Leader of the Opposition

31 August 2004

Mr. D. Leyonhjelm
Chairman

The Shooters Party

PO Box 376

Baulkham Hills, NSW 1755

Dear Mr. Leyonhjelm

I am writing in response to your inquiry concerning Labor’s policy position in relation
to sporting shooters.

Labor distinguishes between the criminal use of firearms and their legitimate use by
sporting and recreational shooters.

Federal Labor will seek to ensure that firearms cannot be illegally imported into
Australia by focusing on strong border protection and enforcement of import
restrictions. This is one of the goals of our Coastgnard policy.

In conjunction with its State colleagues, Labor will work with sporting and
recreational shooting organisations to control the criminal use of firearms without

adversely affecting legitimate sporting and recreational shooters.

I am also aware of the concemns of sporting shooters in refation to the Malabar rifle
range and the prospects of finding a replacement rifle range in the Sydney area.

While land-use issues are primarily a State matter, Labor in office would use its best
endeavours to assist in identifying an appropriate and suitable site to which sporting

shooters might move following the toss of the rifle range at Malabar.

Yours sincerely
/wk (M_Q\J\_/\
MARK LATHAM

Suite RG109 Parliament House Canberra ACT 2600 Phone (02) 6277 4022 Fax
{02) 6277 8495




Fecl

Y Ty

L4 Heam B

Femwifer

Thear Faul g

Sarm one thjng shont a sevioug Sl f vrvier o ost vedes, while bnewing that the panty v
vepmrnsmt seied e mrobioe In the i s snd hee doos sething to Sk B e g ey low el

wi

et the Libel o “aeral sepd of Mol e been

.H.»rs wirad P

e dhat’ g ey

o b el irp o £l

£58,

e wind pawer developmanty bo Sonth Gippelesd. Dut
feuilt by Seuth Glopeland oight oW & heennse he
180 vhst provides kups, saeenbdensd

y v anbeidies o

crvens Joded conpmamaities 4 gay g
5 %‘.‘wwmﬁm rafissed 1o slbow oy Bill o

E.m. dﬁf?}g ~%f§, &5y %ﬂmﬁ% e T,

,.

o 1iversd and Malosal Party candidatos hiva ’C‘"“i%},&, 0 ar s persenal politlenl
fmenl penple’s sovcmrns sbout wind power stations In the st couple of weeks,

The leen! Fad

Abthe wime 1 r of thelr parties %,uw g atrythig 1o
ehnyne The b :ﬁ say o The Eg sk :%f wingd power dovelopmuegy

Wroprks ave surd, but Sndis LU iR ‘M:;r CERIEE.
refution so g asne e g
& Few weocks oif ] %‘:W thay

Verre shperal

R

I P,
R S L D GG BRA




FEDERAL LABOR LEADER
MARK LATHAM

TRANSCRIPT OF DOORSTOP

PERTH

27 SEPTEMBER 04

*E&OE ** ‘
Subjects: Election Campaign 2004
LATHAM: I'm here today with Jacinta Collins and Sharryn Jackson to

taunch Labor's plan for early childhood development. 1'd like to thank Ann and
everyone at the Wirrabirra Centre for having us here today. It's the most fun I've
had since I was last at home. It was tremendous to play with the kids and be
part of their day, but our main purpose here of course is to launch this very
important plan, our plan for early childhood development.

Since I've been Labor Leader, I've tried to give the early years a national profile,
in recognition that learning doesn't start the first day of schoal; it starts the first
day of life. In the things that we've achieved from Opposition, the profile we've
given to reading aloud to our infant children, the whole importance of the early
years has been gratifying indeed. I've had so many parents who've mentioned to
me that it is great to hear about the importance of reading to early years. In so
many respects this has been the missing link in our system of lifelong learning in
Australia. The traditional thinking that learning starts with the beginning of the
school years of course ignores the fact that from nought to four, these are the
formative years, the years of brain development, language development, the
little personalities and minds are racing.




We neglect the full potential of our children if we don't have a comprehensive
national plan for early childhood development and that's what Labor is putting
forward here today. The experts of course point out that early intervention,
investing early in the childhood years, is important. That's the commonsense that
every parent in the country knows. It’s just a shame that until now we haven't
had a national plan for early childhood development. So we want to make this a
successful investment in the nation’s future. It's not just about child care as child
minding; we want child care to be early childhood development. We want this to
a regular part of the education system ~ to think of pre-school and child care as
part of the education system and the development of the skills and capacity of
our young Australians,

The core purpose of our early childhood development agenda is about quality
and it’s about learning. It's about seeing it as part of the education system. We
want child care to be more than child minding. That's an important function. It's
an important part of the work and family arguments, the labour market
arguments. But, for the young ones themselves, it's an opportunity to start the
formal learning process in life and that’s an opportunity that's too good to miss,
an opportunity we've got to take for their benefit, an opportunity we've got to
take as a nation.

All the other aspects of our policy hang off that core purpose about learning and
education - issues like access, affordability, training, staffing levels, resourcing,
disadvantage programs. The Howard Government was promising an early
childhood agenda for many years: they never delivered. This is Labor's
commitment to the future of the next generation, the youngest generation of
Australians.

There are several important elements in our plan. The first is that were
introducing a universal free day of care and learning each week for all three and
four-year-olds eligible for the child care benefit. This is quite a historic move. You
can think back to more than 100 years ago when they first said, ‘Oh, let's have
free public education, free schooling for young people from the age of five
onwards.” This is Labor saying we want the universal free day of learning and
opportunity for all the three and four-year-olds who currently gualify for the child
care benefit, That's if their mums and dads are in work, study, or community
volunteering — whatever purpose brings them into the child care benefit, they'll
have a free day under Labor whereby you've got that universal entitlement. They
can start their formal learning in a child care centre and also through pre-school
arrangements that we are separately funding. This initiative, lifting the child care
benefit for the free day — the 10 hours — to an hourly rate of $4.88, so that’s $49
a day. This will save families around the country between $20 and $44 a week.
It’s a policy to lift the financial pressure on families, to ease the squeeze on
middie Australia, in particular. That’s a significant financial benefit for the families
involved.




For a typical family in the child care sector, they use the service two or three
days a week to correspond with their own work arrangements, this is going to be
quite a significant benefit. But it's also most particularly for the children, our
universal entitlement to access learning programs in child care. As 1 say, we see
it as an extention of the public education, the free education principles and
access we've had in our schools, to bring that down into the early childhood
years. It is a great national purpose. It will improve massively in the years ahead
the outcomes that we have in school and post-secondary education — indeed, the
skills and capacity of a whole nation.

The second element in our plan is to invest an extra $252 million in State based
pre-schools. That's around $350 entitlement for each student. We want to work
through COAG, work with the State and Territories, for a national standard of
provision to bring the pre-school arrangements as close as possible to what
we’re doing in child care. That will involve improved access and affordability,
increased quality, We basically want to move towards universal pre-school and
child care learning programs for all three and four-year-olds, and to have in
place the free day arrangement is a very important start, the foundation stone,
in that respect.

The third aspect of our policy is to increase the number of long-day care places
by 6,500 with a particular emphasis on baby care — nought to two. This has been
the area of great shortage. We have a paucity of long-day care places right
around the country. It is particularly tough for people who live on the suburban
edge and have got the long traveiling times: if they haven't got the long-day care
place then of course they haven't got an opportunity to get into the work force
and realise their own aspirations and financial potential. So an extra 6,500
places, emphasising the baby care. There will be 87 new services and they'll
have to provide a minimum of 15 baby spots — nought to two — so we can fill
that gap that’s been left by the Howard Government.

The fourth aspect of the policy is to increase the number of out of school hour
places by 8,000 over four years, providing extra flexibility to help people balance
their work, families, study and community demands. Another initiative is to boost
fearning resources for Family Day Care and playgroups. Again, we want this to
be more than child minding, we want it to be early childhood development, so
we'll be putting significant money into books, learning materials, so the Family
Day Care and the playgroups can have that all important learning component.
Basically, where children gather at age three and four, we want a learning
component. We want a learning exercise being undertaken for the benefit of
those children.

The sixth initiative, the final initiative Il mention before handing over to Jacinta,
is the one that I've particularly promoted and is close to my own heart and
practices at home, the Read Aloud Program, the provision of three bocks for the




new bubs — one at birth, one when the parents enrol at the local library and one
if they do the Adult Literacy Program. So we're providing the books for learning
materials to encourage parents to read aloud in the home. All the studies and
commonsense indicate that if you read three books a night to the infant children
they’ll be literate and have numbers by the time they go to school at age five.
What a great investment. It happens in most of the homes around the country —
I've been promoting it to the hilt but, for those parents who haven't got the aduit
literacy skills and confidence to do it, we'll have a $40 million investment in adult
literacy so they can do the programs to make them confident in this area and
pass on those advantages of reading aloud to their infant children and give them
the flying start in life.

Our plan is comprehensive, It's not just affordability, it's not just access, it's not
just wark force arrangements, it's not just quality; it is a big commitment to
education and learning to early childhood development. You need that
comprehensive plan to make it a real policy for the future. Anyone can throw
money at problems in public life. Anyone can throw money out prior to an
election, but you actually need the big structured improvements to get it right,
particularly in such an important area as early childhood development. We owe it
to the children to get it right. Labor has got the comprehensive plan, and we
think it's overwhelmingly the right approach in this key sector.

Jacinta will now speak about the other initiatives ~ the resource centres, the
parenting programs, the home visits, the disadvantaged initiatives and also the
work force measures and plannihg as part of our comprehensive plan for the
benefit of these great little Australians. Thanks, Jacinta.

COLLINS: Thank you very much, Mark, and thank you for the support
in getting this agenda up publicly for Australian children. As Mark pointed out,
we have a better plan, with genuine elements of reform, unlike the Howard plan
announced yesterday. All three and four-year-olds will be eligible for this free
day. However, some may choose to remain exclusively in the State pre-school
systems. If that's the case, they will get relief through our other measure. But
let’s be clear: all three and four-year-olds would be eligible to take up approved
CCB places and get access to this free day, regardless of what their mother or
father may be doing. It is not linked to a work test, like the one Howard
announced yesterday. It also provides relief to children in pre-schools, unlike the
measure announced by the Howard Government yesterday.

But, further to that, in the broader plan, we also include $9 million of funding to
develop integrated children’s services. So, like this service here, there is an
integration for children between care and pre-school services — that
arrangements are put in place to ensure that all of our children, when they are
four years of age can access the State funded pre-school systems if they're
needing CCB funded care as well. Also we want to integrate with other services




for families so that families can have a one-stop-shop, so to speak, rather than
needing to do drop offs and pick ups around five different locations, depending
upon their number of children and where eise those children might be but also to
allow specialist services to be integrated with child care so that you can have
immunisation and specialist visits occurring as part of the child care experience.

Further to that, we have an extra $50 million of funding coined A HeadStart for
New Parents. This builds upon the Howard Government’s Stronger Families
funding but has a clear strategy about what outcomes we hope to achieve for
families and children receiving assistance under this program. One of those clear
outcomes, for instance, is to improve the maternal child health home visitation
services, free visits for children and their mother shortly after the birth of a child
to ensure that they are getting that best start at that very early stage in
childhood development.

We also have a broader focus on disadvantaged children. We are announcing
today 13 new MACS services — they're integrated Indigenous services. There has
been no increase for many years under the Howard Government in the
integrated child care services available for Indigenous children. We are also
building on a pilot run by Hanover Services in Victoria on additional support for
homeless children. These are children who, because of their parent’s
homelessness, have developmental delays and need additional assistance to help
their early childhood development and we're directing $35 million there.

Further we will also build on additional support for children that have special or
additional needs. Under Read Aloud Australia the outreach workers that we've
put in place to help parents and children with literacy difficulties will also work
with children with additional needs issues to ensure that they're integrated into
the broad range of child services. This includes ensuring that they have access to
child care places, ensuring they have access to pre-schools, ensuring that they
can become involved in playgroup services, and Family Day Care services.

Now, many say, what's the point of all of this, if you can't solve the crisis in the
number of workers working within child care? We know that there is a shortage
of child care workers and there is no point generating new places if you can't
find the workers to work in those places. Unlike the Howard Government, Labor
will have a work force plan. We announce here today that, as part of that plan,
we will instigate training bonuses to encourage more child care workers to re-
enter work in child care but also to undertake further training as well. Further to
that, we're putting funds into planning fo deal with a range of other issues that
need to be dealt with amongst the child care work force.

The final point I} make, which is included in this statement, is the importance of
planning. The Howard Government withdrew from planning in the provision of
iong-day care child care places, places such as those in this centre here, and this
is where the critical shortage has now been. This is because in long-day care




places there was no growth, despite growing community demand for long-day
care place, there was no growth for four years up until the last year. The Howard
Government refers to the growth in outside school hour care places. When it
throws numbers, they are just saying that there has been overall growth. But in
the number of places available for parents who want to place the child in a child-
care centre such as this, there has been very limited growth. We have
announced today that we will boost the number of places but we'll do it a
planned way so that communities, such as this one here, where the Department
of Family and Community Services highlights that there is a critical shortage.
Rather than just waiting for the private sector to take its time to get involved in
areas particularly those of disadvantage, we will give additional support to the
community based sector to establish services where they're needed and required
and to also ensure that diversity remains in the delivery of early childhood
services. That's our broad plan. It's a better plan than that delivered by the
Howard Government. The Howard Government has dropped the ball on
developing a national agenda for early chiidhood. This plan includes genuine
elements of reform and it will be a significant investment in the future of
Australia’s children,

JOURNALIST: Mr Latham, why would parents prefer this free day to the
rebate that John Howard offered yesterday?

LATHAM: It is part of a comprehensive plan. It is not a political tactic
like Mr Howard has got to throw money around. It is part of a comprehensive
plan that involves early childhood development. It's part of a learning system.
it’s part of the education system. It is not only financial refief but it's helping
chiidren develop their full potential in life by saying that, for three and four-year-
olds in this country, we want a universal free day of learning that's funded by the
Government. It’s the equivalent of what we've done for so many years, so many
decades, in the school system. You've got a real plan here to develop the
children, as well as provide the financial relief for families that allows them to get
into the day of learning free of charge. That is just so much more beneficial. I
know that as a parent money matters ~ we all know that as parents — but what
realty matters, what's really in your heart, the thing that you are really desperate
for in life is the great start for the children. If you've got the emphasis on
iearning and early childhood development, and reading books, and developing
their personalities, their minds, their brains, their potential, their intelligence in
life that’s the thing that every parent wants. Of course financial relief is
important and we can point out the ways in which our financial relief will go
much further than the Howard Government for typical families and in particular
circumstances but the thing that we're putting forward is a genuine plan for early
childhood development. That overwhelmingly is in the interests of the nation and
the interests of the parents who've got the little ones.




JOURNALIST: How does you plan financially benefit parents more than the
Coalition’s plan?

LATHAM: If you look at, say, a couple called Joseph and Anna, they've
got two children, they use 25 hours per week long-day care — so that's a very
typical scenario; the typical family in Australia uses two and half days a week -
they've got one child aged four, they've got a combined income of $55,000 —
again, they're middle Australia — they currently pay $55 a week in gap fees.
Under our child care free day they gain $22; under the Coalition’s 30 per cent
rebate they get $15 per week. So the typical family type in Australia is ahead by
$7. On top of that we're funding the equivalent benefit for an extra 240,000 pre-
school students who were totally left out of the Howard Government policy. Our
free day is also available to people outside the work force. So the mums who do
the great community service — helping out in the tuck shop at the local school
and they've got their little one in the child care centre, they're eligible for our
free day. We have it in place for those extra circumstances, pre-school ~
240,000, that’s a big number. The families where one of the parents is
undertaking community work is still qualifying for the child care benefit.

We'd also argue that our policy is superior because, under the Howard
Government approach, obviously you can't access a rebate if you can't find a
place and there is a terrible paucity of long-day care places that we are trying to
correct with our expansion, the extra places that we're putting in. Also, our
financial benefit is available weekly. With the Government’s you have to wait
until the end of the year. These expenses are weekly. They haven been
happening right now so it is obviously better to have the benefit weekly instead
of at the end of the year. We've got an emphasis on quality because, for a lot of
parents the main thing — obviously the finances are important but the main thing
you are worried about is that when you're handing your child over to the custody
and care of others the peace of mind comes from the quality care, the great
chiid care workers, so you can go and do your own work knowing the children
will be well looked after. Unless you've got quality access and a broader
approach that involves pre-school, then you're really selling short the potential of
these financial advantages.

JOURNALIST: Won't parents using three days or more be financially better
off under the Coalition's pian and the 30 per cent rebate?

LATHAM: If you go out to five days that's the case but the typical
instance in Australia, the typical work and family balance, is the second parent
doing two or three days a week paid work and using child care for that amount
as well. So we're matching up to the real life Australian circumstances where,
invariably, in the vast majority of cases the second parent is in the work force on
a part-time basis, These been an extraordinary explosion in part-time and casual
work in Australia and our policy is designed to match up to that circumstance.




JOURNALIST: Isn’t there a danger that by formalising the education
process in the early childhood that even parents who are staying at home with
their kids might feel pressure to put their kids into care for one or two days a
week just so their kids are keeping up with the others?

LATHAM: It's a choice and every parent wants the very best start in
life for their children. For the parents at home, whether it's at home tonight or at
home right now, we've got the Read Aloud Program to help with reading and
literacy programs — so all the parents are educating their children in the home by
reading aloud. That’s important, but I think for parents it's an option; it's a
choice and it's part of the balance of life. I mean, in a busy life these days, if you
are working, you've got the obvious family commitments, the love and care, you
might have study commitments. We all taik about lifelong learning, retraining,
study commitments and of course we are not just members of families we
belong to communities and there would be hundreds of parents today helping in
the tuck shop, helping the charities, supporting older Australians. So getting the
balance right — when you talk about work and family, I've always thought it's
work, family, study and community. Having the flexibility of having the child care
place, the free day, for the learning and benefit of your child, to help you
batance all of those things, I think that is the best policy, the best way of
thinking about how we can help parents as they make those particular choices
and juggle all those priorities in their busy lives.

JOURNALIST: Whose plan will benefit more families, overall, financially?

LATHAM: We've got the benefit there for 480,000 children, those in
pre-school, those in child care, three and four. But I've just got to make the
point that while we've got a very good financial initiative; we come at this as
early childhood development. My point is any politician, a couple of weeks before
an election, can say, 'Look here’s a fistfull of dollars. Be mesmerized by that.” It
doesn’t mean you're going to get it after the election, and we've got a bad
record of Coalition governments that pull the money back and you never see it.
We actually need real plans for the benefit of the country, and our starting point
is education. It’s learning, it’s early childhood development. And off that we hang
our financial benefits which we can argue are more substantial for the typical
family balancing all these priorities. We've got quality initiatives, work force
initiatives, reading aloud in the home. It's a comprehensive plan as opposed to a
political tactic that is cobbled together at the last minute, the fistfull of dollars
that people probably won't see after the election,

JOURNALIST: Mr Latham, the policy says that it is fully funded but you
haven't identified any savings. How are you going to pay for it?

LATHAM: Are you from the Australian Financial Review?
JOURNALIST: {inaudible]




LATHAM: I mean, this is just a useful campaign resource - I don't
always agree with the things that are in your editorials but isn't it great that
every day in the campaign on page 10 the Australian Financial Review does this
wonderful community service, spreading information about this campaign? It
points out spendometer. ‘Coalition promises on top of the budget.” Under
savings, every morning you've got to get your microscope out, your magnifying
glass, and you will see that the Coalition has made savings of $0.9 billion. Then
you go down to Labor, ‘Promises on top of the latest budget updates.’ ‘Savings’
$21 billion — that's $21 billion of savings that we've identified with more to come.
I mean the great community service we get in the Australian Financial Review
every day makes a stunning point about economic responsibility, What would
you ever say about a party that only produced $0.9 biilion worth of savings?
They've given up on the efficiency of Government. They've given up on
identifying waste and mismanagement. They've given up on giving the taxpayers
value for money and the public should give up on them. Any party that produces
such a miniscule bar graph as that, the public should give up on them, because
they've given up on economic responsibility. We've got commitments that are
funded by $21 billion of savings and more to come in the course of this
campaign.

JOURNALIST: By the end of the campaign, will the two bars be equal
there? Will you {inaudible] zero?

LATHAM: I tell you what: we're going to be a lot more equat than the
party above us on the Fin Review spendometer because at the moment they're
$20 biltion short. Mr Howard likes the cricket analogy where they go short run —
he’s $20 billion short in terms of economic responsibility — that’s a big short run:
$20 billion short run in terms of his economic credentials.

JOURNALIST: But are you funding this policy from the surplus as opposed
to savings?
LATHAM: We'll be identifying further savings in the course of the

campaign. It is fully costed and fully funded.

JOURNALIST: Just getting on to this issue of choice. Mr Howard in his child
care announcements yesterday was talking about stay at home mums. There
was this big package for stay at home mums. I know —

LA?HAM: It was a $300 increase in FTB B — T wouldn't call it a big
package, another fistfull of dollars.

JOURNALIST: I think it was a billion dollars or something - you were just
talking about the read aloud but what else is in this package for stay at home
mums? How does this integrate with choice?
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LATHAM: It is the chance to have their children in learning programs,
pre-school and child care. Stay-at-home mums do a great job in nurturing their
children but that powerful combination of education and learning in the home —
that formal education which to this point in time in Australia we thought that
happens at school age, when they're five. What we're saying is let’s do it at three
and four. Let's combine the resources and get the learning happening in both
settings — the formal setting and the home learning environment - so that we're
fulfilling the potential of three and four-year-old children. That's a great
advantage but you know from our tax and family package that we're not just
engaged in financial benefits; we're actually solving problems, the two tax-free
thresholds. Solving the family debt crisis, providing financial incentive for people
to move from welfare to work. We're the only party putting forward the real
improvements that represent a plan for the future as opposed to a political tactic
cobbled together on a Sunday morning?

COLLINS: Can I add on stay-at-home mums. Stay-at-home mums are
much better off under this package. Stay-at- home mums under the Howard
package have no access to the 30 per cent rebate, no access at all whereas stay-
at-home mums will have access to our free one day of care or, if they choose to
continue exclusively using the pre-school, they'll get the value of the $350 per
year per child we're putting into the State system. When mums choose to stay at
home, many of them also choose to stay within the State based, community
based pre-school systems for three and four-year-olds and what Labor is saying
is that's a valid choice and we will help fund it.

LATHAM: That's a good point because Mr Howard is looking at the stay at
home mums as a financial equation. But it leaves out the great priority that all
parents give to the education and development of their children. I mean, if that’s
not a big part of your lives, I think Mr Howard has got a very very strange
understanding of what parents really want for the future.

JOURNALIST: How far are these extra places going to go? It is not going
to mean that every parent who wants long-day care place is going to get it, is it?

LATHAM: No, the 6,500 places should be about 14,000 children will
benefit, given the fact that a couple of children will fili the places at various parts
of the week so 14,000 that helps. It's hard to measure the extent of the backlog,
other than anecdotally talking to parents. But 14,000, along with the out-of-
school care, the extra places there, obviously makes a good difference and that
needs to be a priority. What we've identified here is a whole range of problems
that need to be solved simultaneously as part of a comprehensive plan.

JOURNALIST: The wages for child care workers has been identified as a
key problem in the last couple of years. Why have you chosen not to do
something to try and lift the wages for child care workers?
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LATHAM: There's a claim current before the tribunal and we've said
that we will support the outcome of that claim but we don’t know what it’s going
to be. I assume the Howard Government would be supporting the outcome of
the claim, notwithstanding some of the criticisms that Peter Costello has made in
the past. He has said that paying child care workers too much is part of the
problem in this sector. I don't think you can ever have a world class system,
unless we regard child care workers as professional people, valuable workers
who should be held in high regard and paid a decent amount. I've seen some of
the comparisons — garbos do a great job but I tell you what child care workers
should be paid more than that, in terms of the work and service that they do for
our society. The Howard Government must have to factor that in as well because
if the argument runs that, if the wages go up, the costs of child care will go up
they'll have that extra cost in their 30 per cent rebate just as we will have to deal
with it in Government as well.

JOURNALIST: John Howard spent a lot more money yesterday. Can we
expect Labor to perhaps try and match some of that on Wednesday?

LATHAM: We don't see this as a spendathon. We don't see this as a
spendometer campaign. We see it as a problem solving opportunity for the
benefit of the Australian people. I mean, in this country, there is a rich and
unfortunate history of parties that have thrown money at problems but didn't
necessarily solve them. You just end up with more waste and mismanagement
and worse off than when you started. Throwing money at a public issue and
problem doesn’t necessarily solve it. You actually need a plan about the future
rather than a clearance sale, rather than a giveaway, rather than Crazy John's
clearance sale. I mean, you've actually got to do a lot better than that and that's
what we're on about. We don't see this as an expenditure exercise. It's a
problem solving exercise that’s about improvements. It's about structured gains
for the Australian people and if resources matter you back them into the policies
that will be getting the results in the future.

JOURNALIST: This morning Mr Howard said there is a community
expectation that the Government will never put the budget into deficit. Do you
agree with him?

LATHAM: He said that prior to the last election and then it went into
deficit so he doesn’t even agree with himself.

JOURNALIST: But do you agree?

LATHAM: If you keep spending at this rate of course it'’s going to go

into deficit. They said prior to the last federal election there would be no deficits
and they bobbed up straightaway with a deficit in the budget accounts. So he's
got bad form. He’s on a spendathon. He did it prior to the last election. The
budget bobbed into deficit and, if he keeps it up in this election, it is bound to be
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in deficit under the Coalition but certainly not under Labor. Again, because as
you see in the Anancial Review every day we're the only party making significant
savings. Go the spendometer: it proves us to be the party of economic
responsibility and downward pressure on interest rates.

JOURNALIST: Are you committing a Labor Government to always have a
surplus budget?

LATHAM: Yes.

JOURNALIST: What do you think of this idea of giving money direct to

school committees, the P&Cs?

LATHAM: Parental involvement in schools matters but I would have
thought that parents want a coordinated approach. Everyone is trying to work
for the benefit of the children. You couldn't have a system where the P&C
decides to fund one project, the education department goes off in a competing
direction or, even worse, there is duplication where they're both planning the
same project and funding the same bit of work. I would have thought you need
to get people together. Mr Howard has got this divisive view in public education
that you've got to divide peopie. Let’s divide the P&C from the teachers; let’s
divide the teachers from the education authorities. Well, let’s actually get them
together working cooperatively for the benefit of the school because, at the end
of the day, it is not what you think of the unions, or the P&C or the State
Government, it's what you think of the children. I know for a fact that we're
going to get the best resuits for the children if we all work together for their
benefit instead of playing silly politics with their future.

JOURNALIST: Are there currently enough places available to provide this
universal one day free a week for three and four-year-olds?

LATHAM: It's availabie to those who are in a place. There are 240,000
and we've got expansion plans that factor in growth as well.

JOURNALIST: Mr Latham, how are you going to pick the books for the
Read Aloud Program? Who gets to pick the books?

LATHAM: There is a recognised list of children’s books that are
approved. We don't let unsuitable books go out there. Of course, any of the
[inaudible] book shops, parents complain to the Government and that's how it's
deait with. How do you pick the books? I mean, the parents would have a pretty
good understanding of what's available. People of my age — I can remember Dr
Zeus and you've got Mem Fox. There‘ll be an approved list of books. It's about
the system that people have — the book vouchers — and people use that for the
approved books. I don't know what you're driving at there but if you nick down
to Dymocks or Angus and Robertson’s or any other bookstore the kids books are
all pretty clean.
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JOURNALIST: Can you expand on the Indigenous sector of this?

COLLINS: The Indigenous statement deals with generating another 13
MACS services — theyre the multifunctional indigenous child care services. At the
moment there’s been no growth in those services but a growth in demand for
Indigenous child care and often that's also linked in assisting the early
development of Indigenous children so those centres are established and
generaily community run in the Indigenous communities. It is a model that we
know works, that the Government and Department of Family and Community
Services tell us work, but there’s been no growth in those services for quite some
time. We are proposing another 13 services that we'll deliver to more Indigenous
children.

JOURNALIST: You talked about a universal pre-school system. You have
identified that as something you would like Government to provide

LATHAM: Working with COAG and the States, yes. We want to bring
these same principles into the pre-school system. Where you've got very uneven
provision around the country and different pricing arrangements, we want to put
the $250 million on the table and work with the States to get a national standard
of provision and affordability and access.

JOURNALIST: By when?

LATHAM: As soon as that can be done. It will be one of the —we are
going to meet more often with COAG and we've got more opportunities for
cooperation, Federal and State Labor, and this education initiative is very
important. T think this is the main thing out of what we're saying here today that
this not just dollars and cents. Tt is important financial relief, the free day really
matters for parents, but this is part of the education system. This is a step
forward that we've never seen in this country. You know, to step forward into
saying that three and four-year-olds are going to have entitlements and
opportunities for formal learning and education. That is such an advance for the
skills, capacity and potential of our country. This is education policy and not just
financial relief for families.

JOURNALIST: Mr Latham, you were having a great time playing with the
kids. There's been a lot of talk about the lack of male role modes. Pre-school and
child care is predominantly a female industry; do you think there should be a
way of encouraging more men fo get into the industry?

LATHAM: Yes, well, some men do.
Interjection — a decent pay rate.

LATHAM: Ann has given the best answer that a decent pay rate would
obviously be helpfui but I think it's also a question of male identity. The
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traditional male role of being dominant in the work force, muscle and machine
power, being the dominant breadwinner. That has all weakened for obvious and
in most respects good reasons that we've got greater equality between men and
women in the work force in our society. So men are reaching out for new
sources of identity. I've promoted the value of fatherhood, being a parent. I
think men need to be understanding and encouraging of other men who decide
to be stay-at-home dads and do what I was doing every day of the week. So,
too, we need to be encouraging of men who want to work with children and be
part of the child care sector and pre-school and be teachers. We've got initiatives
to try and bring men back into the teaching professions, to provide those male
role models. So its not just about the role models for the children, its also I think
an important way of saying to men, 'Look, life has not ended because we are no
longer dominant breadwinners as much as we used to be. There are actually
many, many more foving and wonderful experiences in life that come out of
parenthood, working with chitdren’ and that's a great thing for men to think
about and aspire to.

JOURNALIST: What happens if the tribunal doesn't agree with the pay
increase? You've already said that they should be paid more. Will you commit to
paying them more even if the tribunal says you don't have to?

LATHAM; It's an industrial matter, you see. You know in our industrial
relations policy we support the independent umpire and we'll be looking to see
what result is achieved so we will just have to wait and see what happens.
Thanks very much.

fEnds]






