mr Habib detained in Pakistan.

(5) What Pakistan Government department or agency was responsible for Mr Habib’s detention and on
what legal basis was he detained in Pakistan.

(6) Did his departmental officials seek consular access to Mr Habib while he was detained in Pakistan; if
so, what representations were made to Pakistani authorities.

(7) When and where was any consular access to Mr Habib allowed by the Pakistani authorities.

(8) Did any Australian intelligence or law enforcement officers obtain access to Mr Habib while he was
detained in Pakistan; if so, (a) what was the purpose of such access, (b) when did such access take
place and (c) what Departments or agencies were involved.

(9) Is the Australian Government aware of any access to Mr Habib by officials of other countries, apart
from Australian or Pakistani officials, while he was detained in Pakistan; if so, what country or
countries were involved and what was the nature of the access.

(10) Was Mr Habib treated humanely while in the custody of the Pakistan authorities.

(11) While in custody in Pakistan, did Mr Habib at any time express a desire to Australian officials to be
returned to Australia.

(12) Did Australian officials discuss with the Pakistan Government the possible movement of Mr Habib to
Egypt or any other country.

(13) Did Australian officials make any representations to the Pakistan Government seeking Mr Habib’s
return to Australia.

(14) When and by what means did Mr Habib travel from Pakistan to Egypt.

(15) When did the Australian Government first learn that Mr Habib would be, or had been, moved from
Pakistan to Egypt.

(16) On what legal basis was Mr Habib detained by the Egyptian authorities.

(17) What Egyptian Government department or agency was responsible for Mr Habib’s detention.

(18) Where was Mr Habib detained in Egypt.

(19) Did the Australian Government make representations to Egyptian authorities concerning consular
access to Mr Habib; if so, (a) what representations, (b) when were those representations made and (c)
what was the Egyptian Government’s response.

(20) Did Australian officials obtain consular or any other form of access to Mr Habib while he was
detained in Egypt; if so, what was the nature of the access provided.

(21) Did a spokeswoman for his Department state on 8 March 2002 that Mr Habib’s detention in Egypt
was confirmed by Egyptian authorities to an Australian intelligence officer; if so, when did this
contact and confirmation take place.

(22) Was Mr Habib treated humanely while in the custody of the Egyptian authorities.

(23) Is the Australian Government aware of any access to Mr Habib by officials of other countries, apart
from Australian or Egyptian officials, while he was detained in Egypt; if so, what country or
countries were involved and what was the nature of the access.

(24) Did Australian officials make any representations to the Egyptian Government seeking Mr Habib’s
return to Australia.

(25) Did the Australian Government have any discussions, exchanges or other contact with US authorities
concerning Mr Habib during his detention in Pakistan or Egypt and prior to his arrival in
Afghanistan; if so, what were the details and when did they take place.

(26) Did the Egyptian or US authorities advise the Australian Government that it was intended to move
Mr Habib from Egypt and place him in the custody of the US military in Afghanistan.

(27) When and by what means did Mr Habib travel from Egypt to Afghanistan.
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(28) When and how did the Australian Government first learn that Mr Habib would be, or had been,
moved from Egypt to Afghanistan.

(29) Is the Australian Government aware of any reports or allegations that Mr Habib was subjected to
inhumane treatment while in the custody of Pakistani or Egyptian authorities; if so, what steps has the
Government taken to investigate the reports or allegations.

(30) On what legal basis is Mr Habib presently detained by US authorities at Guantanamo Bay.

(31) Does the Australian Government consider Mr Habib to have been captured in a situation of conflict in
a manner similar to Mr David Hicks; if so, on what basis has the Government made such a judgment;
if not, how does Mr Habib’s status differ from that of Mr Hicks.

(32) Does the Australian Government consider that Mr Habib is entitled to consular access by Australian
officials.

(33) What representations has the Government made to US authorities to allow Mr Habib access to legal
advisers.

(34) Has any assessment been made by US authorities of Mr Habib’s physical and mental health; if so, has
the Australian Government sought or obtained any such health assessment.

(35) Has the Government sought any independent assessment of Mr Habib’s physical and mental health.

(36) Has the Government made any representations to US authorities seeking Mr Habib’s return to
Australia; if so, what representations have been made.

*636 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) How many employers are estimated to be (a) non-compliant and (b) partially compliant with their
legal obligation to pay superannuation guarantee contributions (SGC) for their employees under the
Superannuation Guarantee (Administration) Act.

(2) How many employers are estimated to be covered by the Act.

(3) How many employees are estimated to have not received the superannuation guarantee contribution
from their employer to which they are legally entitled.

(4) How many complaints did the Australian Taxation Office (ATO) receive from employees regarding
the non-compliance or partial compliance of their employers with the Act each year since 1992.

(5) How many of the complaints received by the ATO were resolved with full payment by the employer
of all outstanding SGC monies, each year since 1992.

(6) From the time when a complaint is made to the ATO by an employee regarding non-payment of SGC
monies, what is the average time it takes the ATO to contact the employer for the monies.

(7) How long on average does the ATO give an employer to pay outstanding SGC monies owing to an
employee.

(8) How long on average from the time the ATO contacts an employer for outstanding SGC
contributions, does it take the ATO to lodge a prosecution against the employer if the employer does
not pay.

(9) How many employees are estimated to have lost their superannuation guarantee entitlements because
their employer has gone bankrupt or into receivership since 1992.

(10) How many employers are estimated to have not paid their employees superannuation guarantee
contributions because they have gone bankrupt or into receivership since 1992.

(11) How many prosecutions against employers for non-payment of some or all superannuation guarantee
contributions were successful, for each year from 1992.

*637 MS JACKSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer—

(1) What mechanisms and processes are in place to alert employees to the fact that they are being
underpaid their superannuation guarantee contributions by their employer, as stipulated in the
Superannuation Guarantee (Administration) Act.

(2) What mechanisms does the Australian Taxation Office have in place to check that employers are
paying their superannuation guarantee contributions (SGC) as stipulated in the Act.

(3) Why is there no requirement for employers to report all SGCs on employee payslips.

(4) Is the Minister aware that if an employer does not pay an employee’s SGC monthly, that employee
may not be covered by the death and disability insurance offered by his or her superannuation fund
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(5) Is the Minister also aware that through the delay to introduce the requirement for employers to pay
SGCs quarterly, hundreds of thousands of Australian workers will miss out on significant
superannuation monies, which would have accrued through compound interest.

*638 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Is it standard practice for State Directors of his Department to be rotated following one stint in the
job.

(2) What are the details of recruitment growth or decline in the last 12-24 months in his Department.

(3) Have duties for a Senior Assistant Secretary recently been newly prescribed; if so, has someone been
identified to perform those duties; if so, who.

*639 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) How many departmental case officers were employed assessing applications from asylum seekers in
each year from 1990 to 2001, inclusive.

(2) How many applications were assessed in each year.

(3) What was the country of origin of applicants, detailed for each year.

(4) On average, how long did each case take to be assessed.

(5) Can part (4) be broken down by country of origin; if so, what are the details for each year.

*640 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Does the Department of Finance and Administration (DOFA) have a purchase agreement in which it
pays his Department for each unauthorised arrival; if not, is there any agreement between DOFA and
his Department; if so, what are its terms.

(2) If there is no agreement, how is his Department funded for unauthorised arrivals.

(3) If a purchase agreement does exist, is it a fact that no more asylum seekers are coming to Australia
but money has continued to be provided to his Department by DOFA; if so, for what is the money
being used.

(4) Has DOFA requested the money to be refunded, given the success of the Pacific solution and naval
patrols in acting as a deterrent; if so, what has his Department’s response been.

*641 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Has his
attention been drawn to reports that tapes of interviews between departmental officials and asylum seekers
are being sold to people smugglers and used to coach asylum seekers in the Middle East and Pakistan; if
so, (a) has he investigated this matter; if so, what has he found and (b) how are the tapes made available
for sale.

*642 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Was his
Department about to close the centre at Port Hedland in 1997; if so, what evidence did his Department
have on the growth in numbers of Afghan and Iraqi asylum seekers and when did it have this evidence.

*643 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Do Budget
papers state that there will be no onshore asylum seeker processing; if so, why is there an ongoing program
of beautification at Woomera.

*644 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Has an arrangement been reached between the Australian and US governments for Australia to accept
Haitian and Cuban asylum seekers processed by the US at its offshore locations of Puerto Rico and
Guantanamo Bay in return for the US accepting Iraqi and Afghan asylum seekers processed on
Manus Island and Nauru; if so, what are its terms.

(2) Does this undermine the commonly accepted principle that refugees should, where possible, be
resettled near countries of origin.

*645 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Has the Government been negotiating with Christmas Island Phosphates (CIP) over the land for the
detention centre.

(2) Is it a fact that CIP holds the lease for the land where the centre is to be constructed and CIP wants
massive compensation.

(3) Can the Government guarantee the construction of the detention centre at Christmas Island will be
delivered on budget.

(4) Has the Government been advised that the budgeted $219 million is insufficient; if so, what are the
causes of the cost overrun.
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(5) Has an agreement between CIP and the Government been finalised; if so, what is its content.

*646 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) What information is provided to sponsored employees about their rights and entitlements.

(2) Do sponsored employees automatically receive from his Department a copy of the contract between
the sponsoring employer and his Department which stipulates the wages and entitlements of the
employee.

(3) What does his Department do to ensure sponsored employees are immediately paid wages and other
entitlements on learning of cases similar to that of Rados Stevanovic.

(4) Can he provide an update on the progress of the resolution of Mr Stevanovic’s case.

*647 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Is he aware of allegations that ACM took four months to pay an independent local Derby contractor
for work performed at the Curtin Detention Centre.

(2) Is he aware of allegations that sub-contractors were often paid in cash and not at the invoiced value
by head contractors.

(3) Is he aware of allegations that some contractors purchased equipment and on-sold it at an exorbitant
mark-up.

(4) Is he aware of allegations that, following an Australian Federal Police investigation of this alleged
anti-competitive and corrupt behaviour, the detective involved was transferred suddenly.

(5) If so, what steps have been taken to investigate these allegations and what are the results of any such
investigation.

(6) Can he guarantee that no equipment or infrastructure will be or has been removed from the Curtin
Detention Centre given the fact that it is to be closed.

*648 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Has the
number of people processing visitors at Villawood Detention Centre been reduced from 2 to 1; if so, (a)
did his Department authorise the cutback and (b) is the cutback due to Commonwealth cutbacks in any
way.

*649 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Who will be detained at the Baxter Immigration Reception and Processing Centre.

(2) What are the final figures for the Baxter centre, including both construction costs and projected
running costs.

*650 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Were
funds provided for the Singleton, Coonawarra and El Alamein Immigration Reception and Processing
Centres during the period 1 July 2001 to February 2002, yet there were no detainees at those centres; if so,
on what were the funds spent.

*651 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Does the Budget state that the Government has announced a policy for the offshore reception and
processing of unauthorised boat arrivals seeking asylum, either at facilities on Australia’s external
territories which are excluded from the migration zone or third countries; if so, why is money being
spent on the Baxter Immigration Reception and Processing Centre and why is money scheduled to be
spent at Darwin and Brisbane.

(2) What was budgeted for the construction of the proposed Brisbane detention centre in budgets prior to
the 2002-2003 Budget.

(3) What are the costs now budgeted and not disclosed in the 2002-2003 Budget.

(4) What, if any, discrepancy is there between the two sets of figures.

(5) Can his Department give a commitment that these centres will be used; if so, when.

(6) What is the future for Port Hedland.

*652 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) In each of the last three years, how many detainees who were found to be genuine refugees spent
further time in detention awaiting a security clearance.

(2) What is the (a) average, (b) longest and (c) shortest length of time a detainee has spent awaiting for
such a clearance.

(3) What steps are taken in relation to such security clearances and by whom are they taken.
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(4) Is the Australian Security Intelligence Organisation (ASIO) involved in the security clearance
process; if so, is he able to say whether ASIO has received specific resources to enable it to undertake
this task; if not why not.

(5) What, if any changes have been made to the security clearance process since 11 September 2001
which impact upon delays to detainee releases and to the resources devoted to the task.

*653 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Has $5.6 million been allocated in the 2002-2003 Budget to assist in the reception and administration
of those successful asylum seekers processed offshore and subsequently provided temporary
protection or humanitarian visas.

(2) What precisely is this allocated money for.

(3) Who, and how many people, will be brought to Australia from Nauru and Papua New Guinea.

(4) Will anyone who was on the MV Tampa be brought to Australia.

(5) What sum has been made available for the Regional Cooperation Agreement referred to in the
Budget.

*654 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—What are
the industrial relations and human resource arrangements for Australians working on Nauru and Manus
Island employed by UNHCR, IOM or any of the companies separately contracted to provide security,
cleaning or catering services.

*655 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—Is he
aware of a recent report in Albury Wodonga’s The Border Mail outlining a scheme under which
Zimbabwean farmers would come to Australia; if so, under which scheme would these farmers come to
Australia.

*656 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) How many Refugee Review Tribunal members and supporting staff were employed assessing appeals
for asylum seekers in each year from 1990 to 2001, inclusive.

(2) How many appeals were assessed in each year.

(3) What was the country of origin of appellants, detailed for each year.

(4) On average, how long did each appeal take to be assessed.

(5) Can part (4) be broken down by country of origin; if so, what are the details for each year.

*657 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Does the Migration Act require both the Refugee Review Tribunal and the Migration Review
Tribunal to hand down decisions by making such decisions available to his Department and the
applicant within two weeks.

(2) Are decisions taking longer than two weeks to hand down.

(3) What is the average time being taken to hand down decisions.

(4) On how many occasions in the last three years have decisions being handed down outside the two
week period.

(5) What percentage of total decisions have been handed down outside the two week period in the last
three years.

(6) What is the reason for the delays.

*658 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) How many students graduating from the Advanced Diploma of Interpreting and Translating to date
have been granted Graduate Skilled Temporary Visas, subclass 497.

(2) Is he aware that the Advanced Diploma of Interpreting and Translating gives graduates a professional
accreditation as awarded by the National Accreditation Authority for Translators and Interpreters, yet
overseas graduates of this course cannot be granted a Graduate Skilled Temporary Visa, subclass 497
as the course has not been undertaken in English.

(3) Does an anomaly exist in that the overseas graduates in the Advanced Diploma of Interpreting and
Translating, requiring an advanced level of bilingual proficiency to graduate, are unable to be granted
a Graduate Skilled Temporary Visa, subclass 497 as the course has not been undertaken in English.

(4) Will he review the Graduate Skilled Temporary Visa, subclass 497, to enable overseas students
graduating from the Advanced Diploma of Interpreting and Translating to apply for this visa category
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considering it is impossible to produce bilingual professional translators completing courses in
English only.

*659 MS GILLARD: To ask the Attorney-General—Has his Department issued a purchase order in the last 12
months to Novartis Animal Health of Pendle Hill, NSW.

*660 MS GILLARD: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs—Does the
Australian Protective Service (APS) undertake security at the ministerial entrance to Parliament House; if
so, are there plans to bring in another, cheaper provider to replace the APS.

*661 MR MURPHY: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Further to his reply to parts (3) and (4) of question No. 476, will he request a senior officer from
either his office or that of the Minister for Communications, Information Technology and the Arts to
contact on his behalf, or that of the Minister, the former Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party and
Minister for Communications, Mr Neil Brown QC, to discuss Mr Brown’s grave concerns with the
Government’s Broadcasting Services Amendment (Media Ownership) Bill 2002; if not, why not.

(2) Will he act on the advice of Mr Brown; if not, why not.

*662 MR MURPHY: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Is the Research Involving Embryos and Prohibition of Human Cloning Bill 2002 ostensibly a Health
Portfolio matter; if not, why not; if so, why was it not introduced by the Minister for Health.

(2) Is it his understanding that both the Government and Opposition parties in the House of
Representatives and in the Senate have agreed that this bill be determined by a conscience vote; if so,
what is his definition of a conscience vote.

(3) Is he aware that on Sunday, 11 August 2002, there was a public meeting at the Wesley Theatrette,
220 Pitt Street Sydney, attended by in excess of one thousand members of the public; if so, has he
been issued a transcript or video/audio tape of the proceedings at that meeting.

(4) In light of the overwhelming evidence against the experimentation on human embryos, will he now
declare his opposition to this bill and recommend to his parliamentary colleagues and all Members of
Parliament in both Houses to do likewise; if not, why not.

(5) Does the bill define the term ‘human embryo’; if so, is a human embryo a human being; if not, why
not.

(6) In introducing the bill, did he state that he could not find a sufficient moral difference between
allowing embryos to succumb in this way and destroying them through research that might advance
life-saving and life-enhancing therapies.

(7) What life-saving and life-enhancing therapies does he refer to with respect to embryonic stem cell
research.

(8) In light of the overwhelming evidence presented by the various speakers at the Wesley Theatrette on
11 August 2002, are the real gains in medical science in the discovery of the life-saving and life-
enhancing therapies to be found in adult stem cell research; if not, why not.

(9) Is he able to say which medical, chemical and other corporations have an interest in this bill; if so,
who are those corporations and what are their interests.

(10) Which sectors of the Australian and international economy will benefit financially from the
introduction of this bill.

(11) Has adult stem cell research demonstrated substantial medical advancements in the treatment of (a)
regeneration of tissue from heart attack sufferers, (b) paraplegia from damaged spinal chords, (c)
sickle cell anaemia, (d) insulin dependant diabetics, (e) regeneration of immunity systems, (f) eye
damage and (g) brain cell re-implantation in the partial treatment of symptoms of Parkinson’s
disease.

*663 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) What are the details of the times, dates and reasons that the 80 air traffic movements an hour cap has
been breached at Sydney Airport since the introduction of the cap.

(2) What action has been taken with regard to these breaches.

(3) Can he guarantee that there will be no further breaches of the cap; if not, why not.

*664 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) How many breaches of the Sydney Airport curfew have occurred since 1 October 1998.

(2) What are the times and dates of breaches since 1 October 1998.
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(3) What is the name of the airline company and type of aircraft responsible for each breach since 1
October 1998.

(4) Have any fines associated with these breaches been visited on the airline companies; if so, what are
the full details, including the names of the airline companies and the time and date of each breach
incurring a fine; if not, why not.

(5) Will he ensure that all airline companies are fined where a breach of the Sydney Airport curfew
occurs which is due to the fault of the airline company; if not, why not.

*665 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) In light of the recent US Government alerts issued through its Federal Aviation Administration to
aircraft owners concerning possible terrorist attacks, have any similar alerts been issued in Australia
in relation to security at our general aviation airports; if not, why not.

(2) Has security been upgraded at (a) Bankstown airport and (b) other general aviation airports in
Australia; if so, what action has been taken; if not, why not.

*666 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—Further to the reply to part (2)
of question No. 438, will he provide details of the statistics referred to in the question.

*667 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 401 in which he stated that the effects of the Long Term
Operating Plan at Sydney Airport (LTOP) has been to significantly spread noise impacts with a
consequent reduction in the overall numbers of properties within the noise contours that form the
basis for eligibility for insulation under the Noise Amelioration Programme, what is his justification
for that statement.

(2) Will he provide data on the number of noise affected households eligible for the Noise Amelioration
Programme (a) prior to and (b) after, the introduction of the LTOP.

(3) How can an increase in the spread of aircraft noise over a larger area of the Sydney Basin lead to a
decrease in the number of properties eligible to participate in the Noise Amelioration Programme.

(4) What standard is used to measure noise in the mapping of noise contours to determine eligibility of a
property to participate in the Noise Amelioration Programme.

(5) What is the scientific basis for the selection of the chosen standard and what are the merits of
selecting that standard over the alternative noise measurement standards available.

*668 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to part (3) of question No. 402, has Bankstown Airport now been sold; if so
when and to whom; if not, who is the current owner of Bankstown Airport.

(2) If Bankstown Airport has been sold, what is now the date prescribed in the Airports Act 1996
Guidelines upon which the owner of Bankstown Airport is required to draft and table its Master Plan.

(3) To whom is the Master Plan to be furnished a copy.

(4) Is the Master Plan a public document; if not, why not.

(5) Further to the answers to parts (4) and (5) of question No. 402, were the number of aircraft
movements a material factor in the sale of (a) Bankstown Airport and (b) Sydney Airport; if so, what
commercial, environmental and safety issues does he understand to be relevant factors when
considering the sale of Sydney Airport and Bankstown Airport.

(6) In light of his answers to parts (4) and (5) of question No. 402, can he explain upon what basis
Sydney Airport was sold when, citing his answer to part (3) of question No. 402, the projected figures
are not available.

(7) Was Sydney Airport sold without the availability of the data described in part (3) of question No.
402.

(8) Is he able to say what financial, environmental and safety impacts the forecast aircraft traffic increase
on Bankstown Airport will have flowing from the decision to sell Sydney Airport.

*669 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) Is it fact that prior to 1 July 2001, most individual or business taxpayers could claim a full tax
deduction for most items of equipment up to the value of $300 so long as those items were relevant to
a taxpayer’s income-producing activities.

(2) Is it fact that, under the Uniform Capital Allowances (UCA) system which came into effect on 1 July
2001, an item up to the value of $300 can no longer be claimed as a full tax deduction in the year of
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purchase by businesses which have turnover greater than $1M per annum; if so, (a) why and (b) how
does the Howard Government see this as a positive step forward in tax reform.

(3) Is it also a fact that, under the UCA system, for a business having turnover greater than $1M per
annum, an item of equipment costing as little as $10 now has to be placed in a pool in the taxpayer’s
records and undergo a depreciation process, the end result of which is that that $10 item of equipment
gets depreciated over a number of years; if so, how does the Howard Government see this as a
positive step forward in tax reform.

*670 MR MURPHY: To ask the Treasurer—Has the number of taxpayers who have overdue debts with the
Australian Taxation Office (ATO) increased since the introduction of the Goods and Services Tax and the
Pay As You Go tax system; if so, can he provide comparative details, including the percentage increases,
in relation to (a) the number of taxpayers with an overdue debt with the ATO as at 1 July (i) 2000, (ii)
2001 and (iii) 2002 and (b) the total amount of overdue debt as at 1 July (i) 2000, (ii) 2001 and (iii) 2002.

*671 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—Further to the reply to part (2)
of question No. 393, are Australia’s airports strategic military assets; if not, why not.

*672 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Further to the answers to parts (2), (6) and (7) to question No. 394 provided by the Minister for
Finance and Administration, will he answer those parts to question 394 left unanswered by that
Minister.

(2) Will he provide details of the advice, if any, he gave to the Minister for Finance and Administration
prior to the sale of the assets.

*673 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—

(1) Further to paragraph 1 of the reply to part (2) of question No. 574 and paragraph 1 of the reply to part
(5) of question No. 448, why would the removal, separately, of Australia’s foreign media ownership
laws not encourage competition and ensure that diversity of opinion and information was maintained.

(2) Further to paragraph 2 of the reply to part (2) of question No. 574, paragraph 1 of the reply to part (5)
of question No. 448, part (2) of the reply to question No. 566, paragraph 1 of the reply to parts (2) to
(5) of question No. 447 and part (8) of the reply to question No. 446, can the Minister demonstrate
that the removal, separately, of Australia's foreign media ownership laws will limit the Australian
media sector to an outdated structure; if so, how.

(3) Further to paragraph 2 of the reply to part (2) of question No. 574, paragraph 1 of the reply to part (5)
of question No. 448, part (2) of the reply to question No. 566, paragraph 1 of the reply to parts (2) to
(5) of question No. 447 and part (8) of the reply to question No. 446, how would the removal,
separately, of Australia’s foreign media ownership laws limit (a) capacity for new media owners to
enter Australia’s media market and (b) improved competition to Australia’s existing media
proprietors who own and control newspapers, magazines, television stations and radio station stations
in Australia.

(4) Further to paragraph 2 of the reply to part (2) of question No. 574, paragraph 1 of the reply to part (5)
of question No. 448, part (2) of the reply to question No. 566, paragraph 1 of the reply to parts (2) to
(5) of question No. 447 and part (8) of the reply to question No. 446, why would potential new media
owners, currently restricted by Australia’s foreign media ownership laws, not have the ability to
respond to a rapidly evolving and converging international media environment, were Australia’s
foreign media ownership laws, separately, removed.

(5) Further to paragraph 3 of the reply to part (2) of question No. 574 and paragraph 1 of the reply to part
(5) of question No. 448, why is it necessary to remove Australia’s foreign media ownership laws and,
at the same time, make changes to Australia’s cross-media ownership laws to achieve increased
competition in Australia’s media market.

(6) Further to paragraph 3 of the reply to part of (2) of question No. 574 and paragraph 1 of the reply to
part (5) of question No. 448, would not the removal of Australia’s foreign media ownership laws,
alone, provide increased competition to the media proprietors presently operating in Australia’s
media market; if not, why not.

*674 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—Further to the reply to part (2) of question No. 566, part (1) of the reply to
question No. 448, paragraph 1 of the reply to parts (2) to (5) of question No. 447 and part (8) of the reply
to question No. 446, did the Government spell out to the people of Australia before the last Federal
election that, in committing to reform Australia’s media ownership laws, the Howard Government would
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introduce legislation into Parliament which would allow a media proprietor to own and control
newspapers, magazines, television stations and radio stations in the one licence area; if so, when and
where; if not, why not.

*675 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—Further to the reply to part (1) of question No. 448, paragraph 1 of the reply to
parts (2) to (5) of question No. 447 and part (8) of the reply to question No. 446, did the Government, or
the Coalition, clearly state in election policy documents published before the last Federal election that the
Government’s proposed reform of Australia’s media ownership laws envisaged that a media proprietor
would be permitted to own and control newspapers, magazines, television stations and radio stations in the
one licence area; if so, where.

*676 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—

(1) Further to the reply to part 7 of question No. 447, what are the other major influences on national
identity and culture.

(2) Are any of these influences more significant than media organisations’ capacity to influence our
national identity and culture; if so, what are they.

(3) Are there any influences more significant than media organisations’ capacity to influence public
opinion and the way Australian citizens vote in federal elections; if so, what are they.

*677 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—

(1) Do the Telecommunications Act 1997 and the Telecommunications Code of Practice 1997 currently
allow mobile telephone low impact facilities to be installed without the need for (a) a Local Council
Development Application and (b) written notification from the communications carrier to local
residents and businesses potentially affected by such installations, with the exception of the owner
and occupier of the property where such facilities are installed.

(2) Under the code, is the level of electromagnetic radiation emissions not a valid ground for an objection
to the location of a mobile telephone low impact facility even when a person may believe that the
proposed location would result in harmful exposure to such radiation; if so, why.

(3) Is a new code being developed for mobile telephone low impact facilities; if so, when will it come
into force; if not, why not.

(4) Will any new code require telecommunications carriers to consult more fully with local councils and
the community, even when a development application is not required for a low impact facility; if so,
how; if not, why not.

(5) Will any new code require telecommunications carriers to notify all potentially-affected residents and
businesses of a proposed installation of a mobile telephone low impact facility and allow them an
opportunity to object to such an installation on health or environmental grounds; if so, how; if not,
why not.

*678 MR MURPHY: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Further to his reply to parts (2) and (5) of question No. 403, can he indicate or give examples of how
the Director of Public Prosecutions (DPP) might become aware of a change in the circumstances of
the state of health of the former Senator, Dr Malcolm Arthur Colston, which might lead to the DPP
reviewing the capacity of Dr Colston to stand trial on the twenty-eight charges of defrauding the
Commonwealth through travel rorts; if not, why not.

(2) Further to his reply to part (6) of question No. 403 and part (2) of question No. 555, what would need
to happen for the DPP to deem it necessary to review the case of Dr Colston.

(3) When was the last time the DPP received a medical report concerning the state of health of Dr
Colston.

(3) What did that report indicate in terms of the state of health of Dr Colston.

*679 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Finance and Administration—

(1) Further to the answers to parts (2), (6) and (7) to question No. 394, did the Minister consult with the
Minister for Defence prior to the sale of all shares in Australian Defence Industries (ADI) to
Transfield Thompson-CSF Investments Pty Limited with respect to those matters raised in those
parts; if so, (a) when and (b) what was the advice of the Minister of Defence prior to the sale of the
former share assets in ADI; if not, why not.
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(2) Further to the answer to part (4) of question No. 394, is he able to say who (a) are the top ten
shareholders and (b) has a controlling interest, being a person holding fifteen percent or more shares,
in (i) Transfield Thompson-CSF Investments Pty Limited, (ii) Transfield Holdings Pty Limited and
(iii) Thompson-CSF group known as ‘Thales’.

*680 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—Further to the
answer to part (2) of question No. 531, will the Government now abandon its proposal to increase the cost
of prescriptions; if not, why not.

*681 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) Further to paragraph 1 of the answer to part (3) of question No. 495, when will the Government’s
review be concluded.

(2) Will a report of the review be made available to the public; if not, why not.

(3) Further to paragraph 2 of the answer to part (3) of question 495, how does the Government propose to
promote public debate and discussions to inform future policy, particularly as they relate to
Australia's falling fertility rates.

*682 MR MURPHY: To ask the Minister for Veterans' Affairs—

(1) How many medical specialists withdrew from the Repatriation Private Patient Scheme (RPPS) in (a)
1998, (b) 1999, (c) 2000 and (d) 2001.

(2) How many medical specialists have withdrawn from the RPPS so far in 2002.

(3) What are the reasons for the withdrawal by the medical specialists from the RPPS.

(4) What is the Government doing to encourage full participation of medical specialists in the RPPS.

*683 MR WINDSOR: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Has he received correspondence and supporting documents from me concerning allegations made by
Mr Dennis Brown JP that a Justice of the Family Court and Mr Peter Johnson interfered with a
judgement of the Supreme Court of Queensland; if so, will he investigate the allegations.

(2) Will he obtain a transcript of the Supreme Court proceedings.

(3) Will he consider referring the matter to the Australian Federal Police for investigation when the
transcript is obtained.

*684 MS PLIBERSEK: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs—

(1) Who will be attending the Microcredit Summit +5 to be held in New York in 2002 on behalf of the
Australian Government.

(2) Will he attend the Summit.

(3) What sum was committed to microcredit in the foreign aid budgets for (a) 1999-2000, (b) 2000-2001,
(c) 2001-2002, (d) 2002-2003 and (e) 2003-2004.

*685 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Prime Minister—Further to the answers to questions No. 2259
(Hansard, 23 May 2001, page 26950) and 327 concerning the cost of wines and liquor for Kirribilli House
and The Lodge, since Mr. Peter Bourne was appointed as a wine consultant (a) on what dates were
purchases of liquor made for Kirribilli House and The Lodge and (b) what sum was spent on each
occasion.

*686 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to objectives 2.1, 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 4.1, 4.2, 4.3, 4.5, 5.1, 5.4 and 6.4 of
Australia Cycling: The National Strategy and the attribution of responsibility to the Commonwealth
Government for their implementation.

(2) To what extent has development occurred on policies, planning procedures, regulations and initiatives
at a Commonwealth level to achieve this strategy aim.

(3) To what extent has development occurred on the creation of an integrated cycling network, within
and between communities, and the development of a national standard for such a cycling network.

(4) How many new and renovated public and private developments, including end-of-trip facilities for
cyclists, have been undertaken since the commencement of the National Strategy and where are they
located.

(5) On which buildings, transport nodes and public places have end-of-trip facilities for cyclists been
fitted.

(6) Has development occurred on a national public communication strategy to improve the awareness of
all (a) road users on how they can better share roads and (b) path users on how they can better share
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paths; if so, (i) what is the extent of the development, (ii) has the strategy been implemented and (iii)
what measures prove community awareness of the strategy.

(7) Are cycling aspects taken into consideration during road safety audits and blackspot identification; if
so, (a) what cycling factors are considered, (b) who is responsible for considering these factors and
(c) where is this consideration documented.

(8) Has development occurred on road users’ behavioural programs or initiatives to improve cyclist
safety; if so, (a) what is the extent of the development, (b) how is it being implemented and (c) what
measures are there to indicate success.

(9) Has development occurred on a national marketing strategy to promote cycling and its benefits; if so,
(a) what is the extent of the development, (b) at what cost to the Commonwealth and (c) what
measures are there to indicate success.

(10) Has data been collected and or research commissioned by the Commonwealth providing information
to assist decisions made about cycling issues; if so (a) what does the data or research reveal, (b)
where can the information be accessed and (c) what cost has been incurred by the Commonwealth in
this data collection and research.

(11) What community education programs have been implemented aimed at encouraging adults to cycle
and what has been the cost to the Commonwealth of the programs.

*687 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 105 (Hansard, 24 June 2002, page 3599), what financial
contribution has the Australian Bicycle Council (ABC) and the Commonwealth provided to the
Cycling Promotion Fund and in what form is the support.

(2) In which ways is the ABC supporting the Bicycling Trade Show and does this involve financial
support.

*688 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Further to the report under section 24 of the Air Passenger Ticket Levy (Collection) Act 2001, is $350
million estimated to be the cost of employee entitlements under the Special Employee Entitlements
Scheme for Ansett group employees (SEESA); if not, what is the estimated full amount.

(2) What are the remaining entitlements owing to Ansett workers, not including payments made or
expected under SEESA.

(3) Will the Government cease collecting the $10 levy on air passenger tickets once the cost of employee
entitlements payable under SEESA has been recovered; if not, why not.

(4) If funds collected from the levy exceed Government liabilities for employee entitlements, for what
does the Government intend using those excess funds.

(5) Within the Ansett group, to which companies have employee entitlements been paid and how many
employees with each Ansett group company have received payments.

(1) How many cents in the dollar is it expected that Ansett group creditors will receive from the Ansett
Administrators.

(2) Will the Government seek to recover from the air passenger ticket levy, costs incurred by the
Departments of Employment and Workplace Relations and Transport and Regional Services in the
establishment of SEESA or the administration and collection of the ticket levy.

(3) What (a) are the costs to date and (b) is the total estimated final cost of the costs incurred by the
Departments referred to in part (7).

(4) Have discussions been held with the Administrators about recovering from them the cost of employee
entitlements paid by the Government through SEESA to Ansett group employees; if so, when were
those discussions held and what was determined through those discussions; if not, why not.

*689 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) In relation to the Sustainable Regions Program (SRP), who are the members of the committees for all
eight sustainable regions and when were they appointed.

(2) What criteria were used to select the committee members.

(3) What selection process was undertaken in choosing the committee members.

(4) What skills, attributes and experience does each individual committee member bring to these
positions.

(5) What rules apply to the operations of each committee including (a) how projects are identified, (b)
how projects are chosen for funding, (c) how projects are announced, (d) how projects are monitored,



No. 33—19 August 2002 933

(e) how projects are evaluated, (f) how the success of a project will be measured, (g) what protocols
apply to committee meetings, (h) how many members of each committee must be in attendance at
meetings involving funding allocation decisions and (i) what protocols are in place for replacement of
committee members.

(6) When will selection of projects for funding in 2002-2003 be undertaken in each of the eight regions.

(7) When will projects for 2002-2003 be announced.

(8) Will he provide a copy of the standard contract for these projects.

(9) What organisations are eligible to apply for SRP funding.

*690 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Of all Roads to Recovery funding granted over the life of the program, how many applications
specifically identified bicycle tracks and bicycle provisions as part of the planned upgrade to local
roads.

(2) Which local councils were granted funding for such upgrades.

(3) What improvements did these local councils identify to be carried out with the funding.

(4) Are funding applications that include planned improvements for bicycle tracks and bicycle provisions
assessed differently from those without bicycle provisions; if so, why.

*691 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) What was the total cost of conducting the Fuel Taxation Inquiry that was chaired by David Trebeck
and is he able to provide a breakdown of that expenditure into such things as wages and
administration costs.

(2) How many people were employed on the project, and of these, how many were Commonwealth
employees.

(3) What was the nature of the employment of other contributors.

(4) How many Commonwealth Departments provided submissions to the inquiry, and what was the cost
of preparing each of those submissions.

(5) Did any other Commonwealth Department incur other costs in relation to the inquiry; if so, which
Department and what cost was incurred.

(6) Can he outline the decision making process following the finalisation of the Fuel Taxation Inquiry
Report (FTIR) in March 2002.

(7) Which Ministers, ministerial staff and Departments received a copy of the report before it was
released publicly.

(8) Was an inter-departmental committee established to consider the recommendations; if so, which
Departments were involved; if not, why not.

(9) Did Cabinet consider the report’s recommendations or receive a briefing about the report before it
was released publicly; if so, when; if not, why not.

(10) Which Ministers were involved in making the decision announced by the Government in response to
the FTIR.

(11) Did he consult with any individual or organisation when making a decision in response to the FTIR;
if so, what are the details; if not, why not.

(12) What is the Government’s position on each of the recommendations in the FTIR and why.

(13) Is the current structure and level of fuel taxation adequate and appropriate for Australia’s national
interest; if not, why not.

(14) Which Departments are responsible for the development of the energy grants credit scheme that will
replace the Diesel and Alternative Fuel Grant Scheme and the Diesel Fuel Rebate Scheme.

(15) What work has been done on the design of the energy grants credit scheme to date, when is a draft
proposal due for consultation and what will that consultation process be.

*692 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 348 (Hansard, 27 June 2002, page 3939) concerning ship
jumpers, who met the cost of detention and removal of the 18 crew members who deserted their
vessels in 2000-2001.

(2) Were there incidents of people jumping ships in 2001-2002; if so, (a) how many people did so, (b)
what was the cost of detention and removal of these people, (c) how many of these people lodged
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immigration applications and (d) what was the (i) nature, (ii) outcome and (iii) country of origin of
each applicant.

(3) How many ship jumpers have been granted protection visas each year from 1996-97 and from July
2000 to May 2001, and of these, are there still some in progress and not finalised.

(4) For each of the last 10 financial years, (a) how many ship jumpers were there and (b) what payments
under the Migration Act were made by shipping companies for the cost of detention and removal of
each ship jumper.

(5) Is there a requirement under the Customs Act to notify his Department of all ship entries and the
number of crew on each ship; if not, what action has his Department taken to change this in light of
the terrorism acts of 11 September 2001 and the need to protect Australia’s borders.

*693 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 346 (Hansard, 3 June 2002, page 2723) concerning the
Migration Agents Regulation Authority (MARA), what are the names of the migration agents
cautioned and suspended for involvement in migration cases that had no prospects of success.

(2) Since MARA’s inception in March 1998, what are the names of the 20 migration agents who have
deregistered themselves or allowed their registration to lapse while complaints against their conduct
were being investigated and how many complaints were made against each of the agents.

(3) Did any migration agents who de-registered seek to be re-registered; if so, (a) how many and (b) were
any outstanding professional standard matters re-activated against such agents.

*694 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 349 concerning the unlawful arrival of non-citizens to Australia
by sea, what were the terms of reference of the internal review of immigration processes for persons
arriving in Australia.

(2) When was the review commenced and completed.

(3) Who conducted the review and what did it cost.

(4) Were submissions sought from interested parties other than the Department of Transport and
Regional Services, the Attorney-General’s Department and the Australian Customs Service.

(5) What action has been taken by his Department as result of the review.

(6) Are crew members entering Australia by ship still covered under the Special Purpose Visa; if so, (a)
what checks are carried out by his Department regarding character issues of any crew on ships and
(b) are there any checks carried out against his Department’s movement alert list; if not, why is this
the only visa category that is exempt.

*695 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) What are the time lines set up by his Department for the processing of passenger movement cards
electronically and was the system due to be ready by the 2000 Olympics.

(2) What was the original Budget allocation for setting up the system and if the project is two years
behind schedule, to what sum over Budget has the project blown out.

(3) Have any airlines produced their own versions of the cards due to the delay; if so, how has this
impacted on providing a streamlined system.

(4) Has this lack of data impacted on the capacity of airlines to plan for future markets.

(5) Will the information still be relevant given the backlog of information.

(6) Has his Department contracted another organisation to carry out the work; if so what is the
contractor’s experience in this area.

*696 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Further to the answer to part (2)(a) of question No. 526, why are shipping companies not required to
pay infringement notices each time they bring a stowaway into the country.

(2) Why is no cost recovery required of shipping companies for unlawful non-citizens in detention who
come into the country as stowaways.

(3) Are airlines who bring in unauthorised or undocumented arrivals prosecuted with an infringement of
$5,000 as well as detention costs associated with the time of processing protection applications.

(4) Who covers the cost of detention while these stowaways are in the country awaiting a decision.

(5) What is the reason for the discrepancies between the infringements by airlines and shipping
companies.



No. 33—19 August 2002 935

(6) Are crew entering the country on foreign ships covered by special purpose visas.

(7) Is it still the case under the regulation that the visa also provides that the ship will depart Australia to
a place outside Australia during the course of the voyage; if so, how is this regulation monitored and
enforced by his Department or the Australian Customs Service (ACS) at each port.

(8) Does his Department and ACS keep data regarding the entry and exit requirement of ships to ensure
no breaches occur; if not, why has this not been considered.

*697 MR M. J. FERGUSON: To ask the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs—

(1) Further to the answer to question No. 117 (Hansard, 14 May 2002, page 2040) concerning Migrant
Resource Centres, what client statistics exist to show how many clients of each service have been
assisted by each Migrant Resource Centre (MRC) and what funding did each centre received during
the period for which the statistics are available.

(2) When was the Department Statistical Clients Information system for recording clients established.

(3) When were MRCs and Migrant Service Agencies (MSAs) expected to use such facilities.

(4) Which MRCs and MSAs failed to meet the commencement date for recording client statistics and
what was the reason for the failure.

*698 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—

(1) Is it correct that the Air Traffic Control (ATC) at Essendon Airport is closed between 10 p.m. and 6
a.m., and that Melbourne ATC is responsible for Essendon air traffic control during this time.

(2) When, and why, was the decision taken to close Essendon Airport ATC between 10 p.m. and 6 a.m.

(3) Do pilots landing at, or taking off from, Essendon Airport between 10 p.m. and 6 a.m. have to seek
clearance from Melbourne Airport ATC; if so, what sort of communication takes place between pilots
and ATC during landings and takeoffs at that time.

(4) Are there any differences between the procedures to be followed by pilots using Essendon Airport
when the Essendon ATC is, and is not, operating.

*699 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services—Why did the Government
take over 10 months to respond to the report into the safety of shipping on the Great Barrier Reef.

*700 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Treasurer—

(1) How many reports have been made to the Australian Securities and Investments Commission (ASIC)
since 1 January 1999 about company records involving allegedly fraudulent changes of company
directorship and principal office details.

(2) What steps have been taken by ASIC since 1999 to deal with fraudulent alterations to company
records.

(3) How many people have been charged by ASIC, or on behalf of ASIC, for fraudulent activity in
relation to company records.

(4) Has ASIC sought additional powers or resources from the Government to deal with the problem of
fraudulent company record alteration.

*701 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Further to the Government’s announced sale of Point Cook Airfield, (a) is the Government intending
to offer the property for sale as freehold or leasehold and (b) what have been the considerations given
to the alternative forms of sale.

(2) What is the anticipated sale price.

(3) When does the Government anticipate the property will formally be offered for sale.

(4) What national or international environmental classifications are associated directly or indirectly with
the Point Cook site.

(5) What specific environmental audit or audits of the site have been commissioned by or on behalf of
the Defence Estates Organisation.

(6) Has the Government discussed the environmental condition of the site with the Victorian
Environment Protection Authority.

(7) How does the Government intend to deal with any potential findings of environmental contamination
of the site ahead of the sale being finalised.

(8) What is the current value of the RAAF Museum collection at Point Cook.

(9) What annual funding has been allocated by the Government or the RAAF to the RAAF Point Cook
Museum in each year between 1990 and 2001.
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(10) How does the Government intend for the RAAF Museum to continue operations within a privately
owned site, and what funding will the Government, either through the RAAF or other sources, deliver
recurrently to the RAAF Museum.

(11) Has the Government had any discussions with Victorian Government museum representatives about
the relationship that might be developed between the RAAF Point Cook Museum and other museums
in Victoria.

(12) What provision is being made for the upgrading of electricity, sewerage and road services to the Point
Cook site ahead of its sale.

(13) How many RAAF personnel were housed on the Point Cook site at 1 August 2002, and how many of
the children of the RAAF personnel attend the Point Cook Primary School.

(14) When does the Government envisage RAAF personnel will depart the Point Cook site.

(15) What are the current air traffic control arrangements at Point Cook.

(16) What are the minimum air traffic control arrangements that the Government will require for any
private owner to maintain.

(17) What provision will be made for changes in minimum air traffic control arrangements at Point Cook
if, after the date of sale, recommendations are made for increased control services out of the late-July
2002 collision and fatality at Moorabbin airport.

*702 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information
Technology and the Arts—

(1) What specific improvements in Telstra services have been achieved in the Albury Wodonga region
since April 2002, and what is the specific methodology used to demonstrate any improvement.

(2) What specific improvements in Telstra services have been achieved in the Gippsland South region
over the past 12 months, and what is the methodology for demonstrating any improvement.

(3) What specific improvements in Telstra services have been achieved in the (a) eastern and (b) northern
suburbs of Melbourne since 1 January 2002, and what is the methodology for demonstrating any
improvement.

*703 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage—

(1) Does the Bureau of Meteorology keep records that compare its forecast temperatures and conditions
with the actual temperatures and conditions; if so, on a yearly basis, what is its accuracy in each State
capital.

(2) Has the accuracy improved; if so, why.

(3) Are there parts of Australia where that accuracy is worse than others.

(4) What has been the budget allocation for the Bureau of Meteorology in each year since 1995.

*704 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage—Will he make public the
report into the grounding of the Doric Chariot on the Great Barrier Reef.

*705 MR K. J. THOMSON: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community
Services—

(1) What are the origins of the Government’s Quality Assurance System for the disability sector which
was recently enshrined into legislation.

(2) How many disability support agencies will be affected by the new Quality Assurance System.

(3) Will some agencies be unable to operate as a result of the new Quality Assurance System; if so, how
many agencies will be affected.

(4) What was the cost to the Government of conducting the KPMG Business Services review—A Viable
Future.

*706 MR MCMULLAN: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs—

(1) Are the fields and professions of science, chemistry or academia eligible for consideration for
permanent residency status under the Distinguished Talent Category; if not, why not.

(2) What other occupations are eligible to be considered under the Distinguished Talent Category.

(3) How many applications have been lodged under the Distinguished Talent Category in the past 12
months and what were the occupations of the applicants.

(4) How many of these applications were successful and what were the occupations.
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(5) If no applications were received in the past 12 months, when was the most recent successful
application made under the Distinguished Talent Category and under what occupation was it
considered.

MS BURKE: To ask the Ministers listed below (questions Nos. *707 - *723)—

(1) Are there any programs administered by the Minister’s Department that provide, or have provided,
funding to local government authorities in (a) 1996-97, (b) 1997-98, (c) 1998-99, (d) 1999-2000, (e)
2000-2001 and (f) 2001-2002.

(2) If so, for each program for each of the years that funding was granted to local government authorities,
(a) what was the level of funding provided to each local government authority, (b) what was the
purpose for which the grant was made and (c) in which federal electoral division or divisions does
this local government authority fall.

(3) Have any concerns been raised with the Minister’s office or the Minister’s Department from (a) local
government authorities or (b) other organisations regarding cost shifting onto local government in
regard to any programs administered by the Minister’s Department; if so, (a) to what program or
programs did the concern relate and (b) were any investigations undertaken by the Minister’s
Department in relation to these concerns; if not, why not; if so, what were the findings of these
investigations.

*707 MS BURKE: To ask the Prime Minister.

*708 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services.

*709 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer.

*710 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Trade.

*711 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence.

*712 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information Technology
and the Arts.

*713 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs.

*714 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations.

*715 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs.

*716 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage.

*717 MS BURKE: To ask the Attorney-General.

*718 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Finance and Administration.

*719 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry.

*720 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services.

*721 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Education, Science and Training.

*722 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing.

*723 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources.

MS BURKE: To ask the Ministers listed below (questions Nos. *724 - *732)—

(1) Does the Minister’s Department administer any programs relating to illicit drug use.

(2) If so, what has been the level of expenditure on these programs in (a) 1996-97, (b) 1997-98, (c) 1998-
99, (d) 1999-2000, (e) 2000-2001 and (f) 2001-2002.

(3) In relation to programs which have allowed organisations to apply for funding for the delivery of
services or programs, (a) what is the name of each program and (b) what was the level of expenditure
in each State in (a) 1996-97, (b) 1997-98, (c) 1998-99, (d) 1999-2000, (e) 2000-2001 and (f) 2001-
2002 on each program.

(4) In relation to funding under these programs, (a) how many applications were received from within the
electoral divisions of (i) Chisholm, (ii) Aston, (iii) Deakin, (iv) Latrobe and (v) Casey, (b) what is the
name of each organisation that submitted an application, (c) what was the purpose of the funding
being sought in each case, (d) what was the value of funding sought in each case and (e) if the
application was successful, (i) what level of funding was granted and (ii) in which federal electoral
division is the organisation located.

(5) In relation to programs that do not provide for organisations to apply for funding, what was the level
of expenditure for each program in the electoral divisions of (a) Chisholm, (b) Aston, (c) Deakin, (d)
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Latrobe and (e) Casey in (i) 1996-97, (ii) 1997-98, (iii) 1998-99, (iv) 1999-2000, (v) 2000-2001 and
(vi) 2001-2002.

*724 MS BURKE: To ask the Prime Minister.

*725 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services.

*726 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations.

*727 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs.

*728 MS BURKE: To ask the Attorney-General.

*729 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services.

*730 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Education, Science and Training.

*731 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing.

*732 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources.

MS BURKE: To ask the Ministers listed below (questions Nos. *733 - *762)—

(1) Does the Minister administer any Commonwealth funded programs for which community
organisations or businesses can apply for funding.

(2) If so, what are these programs.

(3) Does the Minister’s Department advertise these funding opportunities.

(4) In the electoral divisions of (a) Chisholm, (b) Aston, (c) Deakin, (d) Latrobe and (e) Casey in (i)
1996-97, (ii) 1997-98, (iii) 1998-99, (iv) 1999-2000, (v) 2000-2001 and (vi) 2001-2002, for each of
the programs listed in part (2), (A) what was the name and postal address of each organisation that
sought funding from the Commonwealth, (B) what was the purpose of the funding sought in each
case and (C) for successful applications, what was the level of funding provided.

*733 MS BURKE: To ask the Prime Minister.

*734 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Transport and Regional Services.

*735 MS BURKE: To ask the Treasurer.

*736 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Trade.

*737 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence.

*738 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Communications, Information Technology
and the Arts.

*739 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs.

*740 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Employment and Workplace Relations.

*741 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Immigration and Multicultural and Indigenous Affairs.

*742 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for the Environment and Heritage.

*743 MS BURKE: To ask the Attorney-General.

*744 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Finance and Administration.

*745 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry.

*746 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services.

*747 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Education, Science and Training.

*748 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing.

*749 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Industry, Tourism and Resources.

*750 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Justice and Customs.

*751 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Forestry and Conservation.

*752 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts and Sport.

*753 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Small Business and Tourism.

*754 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Science.

*755 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Regional Services, Territories and Local Government.

*756 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Children and Youth Affairs.

*757 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Employment Services.

*758 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Special Minister of State.
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*759 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Veterans' Affairs.

*760 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Revenue and Assistant Treasurer.

*761 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Ageing.

*762 MS BURKE: To ask the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Affairs.

*763 MR DANBY: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) Is the Minister able to say whether Taiwan was allowed or notto participate in the 55th annual World
Health Assembly (WHA) held in Geneva, Switzerland in May 2002.

(2) Can the Minister confirm that the US, Japan and the European Parliament publicly expressed
concerns at the WHA that Taiwan was not able to participate at the WHA as a separate sovereign
entity.

(3) Does the Australian Government share this view; if so, what measures did it take to ensure that this
view was expressed at the WHA.

(4) Is the Minister aware of President Bush’s recent signing of a new law that commits the US to support
actively Taiwan’s participation at the WHA; if so, is similar action planned by the Australian
Government.

(5) Is the Minister aware of a 1998 outbreak in Taiwan of hand, foot and mouth disease, which affected
as many as 300,000 Taiwanese children, of which 80 died.

(6) Would Taiwan’s admittance to the World Health Organisation (WHO) as a separate sovereign entity
from China see greater action and faster response time from the WHO in such circumstances.

(7) Could these 80 deaths have been avoided.

*764 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Has any embryonic stem cell research been carried out in Australia prior to the Research Involving
Embryos and Prohibition of Human Cloning Bill 2002 being passed.

(2) Has any funding been granted for the establishment of a centre for the purpose of carrying out
research on embryonic stem cells; if so, what sum has been granted.

*765 MR GIBBONS: To ask the Minister for Foreign Affairs—

(1) Is he aware that all the great apes, the gorilla, bonobo, chimpanzee and orang-utan are on the verge of
extinction.

(2) Is he aware that 15,000, or nearly 80%, of the eastern lowland gorillas in the Democratic Republic of
Congo have been killed and eaten by coltan miners.

(3) Is he aware that hundreds of trees are being removed illegally from Tanjung Putting National Park in
Kalimantan, Borneo, thus destroying the orang-utans’ only home.

(4) Is he aware that in 2001 the UN declared the extinction clock was at one minute to midnight for all
the apes and set up a task force to try and raise awareness and funds to try and prevent the extinction
of the apes.

(5) Is he also aware that the UK has already pledged support to the UN task force.

(6) Will the Australian Government follow the lead of the UK and take action to help these animals.

*766 MR MCCLELLAND: To ask the Attorney-General—

(1) Has the Australian Government Solicitor (AGS) been recognised for its efforts to assist staff to
balance the demands of work and family life.

(2) What was the nature of the award and what policies and practices have been implemented by the
AGS which led to the award.

*767 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Which Reserve units, companies, battalions or brigades have been designated High Readiness.

(2) How many Reservists have been designated High Readiness Reserve and Active Reserve.

(3) How many Reservists have been designated High Readiness Reserve without being in a High
Readiness Unit.

(4) Will such High Readiness Reserves be utilised as slots in the Regular Army or in formed Reserve
units; if so, what are the criteria for their utilisation.

*768 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—What is the period of the notice to
move for a High Readiness Reserve and how is that different for a similar Active Reserve (a) individual,
(b) unit, (c) company, (d) battalion or (e) brigade.
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*769 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) What is the training requirement for a High Readiness Reserve and how is that different for a similar
Active Reserve (a) individual, (b) unit, (c) company, (d) battalion or (e) brigade.

(2) What is the extra dollar investment in training for a High Readiness Reserve (a) individual, (b) unit,
(c) company, (d) battalion or (e) brigade.

*770 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Has it been estimated that it costs $4.2 billion to fully equip the Army.

(2) What is the estimated cost to fully equip the (a) High Readiness Reserve (i) individual, (ii) unit, (iii)
company, (iv) battalion or (v) brigade and the (b) Active Reserve (i) individual, (ii) unit, (iii)
company, (iv) battalion or (v) brigade.

(3) What additional equipment is being provided for High Readiness Reserves and (a) what is its cost and
(b) which units will get what equipment and at what cost.

*771 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) How many potential High Readiness and Active Reservists are expected to be recruited in (a) 2002
and (b) 2003.

(2) What is the estimated cost per reserve recruit in (a) 2002 and (b) 2003 for (i) advertising and (ii)
training.

*772 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Is there a mechanism for designating High Readiness Reserves or is it done voluntarily; if so, what
are the details.

(2) What was the mechanism and or criteria for determining which units would be High Readiness
Reserve and Active Reserve.

*773 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—What is the proportion of regular
army personnel for High Readiness Reserve and Active Reserve (a) units, (b) companies, (c) battalions or
(d) brigades.

*774 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Does Army have a plan to close Reserve depots; if so, (a) what is it called and (b) is it publicly
available.

(2) For each calendar year from 1996 to date, (a) which Reserve depots have closed, (b) where were they
located, (c) when did they close and (d) were any sold; if so, for what sum.

(3) Are further Reserve depots closures expected; if so, (a) which Reserve depots, (b) what are their
locations and (c) when are they expected to close.

*775 MR PRICE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—For each year from 1996, have
any new Reserve depots been constructed; if so, (a) where, (b) at what cost and (c) when did they open.

*776 MRS CROSIO: To ask the Prime Minister—

(1) Has his attention been drawn to a letter published in The Sydney Morning Herald on 1 August 2002
from Mr Arthur Sinodinos of his Office, which states that those of his children who live at Kirribilli
House and are financially independent pay board to the Commonwealth.

(2) Which of his children currently live at Kirribilli House.

(3) What sum is paid per month for their upkeep at Kirribilli House.

(4) On what basis is the amount paid assessed, and does it include such things as meals, laundry and
telephone.

(5) To which Commonwealth Department is the board paid.

*777 MRS CROSIO: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Family and Community Services—

(1) Has the Minister’s attention been drawn to findings of the Australian Council of Social Services that
estimate that more than $200 million was collected in social security penalties in 2001-2002.

(2) How many fines were issued in 2001-2002 to Centrelink clients in the electoral division of Prospect.

(3) How many (a) Activity Test breaches and (b) Administrative breaches relating to the (i) Newstart
allowance and (ii) Youth allowance were issued in 2001-2002 to Centrelink clients in the electoral
division of Prospect.

(4) What is the total sum of penalties levied in 2001-2002 to Centrelink clients in the electoral division of
Prospect relating to the (a) Newstart allowance and (b) Youth allowance.
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(5) How many Centrelink clients in the electoral division of Prospect incurred the penalty of having
payments totally withdrawn for 8 weeks.

*778 MS GEORGE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) Are Australian Defence Force personnel issued with all uniforms and equipment free of charge when
beginning their training.

(2) If so, can personnel swap worn out, lost or damaged uniforms and equipment on a one for one basis
or are they required to pay for all new uniforms and equipment after their initial issue.

(3) If personnel are forced to pay for their own replacement uniforms and equipment are they able to
claim it back on tax; if not, why not.

(4) Is it the case that the families of (a) Navy personnel deployed on operations overseas are able to send
mail for no cost up to 3kg, (b) Army personnel deployed on operations overseas are able to send mail
for no cost up to 2kg and (c) Air Force personnel deployed on operations overseas are able to send
mail for no cost up to 1kg; if so, (d) why are the weights at which families can send mail different for
the different services and (e) what action does the Minister intend to take to remedy these
discrepancies.

*779 MS GEORGE: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Health and Ageing—

(1) How many residential detoxification beds are available in the electoral division of Throsby and where
are they located.

(2) How many residential detoxification beds are available in the Illawarra area, which hospitals or non-
government organisations provide them and where are they located.

(3) How many residential rehabilitation beds are available in the electoral division of Throsby.

(4) How many residential rehabilitation beds are available in the Illawarra area, which hospitals or non-
government organisations provide them and where are they located

(5) What facilities exist in the electoral division of Throsby and the wider Illawarra area for the treatment
of people suffering from a combined mental illness and drug dependency.

(6) Which service providers in the electoral division of Throsby and the wider Illawarra area are offering
treatment for people with a drug dependency and what is the nature of their treatment and services.

(7) What is the nature of the Commonwealth assistance provided in the electoral division of Throsby and
in the wider Illawarra area to assist in the area of prevention and treatment of illicit drug abuse.

*780 MS GEORGE: To ask the Minister for Children and Youth Affairs—

(1) How many Commonwealth funded places for outside of school hours care, broken down into the
three service types of (a) Before School Care, (b) After School Care and (c) Vacation Care, are there
in the (i) electoral division of Throsby in total and (ii) post code areas of (A) 2502, (B) 2505, (C)
2506, (D) 2526, (E) 2527, (F) 2528, (G) 2529, (H) 2530 and (I) 2533.

(2) Which organisations in the electoral division of Throsby coordinate the provision of these services.

*781 MS CORCORAN: To ask the Minister representing the Minister for Defence—

(1) What was the sale price of the Defence property known as Chicquita Park, located at Levanto Street,
Mentone, Vic., sold in December 2001.

(2) On what date was (a) the property sold and (b) the sale price agreed upon by the Minister’s
Department and the purchaser.

(3) What conditions, if any, applied to the sale.

(4) How many tenderers submitted a bid.

(5) Was the price in the tender of the eventual purchaser the highest price of all tenders.

(6) By what process did the Minister’s Department satisfy itself that the final price agreed with the
purchaser was a reasonable price for the property.

(7) During negotiations with Kingston Council prior to the sale of Chicquita Park, what estimated value
did the Minister’s Department place on the property.

I. C. HARRIS
Clerk of the House of Representatives
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PUBLICATIONS: Mr Randall (Chair), Mr Adams, Mr Cobb, Mrs Crosio, Mrs D. M. Kelly, Ms J. S. McFarlane,
Mr Tollner.

SCIENCE AND INNOVATION: Mr Nairn (Chair), Ms Corcoran, Mr Evans, Mr Forrest, Ms Grierson, Mr Hatton,
Mr Lindsay, Mr A. D. H. Smith, Mr Ticehurst, Dr Washer.

Current inquiry:

Commitment of Australian business to research and development.

SELECTION: Mr Causley (Chair), Mrs Crosio, Mr Danby, Mr Forrest, Mrs Gash, Mr Hawker, Mr Lloyd,
Mr McArthur, Mr Neville, Mr Quick, Mr Wilkie.

TRANSPORT AND REGIONAL SERVICES: Mr Neville (Chair), Mr Andren, Mr Gibbons, Mr Haase, Mrs Ley,
Mr McArthur, Mr Mossfield, Ms O'Byrne, Mr Schultz, Mr Secker.

Current inquiry:

Commercial regional aviation services in Australia and transport links to major populated islands.

Joint Statutory
ASIO, ASIS AND DSD: Mr Jull (Chair), Mr Beazley, Mr McArthur, Mr McLeay, Senator Calvert,

Senator Sandy Macdonald, Senator Ray.

BROADCASTING OF PARLIAMENTARY PROCEEDINGS: The Speaker, The President, Mr Forrest, Mrs Gash,
Mr Lindsay, Ms J. S. McFarlane, Mr Price, Senator Ferris, Senator Stephens, Senator West.

CORPORATIONS AND FINANCIAL SERVICES: Mr Byrne, Mr Ciobo, Mr Griffin, Mr Hunt, Mr McArthur,
Senator Brandis, Senator Chapman, Senator Conroy, Senator Cooney, Senator Murray, Senator Wong.

Current inquiry:

Level of banking and financial services in rural, regional and remote areas of Australia.

NATIONAL CRIME AUTHORITY: Mr Baird (Chair), Mr Dutton, Mr Kerr, Mr Sercombe, Mr C. P. Thompson,
Senator Denman, Senator Ferris, Senator Greig, Senator Hutchins, Senator McGauran.
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NATIVE TITLE AND THE ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER LAND FUND: Senator Ferris
(Chair), Mr Cobb, Dr Lawrence, Ms Panopoulos, Mr Secker, Mr Snowdon, Senator Crossin, Senator Lees,
Senator McLucas, Senator Scullion.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND AUDIT: Mr Charles (Chair), Mr Ciobo, Mr Cobb, Mr Georgiou, Ms Grierson,
Mr Griffin, Ms C. F. King, Mr P. E. King, Ms Plibersek, Mr Somlyay, Senator Colbeck, Senator Crowley,
Senator Hogg, Senator Moore, Senator Murray, Senator Scullion, Senator Watson.

Current inquiries:

Australia’s quarantine function.

Independent auditing by registered company auditors.

PUBLIC WORKS: Mrs Moylan (Chair), Mr Jenkins, Mr Lindsay, Mr Lloyd, Mr B. P. J. O’Connor, Mr Ripoll,
Senator Calvert, Senator Ferguson, Senator Forshaw.

Current inquiries:

Christmas Island—Christmas Island common use infrastructure—Christmas Island Airport.

Katherine, NT—Perimeter security fence, RAAF Base Tindal.

Newcastle—Stage 1 Redevelopment and facilities for the Airborne Early Warning and Control
Aircraft, RAAF Base Williamtown.

Joint Standing
ELECTORAL MATTERS (Formed 14 February 2002): Mr Georgiou (Chair), Mr Danby, Mr Forrest, Ms Hall,

Mrs Ley, Senator Bartlett, Senator Ferris, Senator Mason, Senator Murray, Senator Ray.

Current inquiries:

Conduct of the 2001 Federal election.

Integrity of the Electoral Roll.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS, DEFENCE AND TRADE (Formed 14 February 2002): Senator Ferguson (Chair), Mr Baird,
Mr Baldwin, Mr Beazley, Mr Bevis, Mr Brereton, Mr Edwards, Mr L. D. T. Ferguson, Mrs Gash,
Mr Hawker, Mr Jull, Mr Lindsay, Mrs Moylan, Mr Nairn, Mr Price, Mr Prosser, Mr Scott, Mr Snowdon,
Mr Somlyay, Mr C. P. Thompson, Senator Bartlett, Senator Bishop, Senator Bolkus, Senator Bourne,
Senator Calvert, Senator Cook, Senator Eggleston, Senator Evans, Senator Gibbs, Senator Harradine,
Senator Sandy Macdonald, Senator O’Brien, Senator Payne, Senator Schacht.

Current inquiries:

Annual reports within the Foreign Affairs portfolio.

Australia’s role in the United Nations.

Australia’s role in the World Trade Organisation.

Department of Defence 2000-2001 annual report.

Enterprising Australia—Planning, preparing and profiting from trade and investment.

Watching Brief on the War on Terrorism.

MIGRATION (Formed 14 February 2002): Ms Gambaro (Chair), Mr L. D. T. Ferguson, Mrs Gash, Mrs Irwin,
Mr Ripoll, Mr Schultz, Senator Bartlett, Senator Eggleston, Senator Kik, Senator McKiernan,
Senator Tchen.

Current inquiry:

Australia’s migration and temporary entry program for skilled labour.

NATIONAL CAPITAL AND EXTERNAL TERRITORIES (Formed 14 February 2002): Senator Lightfoot (Chair),
Ms Ellis, Mr Johnson, Mr Neville, Mr Snowdon, Mr C. P. Thompson, Senator Crossin, Senator Greig,
Senator Lundy, Senator Scullion.

Current inquiry:

Norfolk Island electoral matters.

TREATIES (Formed 14 February 2002): Ms J. I. Bishop (Chair), Mr Adams, Mr Bartlett, Mr Ciobo, Mr Evans,
Mr Hunt, Mr P. E. King, Mr Scott, Mr Wilkie, Senator Barnett, Senator Bartlett, Senator Cooney,
Senator Kirk, Senator Marshall, Senator Mason, Senator Schacht, Senator Stephens, Senator Tchen.
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Current inquiries:

Treaties tabled on 18 June 2002.

Treaties tabled on 25 June 2002.

APPOINTMENTS TO STATUTORY BODIES

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON AUSTRALIAN ARCHIVES: Mr Somlyay (appointed 15 May 2002, for a period of 3
years).

COUNCIL OF THE NATIONAL LIBRARY OF AUSTRALIA: Mr M. J. Ferguson (elected 12 August 1999, for a
period of 3 years).

PARLIAMENTARY RETIRING ALLOWANCES TRUST: Mr Charles (appointed 24 June 1996) and Mr McLeay
(appointed 23 November 1998).

By authority of the House of Representatives


