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COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Hansard

1996

FIRST SESSION OF THE THIRTY-EIGHTH PARLIAMENT

(FIRST PERIOD)

The House of Representatives, on 30 November 1995, adjourned until 12.30 p.m. on
Tuesday, 13 February 1996. By proclamation the Thirty-seventh Parliament was prorogued
and the House of Representatives was dissolved by His Excellency the Governor-General on
29 January 1996. The Thirty-eighth Parliament was convened for the dispatch of business on
30 April 1996 at 10.30 a.m., and the First Session commenced on that day.

Tuesday, 30 April 1996

PROCLAMATION
The House met at 10.30 a.m., pursuant to

the proclamation of His Excellency the Gov-
ernor-General.

The Clerk read the proclamation.

OPENING OF PARLIAMENT
The Usher of the Black Rod, having been

announced, was admitted, and delivered the
message that the Deputy of the Governor-
General for the opening of the parliament
desired the attendance of honourable members
in the Senate chamber.

Honourable members attended accordingly,
and having returned—

AUTHORITY TO ADMINISTER OATH
OR AFFIRMATION OF ALLEGIANCE

The Deputy authorised by the Governor-
General to administer the oath or affirmation
entered the chamber.

The Clerk read the authority authorising the
Hon. Sir Francis Gerard Brennan AC, KBE,
Chief Justice of Australia, to administer the
oath or affirmation of allegiance to the Queen
required by the constitution to be taken or

made by members of the House of Represen-
tatives.

RETURNS TO WRITS
The Clerk laid on the table duly endorsed

returns to the writs for the election of mem-
bers of the House of Representatives held on
2 March 1996.

MEMBER FOR BLAXLAND

Resignation
The Clerk informed the House that, on 23

April 1996, the Governor-General received a
letter from the Hon. Paul John Keating,
resigning his seat as member for the Electoral
Division of Blaxland, New South Wales.

MEMBERS SWORN
The following honourable members made

and subscribed the oath or affirmation of
allegiance:
Abbott, Anthony John, Warringah, New South
Wales
Adams, Dick Godfrey Harry, Lyons, Tas-
mania
Albanese, Anthony Norman, Grayndler, New
South Wales
Anderson, John Duncan, Gwydir, New South
Wales
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Andren, Peter James, Calare, New South
Wales
Andrew, John Neil, Wakefield, South Aust-
ralia
Andrews, Kevin James, Menzies, Victoria
Anthony, Lawrence James, Richmond, New
South Wales
Bailey, Frances Esther, McEwen, Victoria
Baldwin, Peter Jeremy, Sydney, New South
Wales
Baldwin, Robert Charles, Paterson, New
South Wales
Barresi, Phillip Anthony, Deakin, Victoria
Bartlett, Kerry Joseph, Macquarie, New South
Wales
Beazley, Kim Christian, Brand, Western
Australia
Beddall, David Peter, Rankin, Queensland
Bevis, Archibald Ronald, Brisbane, Queens-
land
Billson, Bruce Fredrick, Dunkley, Victoria
Bishop, Bronwyn Kathleen, Mackellar, New
South Wales
Bradford, John Walter, McPherson, Queens-
land
Brereton, Laurence John, Kingsford-Smith,
New South Wales
Broadbent, Russell Evan, McMillan, Victoria
Brough, Malcolm Thomas, Longman, Queens-
land
Brown, Robert James, Charlton, New South
Wales
Cadman, Alan Glyndwr, Mitchell, New South
Wales
Cameron, Eoin Harrap, Stirling, Western
Australia
Cameron, Ross Alexander, Parramatta, New
South Wales
Campbell, Graeme, Kalgoorlie, Western
Australia
Causley, Ian Raymond, Page, New South
Wales
Charles, Robert Edwin, La Trobe, Victoria
Cobb, Michael Roy, Parkes, New South
Wales

Costello, Peter Howard, Higgins, Victoria
Crean, Simon Findlay, Hotham, Victoria
Crosio, Janice Ann, MBE, Prospect, New
South Wales
Dondas, Nicholas Manuel, Northern Territory,
Northern Territory
Downer, Alexander John Gosse, Mayo, South
Australia
Draper, Patricia, Makin, South Australia
Ellis, Annette Louise, Namadgi, Australian
Capital Territory
Elson, Kay Selma, Forde, Queensland
Entsch, Warren George, Leichhardt, Queens-
land
Evans, Gareth John, QC, Holt, Victoria
Evans, Martyn John, Bonython, South Aus-
tralia
Evans, Richard David Conroy, Cowan, West-
ern Australia
Fahey, John Joseph, Macarthur, New South
Wales
Ferguson, Laurie Donald Thomas, Reid, New
South Wales
Ferguson, Martin John, Batman, Victoria
Filing, Paul Anthony, Moore, Western Aus-
tralia
Fischer, Timothy Andrew, Farrer, New South
Wales
Fitzgibbon, Joel, Hunter, New South Wales
Forrest, John Alexander, Mallee, Victoria
Gallus, Christine Ann, Hindmarsh, South
Australia
Gambaro, Teresa, Petrie, Queensland
Gash, Joanna, Gilmore, New South Wales
Georgiou, Petro, Kooyong, Victoria
Grace, Edward Laurence, Fowler, New South
Wales
Grace, Elizabeth Jane, Lilley, Queensland
Griffin, Alan Peter, Bruce, Victoria
Halverson, Robert George, OBE, Casey,
Victoria
Hanson, Pauline Lee, Oxley, Queensland
Hardgrave, Gary Douglas, Moreton, Queens-
land
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Hawker, David Peter Maxwell, Wannon,
Victoria
Hicks, Noel Jeffrey, Riverina, New South
Wales
Hockey, Joseph Benedict, North Sydney, New
South Wales
Holding, Allan Clyde, Melbourne Ports,
Victoria
Hollis, Colin, Throsby, New South Wales
Howard, John Winston, Bennelong, New
South Wales
Jeanes, Susan Barbara, Kingston, South
Australia
Jenkins, Henry Alfred, Scullin, Victoria
Johnston, Henrike, Canning, Western Aust-
ralia
Jones, Barry Owen, AO, Lalor, Victoria
Jull, David Francis, Fadden, Queensland
Katter, Robert Carl, Kennedy, Queensland
Kelly, De-Anne Margaret, Dawson, Queens-
land
Kelly, Jacqueline Marie, Lindsay, New South
Wales
Kemp, David Alistair, Goldstein, Victoria
Kerr, Duncan James Colquhoun, Denison,
Tasmania
Langmore, John Vance, Fraser, Australian
Capital Territory
Latham, Mark William, Werriwa, New South
Wales
Lawrence, Carmen Mary, Fremantle, Western
Australia
Lee, Michael John, Dobell, New South Wales
Lieberman, Louis Stuart, Indi, Victoria
Lindsay, Peter John, Herbert, Queensland
Lloyd, James Eric, Robertson, New South
Wales
McArthur, Fergus Stewart, Corangamite,
Victoria
McClelland, Robert Bruce, Barton, New
South Wales
McDougall, Graeme Robert, Griffith, Queens-
land
McGauran, Peter John, Gippsland, Victoria

McLachlan, Ian Murray, AO, Barker, South
Australia
McLeay, Leo, Watson, New South Wales
McMullan, Robert Francis, Canberra, Austral-
ian Capital Territory
Macklin, Jennifer Louise, Jagajaga, Victoria

Marek, Paul, Capricornia, Queensland.

Martin, Stephen Paul, Cunningham, New
South Wales
Melham, Daryl, Banks, New South Wales

Miles, Christopher Gordon, Braddon, Tas-
mania
Moore, John Colinton, Ryan, Queensland

Morris, Allan Agapitos, Newcastle, New
South Wales
Morris, Peter Frederick, Shortland, New South
Wales
Mossfield, Frank William AM, Greenway,
New South Wales
Moylan, Judith Eleanor, Pearce, Western
Australia
Mutch, Stephen Bruce, Cook, New South
Wales
Nairn, Gary Roy, Eden-Monaro, New South
Wales
Nehl, Garry Barr, Cowper, New South Wales

Nelson, Brendan John, Bradfield, New South
Wales
Neville, Paul Christopher, Hinkler, Queens-
land
Nugent, Peter Edward, Aston, Victoria

O’Connor, Gavan Michael, Corio, Victoria

O’Keefe, Neil Patrick, Burke, Victoria
Price, Leo Roger Spurway, Chifley, New
South Wales
Prosser, Geoffrey Daniel, Forrest, Western
Australia
Pyne, Christopher Maurice, Sturt, South
Australia
Quick, Harry Vernon, Franklin, Tasmania

Randall, Donald James, Swan, Western
Australia
Reid, Nicholas Bruce, Bendigo, Victoria

Reith, Peter Keaston, Flinders, Victoria
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Rocher, Allan Charles, Curtin, Western
Australia
Ronaldson, Michael John Clyde, Ballarat,
Victoria
Ruddock, Philip Maxwell, Berowra, New
South Wales
Sawford, Rodney Weston, Port Adelaide,
South Australia
Scott, Bruce Craig, Maranoa, Queensland
Sercombe, Robert Charles, Maribyrnong,
Victoria
Sharp, John Randall, Hume, New South
Wales
Sinclair, Ian McCahon, New England, New
South Wales
Slipper, Peter Neil, Fisher, Queensland
Smith, Anthony Charles, Dickson, Queensland
Smith, Stephen Francis, Perth, Western
Australia
Smith, Warwick Leslie, Bass, Tasmania
Somlyay, Alexander Michael, Fairfax,
Queensland
Southcott, Andrew John, Boothby, South
Australia
Stone, Sharman Nancy, Murray, Victoria
Sullivan, Kathryn Jean Martin, Moncrieff,
Queensland
Tanner, Lindsay James, Melbourne, Victoria
Taylor, William Leonard, Groom, Queensland
Theophanous, Andrew Charles, Calwell,
Victoria
Thomson, Andrew Peter, Wentworth, New
South Wales
Thomson, Kelvin John, Wills, Victoria
Truss, Warren Errol, Wide Bay, Queensland
Tuckey, Charles Wilson, O’Connor, Western
Australia
Vaile, Mark Anthony James, Lyne, New
South Wales
Vale, Danna Sue, Hughes, New South Wales
Wakelin, Barry Hugh, Grey, South Australia
West, Andrea Gail, Bowman, Queensland
Williams, Daryl Robert, AM, QC, Tangney,
Western Australia
Willis, Ralph, Gellibrand, Victoria

Wilton, Gregory Stuart, Isaacs, Victoria
Wooldridge, Michael Richard Lewis, Chis-
holm, Victoria
Worth, Patricia Mary, Adelaide, South Aus-
tralia
Zammit, Paul John, Lowe, New South Wales

SPEAKER

Election
The Clerk—Honourable members, the next

business is the election of a Speaker.
Mr CHARLES (La Trobe)—It is with

great pleasure that I propose to the House for
its Speaker the honourable member for Casey,
Mr Halverson. I move:

That the honourable member for Casey do take
the chair of this House as Speaker.

The Clerk—Is the motion seconded?
Mr Vaile —It gives me great pleasure to

second the motion moved by the member for
La Trobe that the member for Casey be the
Speaker of this House.

The Clerk—Does the honourable member
for Casey accept the nomination?

Mr Halverson—Mr Clerk, I accept the
nomination.

The Clerk—Is there any further proposal?
There being no further proposal, the time for
proposals has expired. I declare that the
honourable member proposed, Mr Halverson,
has been elected as Speaker.

Honourable members—Hear, hear!
Mr SPEAKER (Hon. Robert Halverson

OBE)—I wish to express my grateful thanks
for the high honour the House has been
pleased to confer upon me.

Mr Speaker having seated himself in the
chair—

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime Minis-
ter) (11.27 a.m.)—Mr Speaker, it is with very
considerable pleasure that, on behalf of the
government and in my first remarks to this
new parliament as Prime Minister of Austral-
ia, I extend to you the congratulations of the
government parties on your election. You
have been a very distinguished and effective
member of the House of Representatives since
your election to the seat of Casey in 1984. I
have known and observed your work in the
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government parties in our earlier manifesta-
tion in opposition. You bring a background in
the armed services of Australia. You bring to
the job of Speaker a considerable affection
and regard for the institution of parliament.

I would like to take this opportunity in
congratulating you to reaffirm a number of
the things that I have said about the import-
ance of reasserting the supremacy of the
parliament over the executive—and I say that
very deliberately. It is part of our system of
government that the executive is controlled by
parliament and parliament controlled by the
law and the customs and conventions of our
society. I think it is important that steps are
made on both sides of the parliament to
reassert and re-establish a degree of respect
and regard for the institution.

Let me say that, for my part but without in
any way abandoning the proper role of robust
debate and the natural and legitimate right of
any government to advocate with passion its
own political cause, this is a parliament
comprised of a government and an opposition.
There is a role in the national parliament for
proper and full expressions of view from both
sides of politics. I will, to the best of my
ability, extend proper courtesies to the Leader
of the Opposition (Mr Beazley), to all mem-
bers of the opposition and to the independent
members, who are greater in number on this
occasion than in any of the parliaments that
I have sat in since my election in 1974. I can
say to you, Mr Speaker, that you will have
from me and from the members of the
government cooperation and support.

As I said during the election campaign and
previously, I would like to have a far more
independent role for the Speaker—and that is
not meant to reflect adversely on people who
have gone before you in that role. I simply
say that I would like the Speaker to be as
independent as possible. I know that you have
already announced some steps that you
propose to take to give some substance to
that, but the real substance of whether or not
we have an independent Speaker in this place
depends upon how the Speaker behaves, how
we behave and how we behave towards each
other. Putting aside the formality of it, the
substance of independence by you will be

asserted by how you conduct yourself and
how you dispense fairly and equitably the
standing orders of the parliament. If they
stand in need of change over time, then the
government is willing to, in proper consulta-
tion with the opposition, consider that.

I think you would already be aware that the
government proposes to sponsor a change to
the standing orders to allow a more free-
flowing reporting of what goes on in this
chamber by television and radio networks and
in fact to resurrect some proposals that were
adopted by one of your predecessors, only to
be summarily jettisoned by the government of
the day. We will have great pleasure in
reasserting those because we thought your
predecessor was right on that particular issue
and the former government was wrong. I say
to the honourable member for Cunningham
(Mr Martin): you were absolutely right,
Stephen; you really were.

The other thing that we intend to do, of
course, is to return question time to 2 o’clock
in the House of Representatives. I should
confirm to the parliament, as I have to the
people of Australia, that I will be in attend-
ance, barring unforeseen circumstances, at
every question time when the parliament sits.

So to you, sir, it is with a genuine degree
of warmth that I congratulate you. I know that
you will bring enormous commitment and
personal dedication to the job of Speaker.
You respect the parliament. You respect the
office to which you have been elected. You
understand its history. You understand its
traditions. You understand the need for it to
be filled with a degree of fairness and propri-
ety to both sides, respecting that at the end of
the day it is important, if we are to have an
increased national esteem for the political
process in this country, that both sides of the
House and you and the three of us together do
our level best to bring that about. Congratula-
tions. I wish you a long, meritorious and
uninterrupted service for several parliaments
into the future in your newly chosen and
newly elected role.

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the
Opposition) (11.33 a.m.)—I join the Prime
Minister (Mr Howard) in his congratulations
to you, Mr Speaker, on your elevation. We on
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this side of the House view your elevation
with pleasure. We have known you for a
considerable time now. We have always
found you to be a person who deals straight
with people and we have every anticipation
that you will continue to do that.

In the Westminster system you sit in this
parliament in an office of very high import-
ance. I think those of us who love and know
the parliamentary tradition think back to
Speaker Lenthall and his confrontation with
the Crown. He informed their agents that he
had neither eyes to see, nor ears to hear, nor
mouth to speak, except as the House of
Commons directed him. That was a standard
of courage which Speakers have attempted to
emulate ever since. You sit there in Speaker
Lenthall’s tradition and, as a result of that, as
well as your own personal attributes, we
respect you and look forward to your conduct
of the chair over the next parliament.

We also understand that you are here as
something of a living symbol of some ele-
ments of the Prime Minister’s humour. It did
not strike us as immediately likely, when the
Prime Minister during the election campaign
announced an intention to support an inde-
pendent Speaker, that we would in fact find
the Chief Whip of the coalition parties sitting
in that place. We thought that the Prime
Minister might have had something else in
mind when he discussed an independent
Speaker in that mode.

I see a new interpretation of that has em-
erged from the Prime Minister, and that
relates not so much to the symbols of the
office but how you might ultimately decide to
conduct yourself. I think the public might
have been looking forward to either the
appointment of one of the Independents or
perhaps something altogether different and an
altogether different tradition being established,
perhaps something along the lines of the
British House of Commons.

We on this side of the House have no
particular objection to the Prime Minister not
appearing to decide to proceed down that line,
basically because we have always been quite
satisfied with the system that produces the
Speakers. Therefore, we are quite cheerful to
find the Prime Minister emulating our past

practices. We do not find that a difficult thing
to live with at all. We suspect he might find
it somewhat difficult to live with, but we do
not find it difficult to live with.

I note with joy the Prime Minister’s asser-
tion of the superiority of the parliament over
the executive and I look forward to manifesta-
tions of that as this proceeds—for example,
manifestations of decisions to refer to the
Procedure Committee changes to the standing
orders before implementation or debate in this
chamber.

Generally speaking, we chose when we
were changing standing orders to refer those
to the Procedure Committee. So we will be
providing an opportunity tomorrow, when the
standing orders get placed, for a gesture from
the parliament as to whether or not there will
be an assertion of the parliament over the
executive by a reference of those standing
order changes to the Procedure Committee.
Whether or not parliament subsequently
decides to accept the recommendations of the
Procedure Committee is another matter.

Mr Speaker, we also know that you are a
manifestation of the Prime Minister’s sense of
humour in another area. You are going to be
one of the few members of the Liberal Party
actually voted on to achieve a position of
high office. We understand indeed that the
chairmanship of parliamentary committees
will not be the subject of a vote from the
Liberal Party but be by appointment by the
Prime Minister—the Privileges Committee
and all the other parliamentary committees
associated with it.

This is an interesting thing from two points
of view. Firstly, there might be a question
mark in the mind of the public about whether
or not this is yet another manifestation of the
Prime Minister’s sense of humour when it
comes to conveying a view that there is a
superior position in the parliament as far as
relationships of the executive are concerned.
The other aspect of the Prime Minister’s
position on this is one that we would fully
comprehend: if you took a look at the Liberal
Party, would you want them voting for you in
the best of circumstances? Answer: no, you
could not trust them with a vote. But, Mr
Speaker, they have trusted you with a vote on
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this occasion and it is a good thing that you
have emerged from it, even though I under-
stand there was some reluctance on your part.

Again, within the tradition of Speaker
Lenthall and others at the time who had to be
put in the chair at sword point, you attempted
to place there your former superior as
Minister for Defence, and I do praise you for
that noteworthy allegiance to your former
commanding officer. I note in that regard you
failed, but you at least did your duty. As an
indication of your willingness to do your duty
in this chamber, it was a very good sign to
the rest of us.

I want you to know that we will completely
settle for the interpretation of standing orders
that we heard you so frequently give as Chief
Opposition Whip. There was an interpretation
of the standing orders—on questions of
relevance and the like—that we found quite
delightful. I note from the comments that you
have thus far made in public that you have an
intention to follow those down the line, as
well as being a strict disciplinarian, and we
can live with that too.

Our congratulations go to you. We under-
stand too that you are going to wear robes but
not a wig. You are one of the members of
this chamber who can delight in the fact that
a wig is not necessary, either physically or
symbolically. We are prepared to go along
with that halfway house to the common touch
of the Speaker as well.

I end where I began. We have some know-
ledge of you in your dealings with us over the
years. You are an excellent choice for Speak-
er. You are an honourable, decent human
being, a man of great direction, and we think
that you will grace the chair.

Mr SPEAKER —Thank you kindly.

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (11.39 a.m.)—This is a historic
moment at the start of the 38th Parliament
and one which I think should be honoured
properly with your elevation to the chair. I
recognise that your military service over the
years in the Royal Australian Air Force was
outstanding. You were commissioned in 1957
and promoted to Squadron Leader in 1966,
Wing Commander in 1974 and Group Captain

in 1979. There are few of us now in the
parliament who are ex-service men or women
or returned service men or women, but it is a
particular delight to me that you come from
the junior service—the Royal Australian Air
Force—and that you are well equipped from
that first-hand experience in those demanding
roles of Squadron Leader, Wing Commander
and Group Captain to now act as Speaker of
this House of Representatives, Speaker of the
Parliament of Australia. I congratulate you
and congratulate you on behalf of the parlia-
mentary National Party.

It was a pity, as we set out in a new parlia-
ment, that the Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Beazley) strayed. I do not propose to respond,
because it is a historic occasion which de-
serves honour, other than to point out that
you, sir, have decided to withdraw from the
meetings of the party of which you are a
member in taking up your role of Speaker. I
commend you on that decision. It is a deci-
sion not taken lightly and one which stands
you well as you take up the honourable
responsibility of Speaker of the House of
Representatives.

I have every confidence, Mr Speaker, that
you will carry out those duties with a fair
application of the standing orders, which
duties will involve a two-way cooperative
contract with the members. I am sure that on
this first day of the parliament members will
set out with the right intentions to cooperate
with you in helping you to discharge those
very difficult and challenging duties. We wish
you well and extend our greetings to your
family. We know that you will enjoy the
confidence of the House, as the Prime
Minister (Mr Howard) said, for many years to
come.

Mr SINCLAIR (New England) (11.42
a.m.)—Mr Speaker, I would also like to
compliment and congratulate you on your
elevation to the high post you now occupy.
All of us recognise that in the makings of any
parliament so much depends on the character
and nature of debate. Those of us who were
in the old place rather regret that, in the eight
years since we have been in this chamber, at
times the nature of debate has not been
perhaps as extensive or of the degree required



8 REPRESENTATIVES Tuesday, 30 April 1996

to reflect the points of view of all people of
Australia or as embracive as it should be. I
know you will encourage that. I wish you
well in your post.

I thank those members of your party who
saw fit to allow my name to be put forward
as a candidate for the position. I have every
confidence in your ability to fill your post
with great distinction. My compliments to
your family and yourself in the office you
now occupy.

Mr REITH (Flinders—Leader of the
House) (11.44 a.m.)—Mr Speaker, I also add
my congratulations to you on your election to
the office of Speaker. You had a distinguished
career in the service of our country prior to
entering the parliament and you have had a
very active career in the parliament to date in
committees and in the work of our party.

Perhaps on a lighter touch, if Russ Gorman
and Lloyd O’Neil were here today, I think
they would join in the words of support from
the Leader of the Opposition (Mr Beazley).
You often used to meet in a certain room past
the old dining room in the old House—the
one with the big tables with the green felt.

Mr Speaker, you have been very active in
so many aspects of the parliament. In accord-
ance with the expression of support from the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard) and an indica-
tion of the government’s view about the
handling of parliament, I also am keen to
work within the standing orders to see a lift
in the parliamentary standards.

By way of passing comment, I was interest-
ed in the remarks of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in regard to the implementation of
committee reports and the putting of propo-
sals to parliamentary committees—in particu-
lar, the parliamentary Standing Committee on
Procedure—for consideration prior to imple-
mentation. In fact, the matters about which we
have given notice have been to the Procedure
Committee, were recommended by the com-
mittee and, of course, were not approved and
taken up by the previous government. For
example, the return to the previous general
practice of presenting second reading
speeches is just one of the many matters
about which we will implement the commit-
tee’s recommendation. The allotting of specif-

ic time for grievance debates is another. We
look forward to joining in debate in a robust
way but within the confines of the standing
orders, and we hope the Leader of the
Opposition’s memory can be extended back
beyond 2 March.

Mr MARTIN (Cunningham) (11.45 a.m.)
—Mr Speaker, I join my colleagues in offer-
ing my personal congratulations to you on
your elevation to this very high position. I
have been taken by comments made by
people in this place about the role which you
will play, the way in which members of this
House will respect the position of Speaker,
and I cannot help reflecting that those same
comments were made in the case of many of
your predecessors.

I would simply say to us all in this place,
having had some experience of this, that your
job will be made a lot easier by the way in
which we as members of this place conduct
ourselves. For our part, I think it is fair to say
that it is a new era. There is no doubt about
that. I think your role can be made easier by
the way in which members themselves regard
this institution of parliament.

I also noted with interest some comments
that have been made about issues such as
independence, impartiality and fairness—new
terms, I might say, to some of us in this
place! I always remember that many of the
people on the other side who are now point-
ing their fingers at me seemed to get a rea-
sonable deal.

Mr McGauran —You never practised on
me.

Mr MARTIN —I refer particularly to the
member for Gippsland. I have got all the
notes he used to send me, in which he said,
‘Thank you for giving questions to the Na-
tional Party; the Liberals want them all.’ I am
sure his colleagues did not know about that,
but I have kept them all, Peter! I am not sure
whether I will ever publish a book and in-
clude them; nevertheless, I have still got
them.

Mr Speaker, I would like to offer you one
or two words of advice in a very serious vein.
The first is that your responsibility goes well
beyond just the maintenance of control in this
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chamber, as you will find out. You are re-
sponsible, either individually or severally with
the President of the Senate, for the welfare of
every person who works within this building.
You have four departments of state to run. In
difficult economic times and in government
policy terms, that is going to be a real chal-
lenge for you to administer. But in that role
you have departmental heads who will give
you absolute, superb and loyal service. I can
go no further than to suggest to you that any
time the Clerk of the House of Representa-
tives chooses to give you advice, if you stray
from that, you do so at your peril. In terms of
people who can keep you on the straight and
narrow, there are none better than these three
sitting here, in terms of control of this place
and administration of the parliament and what
this institution means. I know they will be not
only willing to do so but also straining at the
bit to get to you and give you some of that
advice.

There are others, of course, who will be
more than prepared to do so. I do not know
whether it is by good fortune, good luck or
mismanagement, but I have been allocated a
seat close to you. Whilst I said behavioural
standards in this place depend on us all, there
is nothing like an ex-Speaker sitting close by
to whisper advice occasionally to you. It will
be unbiased, it will be fair, it will be impar-
tial.

Mr Reith —It will be standing order 303 for
you!

Mr MARTIN —And 304A and 303 are not
necessarily interested in hearing from you, I
must say. Some people in this place do not
know what that is, but I am sure some of
them will get to know it.

Let me conclude by again saying to you
that from my perspective the position of
Speaker to which you have now been elected
could not have gone to a better choice from
the other side of the parliament—indeed, from
within the whole House. I think you are an
honourable person. I have had the opportunity
to work closely with you in this place since
1984. I have had the opportunity to talk with
you at length on issues which have been of
concern to me in my former life as the Speak-
er. I know we share the same sorts of values

about the importance of the parliament and
this parliamentary institution. I wish you
success. I am available at any time for consul-
tation. I do not know whether you will choose
to take that up, but I hope that you do. There
are some things I am sure I can tell you about
this place which the clerk does not want me
to tell you about, but I will.

We look forward to your stewardship of
this place over the coming term of this parlia-
ment being effective, fair, unbiased, impartial
and as independent as your colleagues on the
other side of the parliament would want it to
be. Congratulations. I look forward to work-
ing with you.

Mr CHARLES (La Trobe) (11.50 a.m.)—
Mr Speaker, I rise with great delight to
congratulate you on your election to high
office. I think I speak for all of us on this
side of the House when I say it was with
great delight yesterday that we had the oppor-
tunity to select the Speaker, because we now
sit on the right side of the House. It has been
a long time in opposition, so we will enjoy it.

I also want to speak for the people of my
electorate and the people of the nation. One
thing that was apparent to me in the most
recent election campaign was that the people
have said, ‘This huge antagonism in the
House of Representatives needs to come to an
end. We would like to respect our members
of parliament. We would like them to repre-
sent the values that we hold dear, and we
don’t see that now. We’re giving you’—the
then opposition—‘an opportunity to run the
show with honesty and integrity.’ I think it
behoves all of us to remember the message
that the people of Australia are looking to us
to act as their leaders, not as a bunch of
squabbling school children.

I am sure that with your background in the
military you will see to it that we behave
more reasonably than we have in the most
recent past. I was thinking about what your
experience as a stockbroker would bring to
this place. It occurred to me that, with this
huge backbench on the government side of
the House, your ability to count, so that
honourable members know they have an equal
chance of asking questions and getting up in
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adjournment debates and grievance debates,
will be appreciated.

Mr Speaker, we all congratulate you. We
are confident that your honesty, integrity and
impartiality will show through in the way in
which this chamber now operates.

Mr VAILE (Lyne) (11.52 a.m.)—Mr
Speaker, I would like to join previous speak-
ers and the Prime Minister (Mr Howard) in
congratulating you on your election to this
high office and wish you all the best in
performing the tasks that lay ahead. Like the
previous speaker, the member for La Trobe
(Mr Charles), I think you would be well
aware of the wishes of the Australian people
which were clearly expressed at the last
election with regard to the conduct of this
chamber. You are now the custodian of the
standing orders of this chamber, the clearing
house of political debate in Australia. You
have an awesome responsibility.

I think your background and history in
service to this nation—which dates back from
1957 all the way through to the present
position to which you have been elected
today—will stand you in good stead as you
guide the debate in this chamber and also
return the confidence that the people of
Australia have placed in this parliament with
their wish to see a lifting of the level of
debate and an increase in the respect they
have for their representatives and the oper-
ation of this parliament on what they have
been in the past.

So, Mr Speaker, to you, your wife and your
family, congratulations on your election to
this high office. It is a very important position
and it is an awesome task that you have in
front of you. I wish you all the best.

Mr FILING (Moore) (11.53 a.m.)—I join
with colleagues in the House to congratulate
you on your election to the honoured position
of Speaker of the House. As a former party
colleague of yours and having served for
some time in the whips office, I have grown
to respect your capacity for hard work and
your honourable approach to your duties,
particularly when you served as the Chief
Opposition Whip.

Mr Speaker, I have spoken to you in recent
times to ascertain your approach to the func-
tions of the office of Speaker and, in particu-
lar, on your views as to the question of the
independence of the role of Speaker. I have
read and listened to your comments in the
media since your election—certainly since
your election as a coalition nominee for the
position—and, obviously in the chamber
today, I listened with interest to the comments
of the Prime Minister (Mr Howard). Although
the position that the Prime Minister and you
have signalled for your work is a distinct
improvement, there is still somewhat of a gap
between what has been indicated today and
what was promised by the Prime Minister
during the recent federal election campaign.

Mr Speaker, as an Independent member of
this House, my rights to represent my con-
stituents will depend very heavily on your
application to the independent role of Speak-
er. It is absolutely clear in my mind that the
vast majority of the Australian population
expect a great improvement in the way in
which we all conduct ourselves and the way
in which this chamber conducts itself. Like-
wise, there is an expectation which has
followed the election of the new government
that the perceived and real shortcomings will
be dealt with in the spirit of the Prime
Minister’s statements before and during the
federal election.

Mr Speaker, finally can I just say that you
are only too aware, as the Prime Minister has
indicated, that in this chamber is the largest
group—minus one, at the moment—of elected
independent members since the parliament of
1929. In fact, if you took out the independent
members who were identified as either inde-
pendent nationalists or members of the West-
ern Australia party, I believe that this would
be the largest group of elected Independents
since Federation. I might add that in the
records, there are no official reports of party
affiliation of members by the Department of
the House of Representatives until 1956, so
there may well be some inaccuracies in some
of the earlier records.

I might just point out, Mr Speaker, that we,
the Independent members, will be making a
submission to you on the administrative
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processes relating to the procedures of the
House and, in particular, the administrative
arrangements for the Independent members
that were applicable in the previous parlia-
ments which were administered then by the
then Chief Opposition Whip, who was your-
self. That submission will seek to have our
members here recognised, for the purposes of
administration only, as a group or an alliance
of non-aligned members.

Honourable members interjecting—

Mr FILING —I have listened with interest
to the interjections of the member for Wat-
son—

Mr Leo McLeay —I never said anything.

Mr FILING —and of course I make no
reflection on his role as the Chief Opposition
Whip, other than the fact that, quite clearly,
as Independent members, it is probably
contrary to our interests to represent our
constituents in an independent way; to have
our interests administered by the Chief Oppo-
sition Whip. As a consequence, we will be
approaching you to have what would be an
unprecedented new arrangement which would
allow for our interests, our speaking rights—
our rights, for instance, to ask questions of
ministers during question time. Our rights on
the membership of committees, the most
important function of the role of members of
parliament, would be included in that submis-
sion.

Mr Leo McLeay —Do you want a salary
for a whip?

Mr FILING —The member for Watson
interjects yet again. I might tell him that that
particular aspect of the arrangement is of no
interest. We—in this case, the five Independ-
ent elected members—are all interested in
ensuring that we are in a position to properly
represent our constituents as Independent
members, that we are able to speak in this
chamber in our rightful position on the speak-
ing lists, and that we perform that function to
the best of our ability.

Mr SPEAKER —I thank the honourable
member for Moore (Mr Filing) for his com-
ments. I look forward to receiving his submis-
sion in due course, deliberating on it and
making the appropriate decisions.

Honourable members, I am greatly hon-
oured and deeply touched by the kind expres-
sions of congratulations and goodwill that
have been expressed. I trust that I will prove
worthy of the confidence that has been placed
upon me. To do so, I will need your cooper-
ation.

We would do well to remember that we are
here, all of us, as the servants—not the
masters—of this House and the people of
Australia. We have an obligation to represent
them with dignity and with due regard for the
institution which is the cornerstone of our
democracy. It is our collective responsibility
to ensure that this parliament is relevant and
meaningful to the citizens of this nation, and
that we carry out our duties in a manner
which is a reflection of our concern for and
consideration of their needs and aspirations
and is deserving of their respect.

Benjamin Disraeli expressed it well:
. . . all power is a trust . . . we are accountable for
its exercise . . . from the people, and for the
people, all springs, and all must exist.
I want to assure you—I want to assure you
all—that I will be taking up the challenge of
the Prime Minister’s call for an independent
Speaker. For my part, I will be striving at all
times to exercise my role and obligations as
Speaker in an objective, constructive and
impartial manner. I earnestly and sincerely
seek and will expect your assistance in this
endeavour. I thank the House.

PRESENTATION TO GOVERNOR-
GENERAL

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime
Minister) (12 noon)—Mr Speaker, I have
ascertained that it will be His Excellency the
Governor-General’s pleasure to receive you in
the Members’ Hall immediately after the
resumption of the sitting, which I understand
will be at 2.30 p.m.

Mr SPEAKER —Prior to my presentation
to His Excellency this afternoon, the bells will
ring for five minutes so that honourable
members may attend in the chamber and
accompany me to the Members’ Hall when
they may, if they so wish, be introduced to
His Excellency.

Sitting suspended from 12.01 p.m. to
2.30 p.m.
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Mr Speaker and honourable members
proceeded to the Members’ Hall, and having
returned—

Mr SPEAKER —I have to report that,
accompanied by honourable members, I
proceeded to the Members’ Hall and present-
ed myself to His Excellency the Governor-
General as the choice of the House as its
Speaker, and that His Excellency was kind
enough to congratulate me.

AUTHORITY TO ADMINISTER OATH
OR AFFIRMATION

Mr SPEAKER —His Excellency also
presented to me an authority to administer to
members the oath or affirmation of allegiance.
I now lay the authority on the table.

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR-
GENERAL

The Usher of the Black Rod, being an-
nounced, was admitted, and delivered a
message that His Excellency the Governor-

General desired the attendance of honourable
members in the Senate chamber.

Mr Speaker and honourable members
attended accordingly, and having returned—

MINISTERIAL ARRANGEMENTS
Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime

Minister) (3.30 p.m.)—Mr Speaker, I have the
honour and the pleasure to inform the House
that, following the election held on 2 March
1996, the Governor-General commissioned me
to form a government. The ministry was
appointed on 11 March. I understand that a
document giving details of the ministry will
be included inHansardand also in theVotes
and Proceedings. This document which I
present to the House is a list of ministers and
the offices they hold. It shows those ministers
who constitute the cabinet and provides
details of representation arrangements in each
chamber. It also shows the details of the
parliamentary secretaries whom I have ap-
pointed.

The document read as follows—

HOWARD MINISTRY

Title Minister Other Chamber

Prime Minister The Hon John Howard, MP Senator the Hon
Robert Hill

Minister for Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Affairs

Senator the Hon John Herron The Hon Dr Michael
Wooldridge, MP

Parliamentary Secretary (Cabinet) The Hon Chris Miles, MP

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon Nick Minchin
Minister for Trade (Deputy Prime
Minister)

The Hon Tim Fischer, MP Senator the Hon
Robert Hill

Minister for Foreign Affairs The Hon Alexander Downer, MP Senator the Hon
Robert Hill

Parliamentary Secretary (Trade) Senator the Hon David Brownhill

Parliamentary Secretary (Foreign
Affairs)

The Hon Andrew Thomson, MP

Treasurer The Hon Peter Costello, MP Senator the Hon Jim
Short

Assistant Treasurer Senator the Hon Jim Short The Hon Peter
Costello, MP

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon Brian Gibson
Minister for Primary Industries
and Energy

The Hon John Anderson, MP Senator the Hon
Warwick Parer

Minister for Resources and Energy Senator the Hon Warwick Parer The Hon John
Anderson, MP

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon David Brownhill
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Title Minister Other Chamber

Minister for the Environment
(Leader of the Government
in the Senate)

Senator the Hon Robert Hill The Hon Warwick
Smith MP

Minister for Sport, Territories
and Local Government

The Hon Warwick Smith, MP Senator the Hon
Robert Hill

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon Ian Gordon Campbell
Minister for Communications and
the Arts
(Deputy Leader of the Government
in the Senate)

Senator the Hon Richard Alston The Hon Warwick
Smith, MP

Minister for Industrial Relations
(Leader of the House)

The Hon Peter Reith, MP Senator the Hon
Richard Alston

Minister Assisting the Prime Minister
for the Public Service

Senator the Hon
Richard Alston

Minister for Social Security Senator the Hon Jocelyn Newman The Hon Philip
Ruddock, MP

Minister Assisting the Prime
Minister for the Status of Women

The Hon Judi
Moylan, MP

Parliamentary Secretary
(Manager of Government Business
in the Senate)

Senator the Hon Rod Kemp

Minister for Industry, Science and
Tourism
(Vice-President of the Executive
Council)

The Hon John Moore, MP Senator the Hon
Warwick Parer

Minister for Science and Technology
(Deputy Leader of the House)

The Hon Peter McGauran, MP Senator the Hon
Warwick Parer

Minister for Small Business and
Consumer Affairs

The Hon Geoff Prosser, MP Senator the Hon
Warwick Parer

Minister for Defence The Hon Ian McLachlan, AO, MP Senator the Hon
Jocelyn Newman

Minister for Defence Industry,
Science and Personnel

The Hon Bronwyn Bishop, MP Senator the Hon
Jocelyn Newman

Minister for Veterans’ Affairs The Hon Bruce Scott, MP Senator the Hon
Jocelyn Newman

Minister for Transport and Re-
gional Development

The Hon John Sharp, MP Senator the Hon
Richard Alston

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon Grant Tambling
Minister for Health and Family
Services

The Hon Dr Michael Wooldridge, MP Senator the Hon
Jocelyn Newman,

Minister for Family Services The Hon Judi Moylan, MP Senator the Hon
Jocelyn Newman

Parliamentary Secretary Senator the Hon Bob Woods
Minister for Finance The Hon John Fahey, MP Senator the Hon Jim

Short
Minister for Administrative Services The Hon David Jull, MP Senator the Hon Jim

Short
Minister for Employment, Educa-
tion, Training and Youth Affairs

Senator the Hon Amanda Vanstone The Hon David
Kemp, MP

Minister for Schools, Vocational
Education and Training

The Hon David Kemp, MP Senator the Hon
Amanda Vanstone

Minister Assisting the Minister
for Finance for Privatisation

Senator the Hon Jim
Short

Parliamentary Secretary The Hon Tony Abbott, MP
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Title Minister Other Chamber

Minister for Immigration and Multi-
cultural Affairs

The Hon Philip
Ruddock, MP

Senator the Hon Jim
Short

Attorney-General and Minister for
Justice

The Hon Daryl Williams, AM, QC, MP Senator the Hon
Amanda Vanstone

Each box represents a portfolio. Cabinet Minis-
ters are shown in bold type. As a general rule, there
is one Department in each portfolio. Except for the
Department of the Prime Minister and Cabinet, the
Department of Foreign Affairs and Trade, the
Department of the Environment, Sport and Territor-
ies and the Attorney-General’;s Department, the
title of each Department reflects that of the Port-
folio Minister. There is also a Department of
Administrative Services in the Finance portfolio;
and a Department of Veterans’ Affairs in the Def-
ence portfolio

Mr HOWARD —I would also like to take
this opportunity to table a ministerial guide
setting out certain practices and principles
which will be followed by the members of the
administration. I understand that this is the
first time that such a document has been
produced.

Mr Speaker, I would also like to inform the
House that the honourable member for
Mitchell, Mr Cadman, has been appointed
Chief Government Whip; and the honourable
member for Corangamite, Mr McArthur, and

the honourable member for Adelaide, Ms
Worth, have been appointed government
whips.

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY:
LEADERSHIP

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the
Opposition) (3.32 p.m.)—Mr Speaker, I have
the honour to inform the House that the
Parliamentary Labor Party has elected me as
its leader and the honourable member for
Holt, Mr Gareth Evans, as Deputy Leader—
we all look forward to the honourable
member’s maiden speech in this chamber. The
honourable member for Watson, Mr Leo
McLeay, has been appointed Chief Opposition
Whip and the honourable member for Port
Adelaide, Mr Sawford, and the honourable
member for Fowler, Mr Grace, have been
appointed as opposition whips. I understand
that a full list of my shadow ministry will be
incorporated inHansard.

The document read as follows—

SHADOW MINISTRY

Hon Kim C Beazley MP Leader of the Opposition
Hon Gareth Evans QC MP Deputy Leader of the Opposition

Shadow Treasurer
Senator the Hon John Faulkner Leader of the Opposition in the Senate

Shadow Minister for Social Security
Senator the Hon Nick Sherry Deputy Leader of the Opposition in the Senate

Shadow Minister for Finance and Superannuation
Hon Simon Crean MP Shadow Minister for Industry and Regional Development

Manager of Opposition Business
Hon Bob McMullan MP Shadow Minister for Industrial Relations

Assistant to the Leader of the Opposition on Public Service
Matters

Hon Michael Lee MP Shadow Minister for Health
Hon Dr Carmen Lawrence MP Shadow Minister for the Environment, Shadow Minister for

the Arts
Assistant to the Leader of the Opposition on the Status of
Women

Senator the Hon Bob Collins Shadow Minister for Primary Industries, Northern Australia
and Territories

Hon Laurie Brereton MP Shadow Minister for Foreign Affairs
Hon Peter Baldwin MP Shadow Minister for Education and Youth Affairs
Senator the Hon Peter Cook Shadow Minister for Commerce and Small Business
Senator the Hon Nick Bolkus Shadow Attorney-General and Minister for Justice
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Martin Ferguson MP Shadow Minister for Employment and Training
Hon Arch Bevis MP Shadow Minister for Defence
Hon Duncan Kerr MP Shadow Minister for Immigration

Assistant to the Leader of the Opposition on Multicultural
Affairs

Senator the Hon Chris Schacht Shadow Minister for Communications
Hon Stephen Martin MP Shadow Minister for Veterans’ Affairs

Shadow Minister for Sport and Tourism
Lindsay Tanner MP Shadow Minister for Transport
Hon Neil O’Keefe MP Shadow Minister for Resources and Energy
Jenny Macklin MP Shadow Minister for the Aged, Family and Community

Services
Stephen Smith MP Shadow Minister for Trade
Mark Latham MP Shadow Minister for Competition Policy and Assistant to

the Shadow Treasurer
Shadow Minister for Local Government

Daryl Melham MP Shadow Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
Assistant to the Shadow Foreign Minister on Arms Control

Hon Martyn Evans MP Shadow Minister for Science and Information Technology
Laurie Ferguson MP Shadow Minister for Administrative Services
Senator Belinda Neal Shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs

Assistant to the Shadow Minister for Health

OTHER ELECTED OFFICERS

House of Representatives
Hon Leo McLeay MP, Chief Opposition Whip and Deputy Manager of Opposition Business
Rod Sawford MP, Opposition Whip
Ted Grace MP, Opposition Whip

Senate
Senator Chris Evans, Senate Opposition Whip
Senator Dominic Foreman, Senate Deputy Opposition Whip
Senator Stephen Conroy, Senate Deputy Opposition Whip

APPOINTED SECRETARIES
Senator Kim Carr, Parliamentary Secretary to Senate Opposition Leader and Manager of Opposition
Business
Gavan O’Connor MP, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Opposition
Hon Andrew Theophanous MP, Secretary to Shadow Ministry

NATIONAL PARTY OF AUSTRALIA:
LEADERSHIP

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (3.33 p.m.)—Mr Speaker, I have the
honour and pleasure to inform the House that
a meeting of the Parliamentary National Party
after the election has re-elected me as leader
of the National Party; the honourable member
for Gwydir, Mr Anderson, as Deputy Leader
of the National Party; the honourable member
for Riverina, Mr Hicks, as Chief National
Party Whip; and the honourable member for
Lyne, Mr Vaile, as Deputy Whip of the
National Party.

PARLIAMENTARY PROCEEDINGS
BROADCASTING AMENDMENT BILL

1996
First Reading

Bill presented byMr Howard , and read a
first time.

Explanatory memorandum presented byMr
Howard; ordered that the second reading be
made an order of the day for the next sitting.

GOVERNOR-GENERAL’S SPEECH
Mr SPEAKER —I have to report that the

House attended His Excellency the Governor-
General in the Senate chamber, when his
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Excellency was pleased to make a speech to
both houses of the parliament. I have received
a copy of the speech, which will be incorpo-
rated inHansardfor record purposes.

The speech read as follows—
Honourable senators and members of the

Parliament of Australia: at the request of the Prime
Minister I depart from the prepared text of this
speech to make specific mention both of the
sadness which envelopes the opening of the thirty-
eighth parliament and of the profound sympathy
which all associated with the parliament feel for
those affected by the Tasmanian tragedy.
Introduction

On 2 March the Australian people entrusted to
a new government the responsibility of managing
the nation’s affairs.

In doing so they endorsed decisively a compre-
hensive programme of practical reform. The Liberal
and National Parties will keep faith with the people
and implement that programme. Today I outline
some aspects of the government’s legislative
programme as well as its approach to governing the
country in the years ahead.

The members of the government have believed
for some time that action needs to be taken:

. to boost the competitiveness and productivity
of the Australian economy and thereby deliver
higher economic growth and higher living
standards;

. to raise national savings;

. to lift burdens from the small business sector
so that it can generate new jobs; and

. to tackle the longer term environmental chal-
lenges such as soil degradation, salinity and
the protection of our coastline and waterways.

Australia is a society rich in resources of all
kinds. We should not have to settle for a lower
level of economic performance than other countries
with fewer advantages. The government’s policies
aim to fulfil people’s aspirations by rewarding hard
work and initiative, achieving rising living stand-
ards, affordable home ownership, and a more
positive future for our children. The needs of
Australian families will be placed at the centre of
the national policy agenda. Small business will be
promoted as the dynamic engine of our economy
which can offer new jobs and opportunities for
many Australians. In particular, more young
Australians will have the opportunity to fulfil their
talents through rewarding jobs.

The government set out the framework of its
plans prior to the election, and it intends to imple-
ment them. This task has been made more difficult
by the fact that it is inheriting a prospective Budget
deficit of $8 billion. That added burden, however,

will be tackled in a balanced and sensible fashion
through prudent and responsible management of the
national Budget.
Jobs growth, opportunities and living standards

Reform of the labour market is essential to
creating jobs and raising living standards. Higher
efficiency and productivity will raise our interna-
tional competitiveness and open up new export
opportunities. The government is determined to
introduce its promised practical reforms in this
area.

These reforms will give Australian employees the
prospect of higher wages based on higher produc-
tivity within a framework of guaranteed minimum
standards. They will also make it easier for em-
ployees to blend their family and workplace
responsibilities.

The industrial relations legislation, to be intro-
duced early in the life of the Parliament, will
promote genuine co-operation between employers
and employees, provide greater scope for workplace
agreements and give all Australians greater choice
and more incentive.

Compulsory unionism will be abolished. Genuine
freedom of association will be guaranteed. The
unfair dismissal provisions of the current legislation
will be replaced with a system that is fair to
employers and employees.

Effective sanctions against secondary boycotts
will be restored.

The government’s Plan of Action for Small
Business will, in its turn, enhance job growth and
economic opportunities.

The government will reduce red tape, unneces-
sary paperwork and regulation identified by a new
Small Business Deregulation Task Force.

It will also take steps to reduce the complexities
and compliance costs imposed by the taxation
system (particularly the Capital Gains Tax and the
Fringe Benefits Tax) which have a disproportionate
impact on small business.

A more competitive economy is crucial if we are
to overcome Australia’s still severe current account
deficit problem and therefore over time reduce our
foreign debt.

The government’s agenda for microeconomic
reform, especially in the telecommunications and
transport sectors, will have a significant role in
improving competitiveness:

. the government will work with the States and
Territories to ensure that the momentum of
competition reform is further developed and
duplication is reduced;

. the government will also introduce legislation
to facilitate the sale of one third of Telstra.
Telstra will become a more competitive
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company in the global telecommunications
market and Australian consumers will benefit
through a more efficient communications
sector; and

. waterfront reform, greater airport efficiency,
improved roads and better gas and electricity
operations will all lift productivity and, as the
reforms take effect, there will be greater
demand for skilled labour.

To assist in meeting this demand, employment
programmes will be more effectively linked with
the mainstream training system. Apprenticeships
and other work-based training opportunities for
young people will be strengthened through the
Modern Apprenticeship and Traineeship System.
Older unemployed people will have access to
labour market programme assistance and support
services. Pilot Regional and Community Employ-
ment Councils will bring together business leaders,
education and training providers and representatives
of the wider community to more effectively link
training of unemployed people with real jobs and
with regional development plans.

While employment prospects are enhanced for
people seeking jobs, activity tests for unemploy-
ment assistance will be stringently applied.

Families, the community and the elderly

Reducing the economic pressure on families,
especially those with dependent children, is one of
the government’s most important and pressing
tasks.

The government believes that strong family life
offers the best support and welfare system yet
devised. The new family tax initiative will reduce
the tax burden on low and middle income families
with children by ensuring that more of their income
is tax-free. It will particularly assist one income
families, many of whom are struggling to make
ends meet.

The government’s plans to make private health
insurance more affordable will ease pressures on
Medicare, improve access to health care and help
reduce waiting lists for public hospitals.

The government remains strongly committed to
the maintenance of Medicare, bulk billing and
community rating.

The States, Territories, service providers, carers
and volunteers are essential to the delivery of
effective health and community services. The
government will work co-operatively with them to
ensure the coherent and efficient promotion of
better health throughout life, to improve childhood
immunisation rates, to develop strategies further to
combat domestic violence and to expand the
availability of marriage preparation and ongoing
relationship programmes.

A comprehensive retirement incomes policy will
ensure that older people have financial security in
retirement. For people who elect to work longer
than the normal retirement age, there will be
provision for deferred pension entitlements.

The government will also act to ensure that self-
funded retirees will receive the same tax treatment
as pensioners on identical incomes.

Young Australians
The policies and measures mentioned earlier will

do much to ensure that young Australians have
greater cause for hope and confidence in their
future and that of their country.

The issues of youth unemployment and youth
alienation will be at the forefront of the
government’s priorities.

Further support for the concerns and difficulties
of youth, particularly homelessness and youth
suicide, will be an important priority.

The government believes it is vital to ensure that
young Australians have access to a world class
education and training system that will give them
the capacity to secure jobs and to maximise their
creativity and productivity.

Promoting excellence in educational standards,
fostering greater diversity of choice, a strong
commitment to equality of opportunity for all
students, a greater focus on literacy and numeracy
skills in primary schooling and the availability of
school English language programmes for newly
arrived migrant children are all important and
practical elements of the government’s approach to
education.

A coherent, nationally agreed framework for
vocational education and training will meet the
needs of industry and business enterprises. TAFE
will be supported as the key public provider of
vocational education and training and industry’s
involvement in the training system will be strength-
ened.

Regional Australia
Our nation continues to depend on the natural

and human resources of rural and regional Australia
for a major proportion of its wealth. There is a
responsibility in the interests of all Australians to
develop those resources in a sustainable and
environmentally sensible way. The government will
meet that responsibility.

The government will help to restore the nation’s
land and water resources infrastructure and enhance
our primary industries by removing impediments to
international competitiveness and by working in
partnership with industry to maximise export
opportunities.

It will remove export controls on all mineral
commodities except for uranium and nuclear
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materials. New uranium mines and exports will be
approved subject to strict environmental, heritage
and nuclear safeguards.

Implementation of the National Forest Policy
Statement will ensure a scientifically based, com-
prehensive and representative forest reserve system
and an ecologically sustainable forest industry.

An historic and comprehensive environment and
sustainable agriculture programme will have as its
centrepiece the Natural Heritage Trust of Australia.
It will be a Trust in perpetuity to be funded by the
partial sale of Telstra. It will constitute an unprece-
dented national commitment to the protection and
rehabilitation of Australia’s unique natural environ-
ment.

Defence, international relations and trade
There is no higher responsibility for the govern-

ment than effective action to ensure the security of
the Australian people and the protection of their
interests. It will do so through a realistic defence
policy, a constructive foreign policy and an active
trade policy.

Defence policies will be based on self-reliance,
strong alliances and close ties with our friends. The
government is committed to enhancing the mobility
and operational capabilities of the Australian
Defence Force.

The promotion of a strong defence industry base
and an effective capacity for defence research and
development will be essential elements of the
government’s approach.

Foreign and trade policies will focus on improv-
ing national prosperity and security in a practical,
focused and co-operative way.

The government’s perspectives will be global and
its focus will be regional. While further developing
relations with Australia’s traditional partners, there
will be no higher priority for the government than
advancing relations with countries in Asia, with
particular emphasis on Indonesia and other mem-
bers of ASEAN, Japan, Korea, China and India.

The government will work closely with Austral-
ian exporters and industry groups to develop market
opportunities for Australian exports and to over-
come specific barriers to trade or investment in
overseas markets. It will do so through bilateral
regional and global negotiations. It attaches particu-
lar importance to APEC as a forum for trade and
investment liberalisation in the region that will also
act as a catalyst for further global trade liberali-
sation.

A cohesive society
The government’s commitment to govern in the

national interest, and not for vested interests, will
build community confidence and respect for the
rights of all Australians.

All the measures and policies so far described
are aimed at promoting the interests of the Austral-
ian community as a whole. As they are implement-
ed, they will add to national prosperity, mutual trust
and shared achievement to which the government
believes all Australians are entitled to aspire.

In addition, the government will promote other
measures which will encourage cohesiveness, rather
than division, in Australian society.

The government will work to give Australian
women greater equality of opportunity to succeed
and genuine choice in their lifestyle, their aspira-
tions and how they share family responsibilities. It
will be advancing these goals in all policy areas
and particularly in industrial relations, health care,
superannuation, taxation and education.

As we gather in the Parliament of the Common-
wealth of Australia, we acknowledge the continuing
culture and unique role of Australia’s indigenous
people in the life of this nation.

The government will continue to promote the
processes of reconciliation with Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islander people and will act to im-
prove the well-being of indigenous communities in
the areas of health, housing, education and employ-
ment.

Amendments will be made to the Native Title
legislation to ensure its workability. These amend-
ments will honour the basic principles of the Native
Title Act.

The government will continue to develop the
great strengths which are derived from cultural
diversity in the Australian society while reaffirming
the unifying values we all share.

The government also considers that the arts and
culture should be accessible to all Australians, and
not be the preserve of a privileged few. Its regional
arts initiative and its emphasis on young and
developing artists will be important elements of this
approach.

It is also determined that the community should
have a greater say in the design of constitutional
reform proposals. By the end of 1997, the govern-
ment will give the people a new opportunity to
have their say about their Constitution and their
system of government.

As well, the government will introduce legisla-
tion early in the new Parliament to protect
Australia’s flag and to ensure it cannot be altered
without the people’s approval.

Finally, it is particularly appropriate at this time
and in this place to mention the government’s
intention to improve the standing of the national
Parliament.

It is a regrettable fact that, for various reasons,
increasing numbers in the community have lost
respect for the Parliament and its members.
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The government will take steps to restore that
respect. It will do so without in any way reducing
the scope for robust debate which is one of the
most valued features of our democratic tradition.

Conclusion
The government is confident that its programme

of practical reform, some of which I have outlined,
will vindicate the confidence and support shown by
the Australian people at the recent election.

These policies, and the many detailed aspects of
the programme not mentioned in this address, are
designed to unite and harness the capabilities of the
Australian people.

The government is deeply conscious of the great
responsibilities it has been given. It is determined
to address the national challenges we face. And it
is unequivocally committed to good government for
the benefit of all Australians.

Address-in-Reply
Motion (by Mr Howard ) agreed to:
That a committee, consisting of the honourable

member for Gilmore (Mrs Gash), the honourable
member for Longman (Mr Brough) and the mover,
be appointed to prepare an Address-in-Reply to the
speech delivered by His Excellency the Governor-
General to both houses of the parliament and that
the committee report at the next sitting.

Sitting suspended from 3.41 p.m. to
5 p.m.

DEPUTY SPEAKER

Election
Mr HICKS (Riverina)—I move:
That Mr Nehl be appointed Deputy Speaker.

Mr Somlyay—I second the motion.

Mr KERR (Denison)—I move:
That Mr Jenkins be appointed Deputy Speaker.

Mr Crean —I second the motion.

Mr SPEAKER —The time allowed for
nominations has expired.

Mr HICKS (Riverina) (5.01 p.m.)—In
nominating the honourable member for
Cowper (Mr Nehl), I draw the House’s atten-
tion to the 12 years of service that Mr Nehl
has given to this parliament. Most people who
know him would know of his sterling service
to and his care and concern for the parlia-
ment. People have seen him acting in the
Deputy Speaker’s position and they know that
he has the concern of the parliament at heart.

He wants to elevate the parliament to the
position at which the Australian people would
like it to be.

Those people who have seen the member
for Cowper around the parliament, especially
with school groups, will know that he desires
to impart to the young people of our nation a
great consideration for the parliament. He
wants to tell them exactly what the parliament
means and the place it plays in our democra-
cy. I suppose it is a bit of a standing joke
that, through his contact with school groups
visiting parliament, the member for Cowper
has probably had his photo taken more often
than any other member of parliament. I think
every refrigerator in the seat of Cowper has
on it a photograph of Garry Nehl with a
school student.

He is also in the Australian Parliamentary
Antarctic Alliance. A lot of people here have
been to the Antarctic with Garry Nehl and a
lot would like to go to the Antarctic in that
alliance. The Garry Nehl slide show is well
known throughout the electorate of Cowper
and throughout Australia.

I would like to mention Mr Nehl’s wife,
Sue. Like the spouses of most members of
parliament, she has had a great deal to put up
with over the years. Many members will be
able to relate to the fact that he celebrated his
40th wedding anniversary the other day at a
Crescent Head Lion’s Club function in his
electorate. We would all understand that
situation.

It is with a great deal of pleasure that I
nominate the member for Cowper for the
position of Deputy Speaker and I wish him all
the best in his future endeavours.

Mr SOMLYAY (Fairfax) (5.04 p.m.)—In
seconding the nomination of the member for
Cowper (Mr Nehl), I mention that it is coali-
tion tradition when in government to have this
position filled by the National Party. There
are many distinguished previous occupants of
this position from the National Party and,
previously, from the Country Party. I remem-
ber in that position Sir Charles Adermann
from Queensland and Phillip Lucock from
New South Wales and, of course, who could
forget Clarrie Millar in that position. Nobody



20 REPRESENTATIVES Tuesday, 30 April 1996

had a better command of the English lan-
guage than Clarrie Millar.

It is fitting that this position be taken by a
person who occupies the seat of Cowper.
Cowper is a federation seat. It has only been
held by the ALP for one term—from 1961 to
1963. There is a certain longevity in terms of
people holding this seat. I believe that Sir
Earle Page held the seat of Cowper for 42
years. Ian Robinson held the seat for 21 years.
The member for Cowper has been here since
1984, and I can see many fruitful years ahead
of him.

The Parliamentary Handbookshows that
the member for Cowper has had a long and
distinguished parliamentary service. He has
served on party committees, parliamentary
committees—standing committees, joint
committees—and also in party positions and
parliamentary party positions. He is also an
author of note. Some of his publications
include The Banana Coast, Timbertownand
Coffs Harbour: The Natural Growth.

He is devoted to his electorate. He started
his political career in local government
service. This experience, and the fact that he
has been on the Speaker’s Panel for six years,
will be a great help to you, Mr Speaker, in
running this chamber in the way which the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard) has promised the
Australian people. I commend the member for
Cowper for this position.

Mr KERR (Denison) (5.07 p.m.)—I have
very great pleasure in proposing Mr Jenkins,
the member for Scullin, to be Deputy Speaker
of this House. He has already served in the
distinguished capacity of Deputy Speaker and
Chairman of Committees from 4 May 1993 to
the expiry of the last parliament, and prior to
that he served as Deputy Chairman of Com-
mittees.

I have personal pleasure in nominating
Harry Jenkins because Harry was one of that
group of members who came into the parlia-
ment at about the same time as I did. He was
elected at a by-election following the retire-
ment of his father, who was a distinguished
Speaker of this House, but really he became
part of that class of 1987. It was a small
group of members who arrived in 1987 and
we looked to our own company to make

friends and to form a basis of solidarity in the
new parliament at which we had recently
arrived. Some of my colleagues of course are
no longer here: my very close friend Michael
Lavarch—

Mr Moore —He’s gone.

Mr KERR —Warren Snowdon—

Mr Downer —He’s gone.

Mr KERR —Con Sciacca and Mary
Crawford. Of course, anticipating this reac-
tion, I mention that the most luminary of the
class of 1987 was John Hewson, who left
rather early after sentencing the then opposi-
tion to a period of another three years on the
opposition side of the House. To join the
parliament at a time like that, with a handful
of new members, means that you see personal
friendships form and the way in which your
friends are able to carry the burdens that
come with them.

Harry Jenkins, in the roles that he has
played in this House, has handled himself
with distinction and honour. He has been one
of those people of whom I have read very
little by way of criticism in his handling of
the management of this House. When he has
served as Deputy Speaker and Acting Speaker
of this House, his conduct has always been
impartial towards both sides of the House and
he has handled himself in an exemplary way.

In putting forward this nomination, I was
looking back through some of the early press
clippings where it said, ‘The junior Jenkins
goes to Canberra.’ This was a report in the
Sydney Morning Heraldfrom the days just
before his preselection. Harry always had that
rather disingenuous innocence about him and
he said, ‘I simply put my name forward. I
knew there were a lot of things which could
happen, but I had to take my chance.’ He has
taken his chance and has done extremely well.
When he was asked about ambition he said,
‘Frontbench? No, not immediately. At 33 I
think I have time to take it quietly.’ To a
question about the speakership, he laughed
and said, ‘I don’t know about that. I have to
be a student of the parliamentary process for
a good while before I could consider that.’
Harry has been a student of the parliamentary
process now for some considerable time. He
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has distinguished himself. I am sure that when
we are re-elected to government ultimately he
will be an excellent contender for the speaker-
ship of this parliament and will serve in that
role with distinction. I look forward to that.

In proposing Mr Jenkins, let me also do
honour to Garry Nehl, whom I know well and
who I believe is well respected by both sides
of this House. He has a sense of humour and
a character which is accessible to all mem-
bers, and I believe that he will give distin-
guished service in the position that he will be
shortly elected to.

In regard to the motion on Tasmania which
is to be moved shortly—I understand there are
only two speakers—it would be remiss of me
while I am standing on my feet on this first
occasion in the parliament not to at least
express on behalf of all my Tasmanian col-
leagues, and I am sure that I reflect the views
of all members of the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate, the great sense of dis-
tress that we personally feel and the distress
which is felt by all members of the Australian
public.

Mr CREAN (Hotham—Manager of Oppo-
sition Business) (5.12 p.m.)—Mr Speaker, at
the outset I congratulate you on being elected
to the Speaker’s position in the House. It is
pleasing from our side of the House that you
have been so rewarded. From those who have
observed your capacity to organise the num-
bers for others in what was the opposition, it
is pleasing that that skill was not lost when it
came to your own position. Indeed, if this
independence that you are asserting bears
fruit, I might even come and seek your advice
myself at some stage.

It gives me great pleasure to second this
nomination. I have known the member for
Scullin (Mr Jenkins) for a long time but have
been involved with him in this House since
1990 when I came to this place. Since that
time he has held the positions of Deputy
Chairman of Committees in the parliament
from 1990 to 1993 and also Deputy Speaker
and Chairman of Committees in the last
parliament.

He also comes, for those that it matters to
in this place, from a very proud political
family. Those of us who have come here via

that route understand the knowledge that can
be imparted by going down that route. I
therefore think that what we have in this
nomination is a person who has shown in that
capacity fairness, strength in the position of
the chair and, most importantly, a command
of the procedures of the House. I think that,
together with you, Mr Speaker, and Mr Nehl,
the member for Cowper, the member for
Scullin will provide an excellent contribution
and quality of candidature, and hopefully one
will see the House operating in good shape
over the course of this parliament.

Mr SPEAKER —In accordance with stand-
ing order 13, the bells will be rung and a
ballot will be taken.

The bells having been rung and a ballot
having been taken—

Mr SPEAKER —Order! The result of the
ballot is: Mr Jenkins, 48 votes; Mr Nehl, 96
votes. Mr Nehl is appointed Deputy Speaker
and Mr Jenkins shall be Second Deputy
Speaker.

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime
Minister) (5.29 p.m.)—I take the opportunity
to congratulate both the honourable member
for Cowper (Mr Nehl) and the honourable
member for Scullin (Mr Jenkins) on attaining
the respective positions to which they have
been elected. I imagine, all joking and natural
ribbing of a political character aside, that both
these men would be regarded by all members
in the House as being very decent people
committed to their respective constituencies.
Both of them have a very sound understand-
ing of the standing orders.

I remember Harry Jenkins very well. I led
the then opposition, in my first attempt as
leader, in a by-election against him at the
beginning of 1986—and did not make much
of an impression. I can only say that things
improved eventually, over time. He carries
from his father, who was a Speaker of this
House, a considerable respect for the institu-
tion. We in the coalition parties wish him
well as he assumes his high office.

Garry Nehl is a very valued member of the
coalition who I think was correctly typified
by the member for Riverina (Mr Hicks), when
nominating him, as a studious devotee of the
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interests of his electorate. I am delighted that
Garry has been elected to the position of
Deputy Speaker. I think he will do the job
well, fairly and dispassionately. That is
exactly what the parliament needs.

Both these men carry with them the good
wishes of the government. I hope that the
courtesies that were offered to the newly
elected Speaker by both sides of the parlia-
ment will also be offered to the newly elected
first and second deputy speakers. I hope both
of them do their tasks well and derive great
personal satisfaction from them.

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the
Opposition) (5.31 p.m.)—I join the Prime
Minister (Mr Howard) in agreeing with his
sentiments entirely. It is a delight to see that
the member for Cowper (Mr Nehl), who has
been shouting at the chair for such a long
time, is now able to get up there and shout
back. He is one of those members who, by his
own personal endeavours, has managed to
overcome the considerable difficulties with
acoustics in this chamber. For years as the
Leader of the House, I was never able to do
that, and the fact that we have somebody in
the chair who can do that without much
assistance is not a bad thing. I also endorse
the things that were said about him. The quite
delightful way that he has made absolutely
certain that the interests of penguins have
been well represented here means that there
will be a good team at the top.

The most experienced member of that team
which will handle the affairs of this House is
the member for Scullin (Mr Jenkins). He has
graced the chair on numerous occasions and
has already demonstrated his capacity to serve
impartially and with considerable skill during
that most testing time for the chairmanship of
this chamber—during question time.

The member for Scullin inherited all his
father’s very considerable skills. The same
cannot be said of many of us who have
followed distinguished fathers in this place,
but it can be said of him. I am grateful that
both sides of the House have welcomed his
return to chairmanship duties.

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (5.33 p.m.)—I briefly congratulate
the member for Cowper (Mr Nehl), who has

my great respect—although that respect
diminished after the member for Wakefield
(Mr Andrew) and I accompanied the said
member for Cowper to Casey Base many
years ago and did some scientific work. The
member for Wakefield and I were very
seasick but Garry managed to avoid being
seasick, and we could never quite work out
how he managed to do that.

We certainly learnt a great deal about
Garry’s ability to mix with a wide range of
people—from scientists to labourers—as he
studied all that was going on down there and
related that back in a bipartisan way to the
Australian parliament. He continues to do that
now, with a function involving members from
both sides of the House being held next week.
We wish Garry well in that challenging task
ahead of him as First Deputy Speaker.

I say to the member for Scullin (Mr
Jenkins): I have a great respect for your
father, who was the Speaker when I first came
to this parliament on 1 December 1984. I
found him to be a very kind person and
Speaker who carried on despite the obvious
infirmities he had at the time. He manfully
carried on in that difficult situation. To you,
I extend my congratulations and best wishes
in upholding this position and becoming the
second Second Deputy Speaker in the history
of the parliament.

Mr NEHL (Cowper) (5.34 p.m.)—I would
like to take this opportunity to thank the
House for the great honour given to me by
electing me to the position of Deputy Speak-
er. In particular I would like to thank the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard), the Leader of
the Opposition (Mr Beazley) and the Deputy
Prime Minister (Mr Tim Fischer) for their
very kind words. They are very much appreci-
ated. I also thank the member for Riverina
(Mr Hicks) and the member for Fairfax (Mr
Somlyay) for nominating me.

Mr Speaker, I would like to take this
opportunity to congratulate you on your
election as Speaker. Unlike you, I was nomi-
nated by the National Party unopposed, so I
had a much easier ride here than you. I want
to say to you that you will have my total and
absolute support. I believe that, with the
member for Scullin (Mr Jenkins), the Second
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Deputy Speaker, and the Speaker’s Panel, we
will be a very effective team, because I know
that we share the desire to improve the stand-
ards of this House.

I would also like to pay tribute to the
former Speaker, Stephen Martin. I believe
that, while he had his trials and tribulations,
he did his absolute best and made a very
good fist of it.

At the same time, I say to the member for
Scullin, as did the Deputy Prime Minister,
that I have very fond memories of his father.
As the Deputy Prime Minister said, he provid-
ed great kindness to me and all the other new
members.

I would also like to endorse what the
member for Denison (Mr Kerr) said about the
member for Scullin. The member for Scullin
did serve as Deputy Speaker with distinction
and with honour. I applaud him for that, as I
also applaud the Deputy Speaker before him,
Ron Edwards. He is no longer a member of
this parliament, but he served as Deputy
Speaker with distinction.

I cannot conclude this list of people to
praise without mentioning Clarrie Millar.
Clarrie was highly regarded as the Deputy
Speaker by both sides of the parliament. I
must say that his incredible skill in the use of
the English language has become desuetu-
dinous since he departed. I will seek to do as
well as he did.

Mr Speaker, I would like to say to you and
to all members of this House that I am pas-
sionately devoted and dedicated to democracy.
Some mention has been made about the
school groups that I take around Parliament
House. Last September I had groups from 17
schools here, and I bashed all the children’s
ears about democracy. I do it all the time,
because I believe that our form of parlia-
mentary democracy is the best that we can
possibly have. If you stop and think about the
election we had on 2 March—when we had
a massive changeover, with one government
out and another government in—you will note
that not one person was killed. Look around
the world—all over the world. We are so
fortunate and so privileged, and none of us
should ever forget it.

I conclude by quoting Winston Churchill,
who said:
No one pretends that democracy is perfect or all-
wise. Indeed, it has been said that democracy is the
worst form of government, except all those other
forms that have been tried from time to time.

What we do have with our Westminster
system is the best. It is worth protecting. The
job that you, Mr Speaker, I and the others
have to do is make sure that our form of
parliamentary democracy continues, improves
and increases in respect from the people of
Australia. I thank the House.

Mr SPEAKER —I thank the honourable
member for Cowper for his kind words. On
behalf of the member for Cunningham, thank
you.

Mr JENKINS (Scullin) (5.38 p.m.)—It is
a very interesting moment in political life
when you can enter into a ballot and be
trounced, as I was, but still achieve what you
set out to achieve. I thank the House for the
honour it has bestowed upon me in becoming
Second Deputy Speaker. I congratulate you,
Mr Speaker, on your elevation to your high
office. From my dealings with you in the past,
I believe that you will carry out your office
with great distinction and fairness.

To my friend the honourable member for
Cowper (Mr Nehl) go my congratulations in
becoming Deputy Speaker. I think it goes
without saying that Garry Nehl has great
knowledge of the standing orders. I am sure
he, in his role as Deputy Speaker, will be of
great assistance to you, Mr Speaker, in your
role as Speaker. I am sure that he will con-
tinue the fine tradition of National Party
deputy speakers.

I also pay tribute to the honourable member
for Curtin (Mr Rocher) for his efforts as the
very first elected Second Deputy Speaker of
this chamber. I think he set a tone for that
role, in being a member of a non-government
party, and for the three positions that have
been created under the standing orders. That
is worth carrying out.

I also place on record my appreciation of
the support I gained from the honourable
member for Cunningham (Mr Martin) when
he was the Speaker and indicate that I thought
he was, in the fine tradition of Speaker, one
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of those who attempted to the best of his
ability to carry out his duties as Speaker.

I will not be taking one lead that you have
given, Mr Speaker: I will not be withdrawing
from the activities of my parliamentary party.
I will go on to explain why: the group that I
hunt and run with within the caucus is in the
minority, and it would be very self-indulgent
if I were to deny that group that additional
vote.

In all seriousness, I appreciate that I was
put forward by the caucus and was elected
unopposed as the nominee of the Labor Party.
I appreciated the words from the honourable
member for Denison (Mr Kerr) and the
honourable member for Hotham (Mr Crean)
in proposing me. I will attempt to assist both
you, Mr Speaker, and the Deputy Speaker in
as best fashion I can.

I wish to refer to an incident from 29
March of last year when there was an allega-
tion abound that perhaps I, as Acting Speaker
in the Speaker’s absence overseas, received
some advice. The then Leader of the Opposi-
tion asked me whether or not that was true. In
reply to him I said:
. . . from time to time, Speakers, Acting Speakers
and others who act as presiding officers are offered
advice from both sides of the chamber. The value
of that advice is something that we take on board,
but I recollect saying on the occasion of being
elected Deputy Speaker that I would endeavour to
carry out the duties of this position with the
greatest deal of impartiality I could muster. Wheth-
er I am able to do that perhaps will be judged in
the eye of the beholder; but I will endeavour to
carry out my duties in this office as has been the
tradition of Speakers since federation.

I again confirm that as my position in carry-
ing out my duties as the Second Deputy
Speaker.

Mr SPEAKER —I thank the member for
Scullin.

TASMANIA: TRAGEDY AT PORT
ARTHUR

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime
Minister) (5.43 p.m.)—by leave—I move:

That this House:
(a) expresses its shock at the tragic and violent
shooting that took place at Port Arthur, Tasmania,
on Sunday, 28 April 1996;

(b) extends its deepest sympathy to the families
and friends of those killed and injured;
(c) urges all governments to work cooperatively
in response to issues raised by this tragedy; and
(d) requests the Speaker to convey the terms of
this resolution and the sincere wishes of this House
to those families affected by this enormous tragedy,
to the community of Port Arthur, and to the people
of Tasmania.

It would not be right for this parliament to
proceed any further without some reference,
in a completely bipartisan way, to these
enormous events. I say on behalf of the
government that few occurrences in Australian
life have shaken the nation quite as much as
this. I think Australia has been shaken to the
core. I think these events removed any ves-
tigial sense of innocence that this country
may have had that in some way it was un-
touched by some of the individual insanities
and crimes that beset other societies and beset
other nations.

It is an occasion for all of us to reflect upon
the humiliation that it brings to us as a nation
and as a people and for us to try in a con-
structive way to learn lessons from it and to
address those issues that such a tragedy
produces. And not least of course is the vexed
issue of gun control laws. Whilst this is not
an occasion for me to initiate a debate on
that, I would not be doing the right thing by
this parliament if I did not repeat to it what
I said in the press conference I held yester-
day: I will do all that I humanly can as leader
of the government to bring about a significant
improvement and to address some of the great
deficiencies that exist.

When something as enormous as this occurs
it does cause all of us to reflect upon some
characteristics of our society. In doing that,
we address matters relating not only to gun
control law but also perhaps to the repetitive,
mindless, numbing depiction of violence in
some elements of our mass media. I am no
psychological expert, I am a mere layman and
an individual in these matters, but I find it
very hard to believe that some of the excesses
of that depiction do not have deleterious
consequences.

It is a tragedy which will force all of us to
address some issues—I hope constructively
and not in a knee-jerk fashion. It is impossi-
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ble not to feel a sense of great emotion about
something such as this. There can be few
things in life more innocent than a pleasant
Sunday afternoon in a remote, isolated area of
this country. To think that violence of this
magnitude could be visited upon such inno-
cent behaviour and, in so many instances,
people who were living in the older and
twilight periods of their lives is something
quite shocking in its dimension.

I want to place on record the appreciation
of the government and I am sure all members
of the House for the tremendous work done
by the Tasmanian police. Police services
around the country have had some difficulties
and have been seen in a very negative light
by some. An event such as this—the awful
task of collecting bodies and arranging identi-
fication by grieving next of kin—places an
enormous emotional strain on people in-
volved. To those people, I express the grati-
tude of the government. To the doctors,
nurses and hospital staff who are doing such
a magnificent job at the Royal Hobart Hospi-
tal and other hospitals, I also express the
gratitude of the government.

Most of all I extend the deep sympathy of
the government and of all Australians to those
countless people, both here and around the
world, who have been left bereaved by this
event. It is something that has shaken this
country to its core. The very least that I think
all of us can do, and particularly we who
have responsibilities in this parliament, is to
try in a constructive and, if possible, biparti-
san fashion—and I do not say that lightly; I
mean it—to address some of the difficulties
that arise and some of the issues that have
been thrown up by these dreadful events.

Particularly to the people of the small
community of Port Arthur and to the state of
Tasmania, I extend on behalf of the govern-
ment our profound sense of sympathy and
solidarity with them at a time of such im-
mense trauma and distress.

Honourable members—Hear, hear!
Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the

Opposition) (5.49 p.m.)—I join with the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard) and express the
opposition’s entire agreement with the senti-
ments he has put forward on this very sad

occasion. It is an extraordinary thing that at
this time of a parliament, generally speaking,
whether you have won or lost in terms of who
forms government or opposition, it is a joyous
occasion. The start of a new parliament is a
joyous occasion.

It is a real celebration of Australian democ-
racy. A statement is made about the direction
the nation will take over a few years. Our
families turn up in large numbers. The chil-
dren are there and are given a reasonable bout
of licence in the galleries. Probably for the
last time during a session of parliament there
is everything there that identifies us as indi-
viduals in this chamber with the life of the
nation generally, before we are cloistered in
what is essentially a monastic atmosphere for
the bulk of the time that we are here.

So it is a really poignant point for us to be
contemplating the devastation of family lives
and of hopes, fears and opportunities that
went with the slaughter of those poor people
in Tasmania. It is absolutely fitting that we
should therefore have at least had the oppor-
tunity to gather ourselves collectively here
with our families to express our total identity
with what those people have experienced over
the last few days. It is going to be a very long
time before that community can purge itself
of the terrible trauma that this tragedy has
imposed on it.

No place in Australia deserves to have this
happen. Nowhere in the world deserves to
have an occurrence like this. If you could
think of the least likely place in Australia for
it to happen, that is where it happened. If you
could think of the place where it was most
likely to extend the sense of trauma, that is
the place where you would likely expect it to
happen. So it will be required of us all—long
after these things leave the headlines and long
after the sense of emergency that grips the
nation when it immediately confronts an issue
like that—as the people who are responsible
for the life of the nation, to have this tragedy
stay at the forefront of our thinking.

I congratulate the Prime Minister on bring-
ing forward the meeting of police ministers.
We wish him well at that. We were not
successful with the police ministers in our
efforts to get from them national gun laws.
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We did attempt that and were not successful.
We do think now that the pressure upon them
to arrive at the right conclusion is going to be
very great and I do believe that the Prime
Minister in his endeavours will enjoy success.

If he does not, I would ask him to contem-
plate the offer made by the Premier of New
South Wales to take upon ourselves federal
powers in this regard. I understand his party’s
concern with that and it is, in part, embedded
in the ideology of the Liberal Party that they
would act with great reluctance as far as that
is concerned. But we would in no way regard
it as a precedent of an embarrassing nature to
be utilised in debate if the government decid-
ed it was necessary to make an exception at
this time. These issues are beyond attempting
to make the point.

We also understand—and I think the Prime
Minister covered this in his remarks—that this
is not a matter that will be resolved by better
gun laws alone. There are other elements of
the culture, other problems and mental health
issues raised here that we need to consider.
There are also issues of a culture of violence
in our community. I saw some extraordinary
statistics which bear out what the Prime
Minister was saying the other day. The
statistics, which applied to the United States,
but our programming is exactly the same,
showed that teenagers in the United States—
and having watched mine in operation, I do
not think it is any different here—watch 21
hours of TV a week and that they consult
their fathers in privacy for five minutes a
week and their mothers for 20 minutes a
week. By the time they are 18 they will
witness, in that 21 hours, 18,000 violent
deaths. If there is anything in our understand-
ing of the 20th century that propaganda works
and creates a climate, we have to give at least
some contemplation to that set of facts when
we contemplate the nature of a community
that can suggest this.

Even though murder is as old as recorded
history and mental illness is as old as record-
ed history—and this gets back to the point I
made about the meeting with police
ministers—there is no doubt that the scale on
which these events occur is, at least in part,
influenced by the technology of it. A murder-

ous person with a knife is a much less dan-
gerous person than a murderous person with
a machine gun. Therefore, even though gun
control issues are not ultimate solutions here
in any shape or form, they are part of the
solution. It does not give me any pleasure to
support the Prime Minister’s remarks, but I do
nevertheless strongly support that this is an
event that none of us would want to happen.
As I said before, the opposition wishes him
well in his endeavours.

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (5.55 p.m.)—To drive along the
road from Hobart through Sorell to Port
Arthur is to see a very beautiful part of
Tasmania and Australia. I want to recount two
accounts of couples who took that particular
drive last Sunday. Simon and Susan Williams
happened to be driving along that lovely
section of road when, on reaching the histori-
cal precinct of Port Arthur, they saw the
gunman running amuck. They could not drive
out of the way and made the split-second
decision to speed up, drive past him and keep
going to the end of the parkway just near the
entrance to Port Arthur. The gunman took one
shot at them which hit Susan in the left hand,
passed through her left hand and hit Simon’s
left hand as well. Today they are both in
hospital in Hobart receiving excellent care
and are in good spirits, apart from their
residual shock.

I am authorised to say that those two people
are the Canadian counsellor and his wife. On
behalf of the government, I extend our sym-
pathy to them and to all who have been
affected, injured and killed in this horrific
saga—particularly to the Canadian govern-
ment. I know my colleague the Minister for
Foreign Affairs (Mr Downer) has communi-
cated with them as well.

The second group, which was brought to
my attention by the member for Mallee (Mr
Forrest), were not so lucky. They were on a
well-deserved holiday and were at long last in
Tasmania. They came from Redcliffe in
Sunraysia. The families do not want their
names to be known, but I think the House and
the nation should know that there were many
heroes at Port Arthur on Sunday and Monday.
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What happened in this case was that the
gunman had broken out and was firing shots
at random. These two men, perhaps on their
first holiday for a long time, took desperate
action to protect their wives and their wives’
lives. Their wives lived, but they lost their
lives. I know the member for Mallee and all
of us join with the Prime Minister (Mr How-
ard) and the Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Beazley) in extending our deepest sympathy
to all the families and friends of those killed
and injured.

We salute those who had to carry the
burden of police work, emergency services
work, fire brigade work and a whole raft of
other activities—especially those helicopter
pilots being fired upon during dangerous low
altitude flying, which had to take place
because victims had respiratory injuries and
the like. An extraordinary number of heroes
came from this horrific saga. But it is now
our duty, both at the federal and state levels,
as reflected in the comments of the Prime
Minister and the Leader of the Opposition, to
analyse away from this emotional moment
and find out exactly what is behind these
horrific happenings, previously in Hoddle
Street and Strathfield and now in Port Arthur
on a tranquil Sunday afternoon.

Finally, I say to the people of Tasmania,
and indeed to all those directly and indirectly
affected: your spirit has been very sorely
tested by these horrific events. People in the
Port Arthur precinct and down on the penin-
sula have a particular cross to bear out of all
that has occurred, but you have shown great
spirit as you seek to bounce back from this
enormous tragedy. We wish you well and
acknowledge that you are truly great Austral-
ians in coming to terms with an horrific
occurrence. We will help in every possible
way, shape or form to ease the burden arising
from this saga.

Mr ADAMS (Lyons) (5.59 p.m.)—I would
like to thank the Prime Minister (Mr Howard)
for giving me, the local member, the oppor-
tunity to speak to this motion and to express
the shock and grief that Tasmanians are
feeling as a result of the tragic and violent
shooting that took place at Port Arthur during
the day and night of 28 April.

Nothing could have prepared our communi-
ty for such an event. Tasmania is a quiet,
peaceful and picturesque island and its popu-
lation, along with the thousands of tourists,
spend a lot of time enjoying the history and
the ambience of our heritage places on week-
ends and holidays.

Such was the scene when a crazed man
began to take the lives of Tasmanians and
tourists alike. I cannot put into words the full
shock and anguish that I felt when hearing the
news. But no-one will ever fully understand
how the families and friends of those who lost
their lives feel. It was so sudden, so shattering
and so final—with no time to say goodbye.
No-one should have to go through the terror
and the confusion that were felt in those
hours.

What causes someone to go out and kill
complete strangers? I doubt whether we will
ever really know. Fifteen such incidents
where more than 10 people have been killed
by a lone gunman have taken place around
the world in the last few years. There are no
boundaries—no ethnic groups, no obvious
type—that can explain this madness that
leaves so many people to mourn. There is no
explanation—only grief.

There has been a belief in Tasmania that we
are safe and secure down there, that we have
been sheltered from this sort of violence, but
that dream has been shattered forever by this
terrible event. The Tasman community is very
small and close-knit. Everybody knows
everybody else and most have friends and
relations scattered right across the island.
They are all in mourning. We are all devastat-
ed. Our thoughts and sympathies go out to
those families and their friends who have lost
a loved one or who have been injured.

It is fitting for the Prime Minister and the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr Beazley) to
visit Tasmania at this time, representing
everybody in the parliament. I welcome their
support and their respect for those who have
died. I know that the Mayor of the Tasman
Municipality, Neil Noye, and his council will
appreciate the motion before the House. I
extend to them particularly my condolences
and my support during this difficult period.
He and other local leaders have an enormous
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task ahead of them. Time will heal the raw
pain, but nothing will erase the memory. We
must do everything we can to help the local
people come to terms with an event which is
beyond all our understanding.

Our thoughts go out to all those families
from interstate and overseas who have been
involved in our darkest hour. We must say to
them: in your pain we share a common bond,
and that bond should not repel you from
Tasmania but bring you back to feel the
healing properties of our island state.

I understand a service will be organised by
the local community on the peninsula in the
near future so that all Tasmanians can share
in the mourning process and offer support and
solidarity to that community. In unity we find
strength—strength to overcome this sadness
and build a safer society. I believe this has
been a challenge to members of parliament,
both state and federal, to take on the burden
that has been forced onto Tasmania and to act
decisively to ensure that nothing like this can
happen again in Australia.

I say to all Tasmanians, particularly those
on the Tasman Peninsula, that my commit-
ment is to you and my thoughts are with you.
To those emergency services, the police, the
ambulance, the fire brigade, the hospital, the
counsellors and all the many people involved
during and after this terrible event, I extend
our gratitude and support. Yours was a job in
hell and you did your tasks with a dedication
unsurpassed.

The sentiments of all parliamentary mem-
bers and, I am sure, all the staff in the parlia-
ment, are combined in this special motion for
Tasmania. I thank members of the House for
their support and commend the motion to the
House.

Question resolved in the affirmative, hon-
ourable members standing in their places.

CONDOLENCES

Opperman, Hon. Sir Hubert Ferdinand,
OBE

Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime
Minister) (6.06 p.m.)—I move:

That the House expresses its deep regret at the
death, on Thursday, 18 April 1996, of the Hon. Sir

Hubert Ferdinand Opperman, OBE, Member of the
House of Representatives for the Division of Corio,
Victoria, from 1949 to 1967; Government Whip
from 1955 to 1960; Minister for Shipping and
Transport from 1960 to 1963; and Minister for
Immigration from 1963 to 1966, places on record
its appreciation of his long and meritorious public
service, and tenders its profound sympathy to his
family in their bereavement.

Sir Hubert Opperman was born at Rochester,
Victoria, on 29 May 1904. He began his
working life as a messenger boy for the
MelbourneHerald. Over the 92 years of his
life, he was to distinguish himself in two
separate but very demanding fields. He
became, on any measure, one of the most
outstanding sporting figures that this country
has produced.

It was a salutary reminder to me, when I
attended the memorial service at St Paul’s
Cathedral in Melbourne, that the passage of
time and the removal of the present genera-
tion from earlier generations can rob you of
an understanding of the sporting achievements
of people in earlier years, even in such a
sports crazy nation as Australia. To hear, as
I did at the memorial service, the eulogy
delivered by Peter Bartels, to be reminded of
the immense sporting achievements of Hubert
Opperman back in the 1930s and how, by any
measure, he was world class unsurpassed in
the cycling field, was yet another example of
the proud sporting traditions of this country.

Sir Hubert Opperman’s cycling achieve-
ments were numerous. He held the title of
Australian road cycling champion in 1924,
1926, 1927 and 1929. He captained
Australia’s Tour de France team in 1928 and
1931. He won the French Bol d’Or race in
1928 and the Paris-Brest-Paris marathon in
1931. He set a new record for riding between
Lands End and John O’Groats in Britain. Also
he won the Bidlake Memorial Prize in 1934.
All of those great achievements took place
more than 60 years ago.

Sir Hubert retired from cycling before most
people in this House had been born. He
retired from cycling in 1940, but not before
breaking more than 100 records in a 24-hour
cycling marathon around the old Sydney
velodrome. At least one of his cycling records
remarkably still stands today, making him
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without doubt one of the great national
sporting legends of the Australian experience.

Sir Hubert served in the Royal Australian
Air Force from 1940 to 1945. He was com-
missioned in 1942 and held the rank of Flight
Lieutenant when he was discharged in 1945.

Sir Hubert entered federal politics as the
member for the division of Corio in 1949. He
held that seat until his retirement in 1967. His
maiden speech in parliament was character-
ised by his concern for the less fortunate
Australians: those in rural areas, pensioners,
war widows and war veterans. He believed
passionately in a united Australian communi-
ty.

Sir Hubert served this Parliament for 17
years. Apart from his service as government
whip and his ministerial appointments in the
Menzies and Holt governments, he also
served on many committees: Joint Committee
on Broadcasting of Parliamentary Proceed-
ings, 1956-1960; House Committee, 1956-
1960; and Printing Committee, 1959-1960. He
was also a trustee of the Parliamentary Retir-
ing Allowances Trust from 1959 to 1960.

In 1967 Sir Hubert resigned from parlia-
ment to become Australia’s High Commis-
sioner to Malta, the first to hold that position,
until 1972. Many distinguished parliamenta-
rians have passed through this chamber, but
few could claim such remarkable achieve-
ments in a multitude of careers—in sport, in
politics and in the service of this country.

Sir Hubert was appointed an Officer of the
Most Excellent Order of the British Empire in
1953, in recognition of his outstanding service
during Australia’s Golden Jubilee Celebra-
tions in 1951, when he was given the com-
plex and difficult task of organising the
sporting section of the celebrations. Sir
Hubert received his knighthood from the
Queen in 1968.

Sir Hubert was a person whose experience
covered 92 years, two world wars, a great
depression and the years of postwar recon-
struction. He played a very significant role in
dismantling the White Australia policy—and
that is a part of his career and contribution to
public life which has been forgotten by many
modern-day commentators on the evolution of

Australia’s immigration policy. It was Hubert
Opperman who took the crucial ministerial
stand in 1966 that led to the dismantling of
the White Australia policy, and it will ever be
part of his humane legacy and contribution to
a united Australian community that that is one
of the great things for which he will be
remembered.

Sir Hubert documented some of his remark-
able life and career in his bookPedals,
Politics and Peoplepublished in 1977. In his
foreword to the book Sir Robert Menzies had
this to say about his former minister:
Hubert Opperman was, and is, a man of singular
understanding and remarkable courage. During my
term as Prime Minister, he was unquestionably one
of my greatest assets.

Sir Hubert continued to lead an active life
after his retirement. He was the Vice-Presi-
dent of the Association for the Blind for 12
years and then continued to serve as an
honorary counsellor. He was also an honorary
member of the St Kilda Rotary Club.

In 1984 Sir Hubert was inducted into the
Sport Australia Hall of Fame. In 1991 he
received one of France’s highest awards, the
Gold Medal of the City of Paris.

Oppy, as he has become known to us, holds
a unique place in Australian history and in
our hearts. He was a traditional Australian. He
was a man of very strong personal faith. He
was a person who gave a lot to his country in
wartime and in peace. He was a very humble
individual. He was a remarkably effective
local member. The division of Corio was only
ever held by the Liberal Party when Hubert
Opperman was its member. After his retire-
ment in 1967, it returned to the ranks of the
Australian Labor Party and, despite successive
assaults since, we have been unsuccessful in
winning it back—and that is a tribute to his
very effective work as a local member.

All of us who joined in the thanksgiving for
his remarkable life—when you live to the age
of 92, despite the natural bereavement that the
families feel, it is an occasion to celebrate a
remarkable life—reflected on the great joy
and great happiness he gave to many Austral-
ians. He was a great sportsman, a fine Aus-
tralian, a proud member of the Liberal Party
and a great member of that long period of
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coalition rule under Prime Minister Menzies.
He will be sadly missed by all of us.

On behalf of the Liberal Party and of the
government, I extend to his wife Lady Mavys,
his son, Ian, and to the Opperman family our
most sincere sympathy in their loss. We salute
the contribution that this remarkable Austral-
ian has made to the great history of our
nation.

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the
Opposition) (6.13 p.m.)—I join with the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard) in expressing
our sadness at this time on the death of such
an outstanding Australian, Sir Hubert
Opperman. As the Prime Minister has said
today, Sir Hubert had a remarkable career—in
the parliament, as a diplomat and as a cham-
pion Australian sportsman. He also saw
service with the RAAF during the Second
World War. His work for the Association of
the Blind in Victoria is also well known and
was very substantial.

Sir Hubert, like so many former members,
had a very humble upbringing, starting life as
a telegram boy. His must have been the best
delivered telegrams anywhere in the country
at that time, given the speed with which he
operated. It also obviously has something to
do with longevity. My great uncle who started
and stayed that way as a postman is going to
turn 107 shortly. Clearly, if you get on your
bike, you can stay on it for a very long
time—and this gentleman is a living example
of that.

Sir Hubert’s achievements in sport have
him compared to such other Australian cham-
pions as Don Bradman, Dawn Fraser and
Walter Lindrom—and that is not bad com-
pany. That he held cycling records for more
than 50 years is remarkable and testimony to
his undoubted status as a great sporting hero.
I note that he held the transcontinental Perth
to Sydney cycling record for 32 years, taking
just over 13 days to cycle that remarkable
distance. Perhaps nobody had informed him
that there was a train by then. Nevertheless,
that effort stood as a record for a very long
time.

Sir Hubert clearly had great stamina and
phenomenal determination. Like so many
Australian cyclists, he was very well known

in Europe and the United Kingdom. In fact,
a poll conducted by a Paris newspaper discov-
ered that at one point in time he was the most
popular sportsman in Europe. Until very late
in life he continued to contribute substantially
to Australian sport, particularly through his
efforts to establish the Australian Sports Hall
of Fame just over a decade ago. He made a
very significant contribution to the parliament
from his election to the seat of Corio in 1949,
and particularly as the Minister for Immigra-
tion in the Menzies government. He also saw
service as Government Whip and as the
Minister for Shipping and Transport.

I acknowledge, too, that Sir Hubert won an
election in 1963 when he defeated Bob
Hawke, who had nominated for the seat of
Corio. That was probably one of the few
defeats—and in terms of his subsequent career
the most essential one—that Bob Hawke
suffered. Had he not suffered that, perhaps his
career would have been very different. So I
guess we have reason to thank Oppy for his
political skills, having put back by a decade
or so the advent of our successful Prime
Minister. On behalf of the federal opposition,
I pass on to his wife and his son our sincere
sympathy at this time, as we honour one of
Australia’s greatest champions.

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (6.16 p.m.)—I would like to add to
the remarks of the Prime Minister (Mr How-
ard) and the Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Beazley) by recounting this quote from the
late Sir Hubert Opperman. He states:
All I ask of you all is that whatever action you may
contemplate in your political life the interests of
Australia will always be regarded as paramount to
your own.

I think that was the sort of guiding light that
he brought to his representation as the mem-
ber for Corio over all those years and to all
of those other activities that he undertook
through that busy life; that proud life which
saw him win so much in France and around
the world with his attributes, starting on a
Malvern Star bicycle and moving up from
there.

In a speech made on the supply bill on 11
May 1967, Sir Hubert said, ‘Perhaps one of
the most progressive and appreciated steps
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taken while I held the immigration portfolio
was the relaxation of the procedures relating
to migration from Asia.’ That is not an exact
quote but a paraphrase of part of his speech.
He was very proud of his work in commen-
cing and initiating the abolition of the White
Australia policy. He can rightly walk tall in
regard to that contribution which he made to
this parliament.

Mr Winton Turnbull—a former member for
Mallee who never missed a division over all
the years that he was a member of this House
and a whip for the then Country Party—led
the adjournment debate just before Oppy
headed off to become the Australian High
Commissioner to Malta. Winton, who I gather
had a great turn of phrase, for those who
knew him all those years ago—and I know
the member for New England (Mr Sinclair)
would fall into that category—said to the
House on that particular occasion, ‘The
important thing is that the principles for
which men stand will continue.’ He said of
Hubert Opperman:
They will withstand the kingdom of decay. When
time is over and worlds have passed away, cold in
the grave the withered heart may lie but that which
warmed it once can never die.

On behalf of the National Party, I extend my
sympathy to the family of Sir Hubert
Opperman, a person who made a giant contri-
bution to the wellbeing of this nation.

Mr O’CONNOR (Corio) (6.19 p.m.)—As
the member for Corio—a seat held by Sir
Hubert Opperman from 1949 to 1967—I am
pleased to participate in the condolence
motion now before the House. I cannot lay
claim to knowing Sir Hubert Opperman well
in a personal sense. It was through his sport-
ing achievements that I came to learn of the
great Oppy.

I was born and raised in the western district
of Victoria in a small farming hamlet. Each
year my father used to take us to see the
Melbourne to Warrnambool bike race. I never
saw Opperman ride in that race, because the
last one that he rode in was 1946, which was
before I was born, but in the excited discus-
sions that always accompanied each bunch of
riders as they swept through the town of
Colac there was speculation about the location

of the backmarkers and the scratch bunch.
These discussions inevitably made reference
to the great Oppy and the fact that those in
the scratch bunch could never really hold a
candle to him.

In my early years the name Opperman or
Oppy, as he was affectionately known, was
raised in the same breath as the great Jack
Dyer, who played for Richmond, Donald
Bradman, Walter Lindrum and other greats in
their respective sports. Hubert Opperman’s
life was lived in distinct phases. He was a
great Australian sportsman, a politician and a
diplomat. It should be remembered, however,
that he was a successful businessman. He was
a dedicated family man and was very dedicat-
ed to the Geelong community in the time that
he served as the member for Corio.

It was his unique skill and stamina as a
cyclist which wrote him into this country’s
history books of sport, created a local and
international sporting hero and made Oppy a
legend in his own day. Much will be spoken
about his sporting achievements in this condo-
lence motion, but there are two stories of
achievements that I think are quite inspira-
tional. The first occurred in 1928 with his win
in the Bol d’Or in France. He pedalled 17
consecutive hours, and he came from 17 laps
behind to set a record of 910 kilometres for
the 24-hour race. The second occurred some
11 years later at the old Sydney velodrome,
when in a 24-hour cycling marathon
Opperman broke 101 state, Australian and
national records for the distance. His feats of
endurance literally boggled the ordinary
sporting mind.

His political career began in 1949, when he
first won the seat of Corio from Dedman, a
minister in the Chifley Labor government. For
this recent political history, I have borrowed
on the great memory of another former
member of Corio and former speaker of this
House, the Hon. Gordon Scholes.

Opperman entered the House in 1949 after
a near doubling of the size of the House of
Representatives. Based on the 1946 figures,
Corio was a Liberal seat but it still had to be
won. Opperman did it by 235 votes. After the
double dissolution in 1951, he held the seat
by 139 votes. He went on to contest and win
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successive campaigns until his retirement in
1967. He was a politician who could stay in
the saddle or, as they say, stay on the bike.
He was an astute campaigner politically.

Gordon Scholes recounts the story that, in
his campaigns for the seat of Corio, Oppy
would ride his bike home with the workers
from Ford and other Geelong industries.
Families with newborn babies received a note
of congratulations from him. He is particular-
ly remembered by many in Geelong for the
personal note that they received from him
when their loved ones had passed on.

Gordon Scholes relates the rather humorous
tale of the 1966 campaign which, I think, was
Gordon’s first. The Labor Party organised a
rather large cavalcade of cars to go through
Geelong in protest against conscription and to
support Gordon Scholes’s campaign. The last
car in the cavalcade contained Oppy waving
to the assembled masses. That, of course,
surprised the interested onlookers.

There is no doubt that Hubert Opperman
was a great Australian sporting hero. He is
warmly remembered as a politician by many
constituents in the seat of Corio. On behalf of
those electors and, indeed, the people of
Geelong—and I am sure that my old adver-
sary, the honourable member for Corangamite
(Mr McArthur), who represents the other side
of the Barwon River in Geelong, will join me
in this—I express a great sense of loss at his
passing. We pass on to his surviving wife and
family our deepest sympathy. We thank Sir
Hubert Opperman for the great memories.

Mr SINCLAIR (New England) (6.26
p.m.)—Apart from the Clerk of the House, I
guess I am the only remaining person here
who served with Oppy. I actually served with
him in the last Menzies cabinet.

Oppy was an enigmatic figure. Much has
been said of him but I want to add a couple
of stories. One thing that is of interest is that
Oppy made his maiden speech on 22 February
1950 in the 19th Parliament of the Common-
wealth. This is the 38th Parliament of the
Commonwealth. It took 49 years for the first
19 parliaments, and it has taken from 1950
until now for the next 19 parliaments. It is
interesting that it took a little longer for the
first 19 sittings of our federation to occur.

It is of interest, too, how times have
changed since 1950. When Oppy made his
maiden speech, his sporting achievements—of
which he was so proud and for which he is so
often remembered—were almost 20 years
behind him. The sad part about Oppy’s life
after politics was that he often said how
strongly he was remembered for those incred-
ible sporting achievements and how little
people said about the 17 years that he spent
in politics. He spent six years as a minister—
three years in shipping and transport and three
in immigration—and he made quite a remark-
able contribution.

He was a very humble and shy man. He
was always prepared to make fun of himself.
In the Menzies days the cabinet sometimes
went rather late at night. I remember one
night we were becoming a little weary and a
few of us were having a bit of a snooze at the
back. We were talking in the anteroom after-
wards and Oppy said, ‘You know, it reminds
me of the days when I was in those endurance
races.’ Bruce Small—whom many would
know later as Sir Bruce Small, a man who
made such an enormous contribution in the
development of the canal infrastructure on the
Gold Coast—

Mr Katter —And Malvern Star.

Mr SINCLAIR —Of course, Malvern Star.
Apparently Bruce was Oppy’s manager in
those early days. Oppy said that he would be
out pedalling furiously around the track and
he would say to Bruce, ‘Look, can I have a
break now?’ Bruce would say, ‘No, keep
going for a few more laps.’ Oppy would say,
‘Can I have a break now?’ Bruce would say,
‘No, just do a few more laps.’ Finally, Oppy,
being absolutely exhausted, would say, ‘I just
have to stop for a while.’ Bruce would say,
‘Okay, you can have 10 minutes.’ Oppy
would get off and lay his head down and five
minutes later Bruce would wake him up and
say, ‘You have been asleep for half an hour.
Get going.’ Poor old Oppy would get going,
having had only that five-minute break.

He was a remarkable Australian. I think it
is of tremendous significance that, whilst at
the age of 92 one’s life seems to have passed,
today’s generation recognises the enormous
contributions of Sir Hubert Opperman in both
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politics and sport. He was truly a great Aus-
tralian. To his widow, Lady Opperman, to his
son, Ian, and to the Opperman family, I
would like to extend deepest sympathy from
me and my wife Rosemary.

Mr ROBERT BROWN (Charlton) (6.28
p.m.)—I want to be identified as well with
this motion of condolence for Sir Hubert
Opperman. I particularly want to speak
because of the personal consideration which
Oppy had shown to me. I appreciate the way
in which the Prime Minister (Mr Howard) and
the Leader of the Opposition (Mr Beazley)
detailed some of those quite remarkable
elements of Sir Hubert Opperman’s life. I also
endorse the reference to Sir Hubert Opperman
by the right honourable member for New
England (Mr Sinclair) as an outstanding man.
He was indeed an outstanding man.

As the right honourable member for New
England mentioned, Sir Hubert Opperman
was often concerned that people remembered
him more for his sporting prowess than for
his political achievements. The Prime Minister
has mentioned the contribution which Sir
Hubert Opperman made to the end of the
White Australia policy. That contribution
deserves to be mentioned. Sir Hubert deserves
to be remembered because his statement was
instrumental in bringing about an end to the
White Australia policy. It became known as
the Opperman doctrine.

So many quite incredible achievements of
Sir Hubert Opperman have been detailed
already. We have heard some of those re-
markable anecdotes about his experience as a
cyclist. For example, on one occasion his
cycle was sabotaged by someone unknown.
This person filed through the chain of Sir
Hubert’s cycle and it broke, but Oppy impro-
vised in order to complete that particular race.

At one time he held in excess of 100
separate records in cycling and numerous
cycling classic titles. We should also remem-
ber that Sir Hubert and Lady Mavys enjoyed
69 years of their devoted marriage. He was as
well known in Europe as he was in Australia.
In fact, in 1991 he attended as a guest with
Lady Mavys the centenary celebrations of the
first Paris-Brest race. On that occasion

100,000 Parisians turned out to honour Sir
Hubert and Lady Opperman.

Sir Hubert was very gracious to me. As
Minister for Land Transport, I asked him to
launch a bicycle strategy. If one were to get
someone to launch such a strategy, then who
better than Oppy. It was only about a month
before an election was to be held and I am
sure that it was of some concern to Sir Hubert
that he had been asked to participate in an
initiative by a government that was not of his
political persuasion. That is why I say it was
very gracious of him to accept. He was
disappointed that some people expressed
concern. But I made sure, as did those people
working with me, that it was not a day for the
government and it was not a day for me, but
that it was a day for Oppy and he enjoyed it
enormously—having the opportunity for the
first time to launch a strategy which sought to
address the problems of cyclists on the road,
to ensure that their needs were incorporated
in design work for roads and to do something
about the estimated cost of $500 million of
accidents involving cyclists on the roads.
Among other things on that occasion, he said:

I feel very much as though I am trading on past
performances and longevity.

But there is nothing which inspires me more than
to be among cycling enthusiasts who are prepared
to work for its betterment.

Having the Government focus on cycling as a
means of transport and a means of health is a great
inspiration.

Just a couple of years ago, in a kind message
that he sent to me during the Christmas
period, he referred to the fact that he and
Lady Opperman were going to transfer from
their unit to a two-room apartment in a nearby
hostel as they became increasingly aged and
in need of greater attention. But, in referring
to that change, he said in part:
So we are walking a tightrope of uncertain time
endeavouring to forecast and select, without
sentiment but regard for the future, the memorabilia
gathered over our 65 years of constant world
journeys.

Perhaps without value but enshrined in our mem-
ories of other years, other incidents and other
people!

We have finally arrived at Shakespeare’s observa-
tions which I now plagiarise for my own purpose.
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There is a tide in the affairs of men, which taken
at the Flood, leads on to improved health and
desirable longevity.

Of course, Sir Hubert then was to survive for
at least a couple of years after that. To Lady
Mavys and their son, Ian, I join with others
in expressing my deep sympathy.

Mr RUDDOCK (Berowra—Minister for
Immigration and Multicultural Affairs) (6.34
p.m.)—As Minister for Immigration and
Multicultural Affairs, I wish to be associated
with this condolence motion. Sir Hubert
Opperman was an outstanding Australian who
served his country with distinction as a
sportsman of world class and standing, as a
RAAF Flight Lieutenant, as a Liberal member
of parliament and as a federal minister and
diplomat. As was so properly recalled by the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard), the Deputy
Prime Minister (Mr Tim Fischer) and the
member for Charlton (Mr Robert Brown), he
played a very significant role as Minister for
Immigration between 1963 and 1966. It is
those matters which I wish to highlight
because he was a reformist in the great
Liberal tradition. He pioneered liberalisation
of the immigration program, yet was firm
when he needed to be in that area, as all
ministers are.

As minister he presided over a review
which changed the focus on conditions for the
entry of non-European people to Australia,
their qualifications and ability to settle. Sir
Hubert’s action to address discrimination
against non-European students who were
forced to leave Australia before becoming
eligible for naturalisation, as it was then
known, led to another Opperman doctrine. He
put a stop to this practice by allowing non-
European temporary residents to become
residents and citizens after just five years
instead of what was formerly 15 years. This
also allowed the residents and citizens to
bring their families to Australia much earlier
than might otherwise have been possible.

The Opperman reforms are now recognised
as heralding the beginning of the end of the
White Australia program and paving the way
for the reforms of the late 1960s and the
1970s. Emeritus Professor Jamie Mackie of
the ANU recently said in theAustralian of

March 1996 in a tribute to the Opperman
doctrine:
Opperman deserves the nation’s thanks . . . for
having broken the political ice in 1966 and got the
process of policy reform started, in substance if not
yet in name.

These were very significant reforms for
Australia. It is recognised that Sir Hubert
started that process. He is a person whose
inspiration and achievements were shared and
celebrated by all Australians and whose
contribution to public life was much wider
than his legendary sporting fame. His political
achievements alone will endure for all time as
a major milestone in our multicultural history.
I commend Sir Hubert Opperman and I offer
my condolences and that of my department to
his widow, Lady Mavys Opperman, his son,
Ian, and family.

Mr O’KEEFE (Burke) (6.37 p.m.)—Thank
you, Mr Deputy Speaker, and congratulations
on your appointment. I rise to speak on this
motion for two reasons. I think it is important
that the families and friends of former politi-
cians know that the efforts of someone such
as Sir Hubert are respected on both sides of
the House. In my case, there are two reasons,
one being that Mrs Annie O’Keefe, who was
at the centre of the High Court case in the
late 1940s which, I guess, broke open the
infamous White Australia policy, was from
our family. I have always held in high regard
the efforts of Sir Hubert as a minister in that
policy area.

I also had the privilege to meet him and
Lady Mavys at an event that the member for
Charlton (Mr Robert Brown) will take some
pride in. Only two or three years ago, I had
the privilege of representing the then federal
Labor government at the launch of the new
Sprinter trains in Melbourne. Much of the
credit for the trains, by the way, was being
claimed by the then newly elected Liberal
state government in Victoria, but it was the
member for Charlton who, as the Labor land
transport minister, signed the cheque for them.
The first such Sprinter train was named after
Sir Hubert, just as all of them have been
named after various sporting personalities. He
joined us at the launch and we took the train
trip to Bendigo with him and Lady Mavys.
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I will tell just one little tale about the day.
He told a joke to the assembled media and
throng which, let me say, was a joke from
another era. We would probably describe it
now as not politically correct. Alan Brown
and I muttered to each other that we would
not have been able to get away with that one,
but a very kindly media did not report it and
it was left aside. I think it was a measure of
the regard in which he was held by all Aus-
tralians that that was the way that situation
transpired.

I pass on my personal thoughts at this
moment to Lady Mavys, Ian and the rest of
the family and wish them to know that their
husband, father and family member was
warmly regarded on both sides of this federal
parliament.

Mr WARWICK SMITH (Bass—Minister
for Sport, Territories and Local Government)
(6.40 p.m.)—I would also like to express my
condolences to the family and many friends
of Sir Hubert Opperman, without doubt one
of this nation’s sporting heroes. I did not
know Sir Hubert personally, although his feats
as a cyclist are legendary, not only in Austral-
ia but around the world. His personal qualities
are even more fondly remembered by those
who had the pleasure of meeting him.

Sir Hubert Opperman was born in 1904 in
Rochester, Victoria, with cycling in his blood.
His father, a butcher, was an amateur cycling
champion. In those days of amateur cycling,
prizes of $1 were usually offered to the
winners, and Sir Hubert later said that he
regarded them ‘with more relish than Jack
Dempsey did a million dollar purse’.

Sir Hubert turned professional in 1922,
leaving his job at the navigation department
when he was refused leave of absence to
compete in a race. Actually, the event in
question was of particular interest to me
because it was the Launceston to Hobart road
race and his first win as a professional. In
fact, Sir Hubert returned to Launceston in
1987 to open the National Masters Games and
rode a lap of honour of the velodrome at the
age of 83.

Sir Hubert’s professional cycling career was
given a boost after he took a job in a small
cycle shop in the Melbourne suburb of Mal-

vern. The cycling-mad owner of the shop was
Bruce Small, later Sir Bruce Small, who was
to manage Sir Hubert throughout his profes-
sional career and also developed the famous
Malvern Star bicycle.

After winning the Launceston-Hobart race
for a third successive time, Sir Hubert took
the coveted Warrnambool to Melbourne event
in 1924 to become the Australian road cham-
pion. The same year he won the gruelling
Goulburn to Sydney race with its tough climb
over the Razorback, despite suffering two
punctures and a painful fall.

Over the next few years, his achievements
captured the imagination of the population, so
much so that 30,000 people were on hand to
see him defeat the American star, Frank
Corry, in Melbourne. In 1927 Sir Hubert set
a world record for the distance covered in 24
hours. In 1928 Sir Hubert set off for Europe
with Bruce Small, taking with them the
qualities of mateship, courage and a fair go
which had epitomised the Australian troops
who had served there in World War I.

After surprising the French by finishing
17th in the Tour de France without the sup-
port enjoyed by the European teams, Sir
Hubert competed in an event which was to
forge his name in cycling glory. It was known
as the Bol d’Or, a continuous 24-hour race
around a 500-metre velodrome. His achieve-
ments had so worried some of his rivals that
they sabotaged his two bicycles by filing
halfway through the chains, which both broke
in the first hour of the race.

Showing the crowd some true Australian
spirit and initiative, Bruce Small found an old
roadster complete with mudguards, lamps and
upturned handlebars for Sir Hubert to con-
tinue on while repairs were made to his racing
machines. By the time he got back on his
bike, Sir Hubert was some 17 laps behind the
field, but at the 12-hour halfway mark he was
in front and, to cries of ‘Come on, Oppy’
from the crowd, he pushed on to set a world
record for 24-hour cycling, breaking a further
seven records along the way.

However, Bruce Small was not satisfied and
urged him on to set yet another record for
1,000 kilometres. Oppy is said to have re-
plied, ‘Blast the record; all I want to do is get
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off the bike,’ but by then the crowd realised
what was happening and resumed its chant,
spurring him on for another 79 minutes and
another world record.

The performance was so impressive that in
a poll of more than 1½ million people con-
ducted by a Paris newspaper Sir Hubert was
voted the most popular sportsman in Europe.
The press decided that the reasons for this
were his courage, loyalty and perfect smile.
There was, of course, no question as to his
loyalty and courage but what the French did
not realise was that his perpetual smile
stemmed from the fact that at the time he did
not understand a word they spoke.

On his return to Australia, Oppy continued
on his recording breaking spree, including the
phenomenal achievement in 1932 of cycling
some 1,380 kilometres in 24 hours—a record
which still stands today. In fact, that record
stands as one of the three greatest single
performances by Australian sportsmen, along
with Sir Donald Bradman’s 309 test runs in
a day and Herb Elliott’s 1,500 metre victory
at the 1960 Rome Olympics.

Through this part of his career, Sir Hubert
was one of a handful of Australian sporting
heroes to lift the spirit of the nation during
the Great Depression. Along with Sir Donald
Bradman, Walter Lindrum and Phar Lap, Sir
Hubert gave Australians suffering through
those hard times something to cheer about.
There was certainly plenty of cheering in
1932 when he was the first person to ride a
bicycle across the newly opened Sydney
Harbour Bridge. Amazingly, Oppy was also
the first person to ride a bicycle through the
Sydney Harbour Tunnel after it was opened
in 1992.

Sir Hubert’s racing career ended with the
outbreak of World War II, in which he served
as a Flight Lieutenant in the RAAF. Personi-
fying the adage that ‘old cyclists never die,
they just change gears’, Sir Hubert turned his
many abilities to the political arena in 1949,
winning the Victorian seat of Corio. His
political career carried numerous highlights,
including positions as Government Whip,
Minister for Shipping and Transport and
Minister for Immigration.

He later went on to become Australia’s
High Commissioner to Malta. In his maiden
speech to parliament, Sir Hubert said:
I know that just as the juvenile admires the cham-
pion, walks like him, acts like him and follows his
example, so we in our malleable condition will be
fashioned by the example set us by the older
members of this House.

If today’s aspiring athletes can take on board
just a sample of Sir Hubert’s qualities, this
country’s sporting heritage is certainly as-
sured. As a nation we are undoubtedly poorer
for the passing of Sir Hubert Opperman. Like
all of my colleagues, I extend my condolences
to his family.

Mr NUGENT (Aston) (6.46 p.m.)—I am
pleased to speak in support of this condolence
motion for Sir Hubert Opperman. I came to
know Oppy during the last seven years of his
life. He was one of my constituents. He lived
in Salford Park Retirement Village, which is
in the centre of my electorate. As I got to
know him over those years the full measure
of the man gradually became apparent, but
not from him because he was a very modest
man. It was others who had to tell the stories.

As the Prime Minister (Mr Howard) alluded
to earlier, for those of us who attended the
memorial service in Melbourne last week the
full sweep of his life, that incredible life, such
as him being a sportsman, all his records and
the time he held those records, was gradually
revealed in the eulogies. What grabs me, and
indeed so many people, when you look back
at those years is that he rode pretty antiquated
equipment compared with what we ride today.
They did not have the gear then that we have
today. It was really old, heavy gear. When he
went to Europe he did not have the latest gear
that all the Europeans had. He was riding
very backward equipment by comparison but
he still won all those races and set all those
records.

He served in the air force and did his duty
to his country. We have heard in some detail
about his record as a parliamentarian and as
a minister—defeating a minister to win the
seat that had never been a Liberal seat;
defeating Bob Hawke and holding on to it for
all of those years; an immigration policy that
was enlightened before its time; a successful



Tuesday, 30 April 1996 REPRESENTATIVES 37

diplomat; and a friend and servant of the
blind, amongst many others. That was perhaps
particularly appropriate living in the seat of
Aston, which is named after Tilly Aston, who
was the founder of the braille library of
Victoria.

I will not go into all the details that have
been covered by many of the previous speak-
ers. I will mention some of my personal
experiences. I knew Oppy during the last
seven years of his life. I first met him in 1989
when I was the candidate for Aston and
aspiring to defeat the incumbent Labor mem-
ber. I went along to Salford Park to address
200 or 300 residents at a meeting—

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Nehl) —
Order! The honourable member will resume
his seat. I would like to draw standing order
57 to the attention of the honourable member
who just stood. I commend it to your study.

Mr NUGENT —I was addressing the 200
or 300 residents of Salford Park and thought
I was going fairly well until a somewhat
senior looking gentleman stood up at the back
and gave me a fairly thorough work-out
during question time. After it was all over,
and having survived this fairly rigorous work-
out from this very knowledgeable and intelli-
gent gentleman at the back, I inquired of the
management who the person was. It turned
out to be Oppy. I said to somebody, ‘I
thought he was supposed to be on my side.’
That did not stop him giving me a good
work-out. Having done that, I went up and
introduced myself and that is when I got to
know him.

Oppy not only appeared with his wife, Lady
Mavys, in some of my publicity brochures,
but also sent me ‘Oppygrams’ on a regular
basis. For those who do not know, he was
well known for his ‘Oppygrams’ which were
little pieces of paper usually of a pro forma
nature but handwritten. During the subsequent
campaigns and other campaigns these would
arrive at regular intervals. They would give
me encouragement, tell me what I had done
wrong or tell me what to do differently. Even
the odd donation came along as well. He was
as delighted as we all were when we subse-
quently won the next election. I have met him
on a number of occasions since then.

The overwhelming thing about Oppy was
that, in spite of fame and the power and
trappings of office and his achievements, he
was a man of outstanding humility. He was a
man of humanitarian values. He always
considered others before himself. I think
another of the outstanding features of his life
that he would wish to have remembered was
the constant support, wherever he went, of his
wife, Lady Mavys.

He was one of life’s true gentlemen. He
died on his exercise bike, with the cycle clips
still around his legs and the famous beret on
one side. He was found like that by staff. We
have lost a truly great Australian. I offer my
condolences and those of all residents of
Aston, and Salford Park in particular, to Lady
Mavys, his son, Ian, and all of his family.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER —Order! Before
calling the next speaker, I commend standing
order 57 to the attention of the honourable
member for Wentworth.

Mr McARTHUR (Corangamite) (6.52
p.m.)—I would like to be associated with the
Prime Minister (Mr Howard), the member for
Corio (Mr O’Connor) and other members of
this House in the condolence motion for Sir
Hubert Opperman. As other members have
said, he died in his 92nd year still riding his
bike—a remarkable achievement in itself. I
draw the attention of the House to the fact
that when Oppy became a member in 1949 it
was the beginning of the long 23 years of
Menzies government. There was great excite-
ment in Geelong, I well recall—I was a
young boy—when Oppy beat J.J. Dedman by
235 votes, a very narrow margin. All of us
who had some interest in politics were very
excited that the Menzies government had been
swept to power and that this famous cyclist
was now our local member, though by a very
narrow margin.

The other interesting aspect of that election
was that Oppy beat a minister in the Chifley
government, the Hon. J.J. Dedman, who was
quite famous for cutting the tails off shirts as
a wartime measure. That was the highlight of
the campaign—and the member for Corio
should draw Mr Scholes’s attention to that.

Oppy was always a very strong member,
being a holder of a marginal seat. As a young
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man, I had a number of conversations with
him about how you hold a marginal seat as a
minister of the Crown. He always returned
home on Saturday mornings to talk to con-
stituents. He said to me, ‘You must always
have a feel for what they are saying here in
Geelong because, if you don’t attend here on
a regular basis, you won’t have the seat the
next time around.’ That aspiring politician
from Western Australia, Bob Hawke, came
over in 1963, I think, to give it a run. Oppy
dealt with him in a strong fashion. It took a
long while for that young Bob Hawke to
return to the political fray.

Other members have made strong reference
to Oppy’s prowess as a cyclist. All of us in
the Geelong region and in Victoria know
Oppy to be a true hero in terms of those
remarkable performances in France and
Europe and, as the member for Corio said, in
that famous Warrnambool to Melbourne bike
race where Oppy dominated in terms of
fastest time. I do not think he won it but three
times he was the fastest time holder. That, in
terms of cycling, is a very high honour, apart
from his international reputation.

As other members have said, he was a very
human local member. As a young man, I had
a number of conversations with him about
politics, the way he saw the Australian parlia-
ment and how he saw the handling of a very
marginal seat. He was a great Australian in
the tradition of all those sportsmen mentioned.
This House is indeed honoured to have a
person of that calibre as a minister. He was
an international sportsman and a wonderful
human being. I join with others in this condo-
lence motion and pass on my sympathies to
Lady Mavys Opperman and her son. I also
convey the condolences of former member
Tony Street. I know he was very close to Sir
Hubert. The electorates of Corio and Coranga-
mite are the Geelong electorates and there has
been a long association over many years. I
join with other members in this very historic
condolence motion to a great Australian.

Question resolved in the affirmative, hon-
ourable members standing in their places.

Young, Hon. Michael Jerome, AO
Mr HOWARD (Bennelong—Prime

Minister) (6.57 p.m.)—I move:

That the House expresses its deep regret at the
death, on Monday, 8 April 1996, of the Hon.
Michael (Mick) Jerome Young, AO, Member of the
House of Representatives for the Division of Port
Adelaide, South Australia, from 1974 to 1988;
Special Minister of State in 1983 and from 1984 to
1987; Minister for Immigration and Ethnic Affairs
in 1987; Minister for Immigration, Local Govern-
ment and Ethnic Affairs and Minister Assisting the
Prime Minister for Multicultural Affairs from 1987
to 1988; Leader of the House in 1983 and from
1984 to 1988; and Vice-President of the Executive
Council in 1983 and from 1987 to 1988, places on
record its appreciation of his long and meritorious
public service, and tenders its profound sympathy
to his family in their bereavement.

I am very pleased to acknowledge the pres-
ence in the public gallery of Mary Young and
Mick’s daughter and son, and other members
of his family.

As somebody who entered parliament as a
political opponent of Mick Young’s, and on
the same day, I want to say a few words
about him. We were both elected to the
parliament midway through the three-year
period of the Whitlam era—on 18 May 1974.
Mick Young and I, over the time that both of
us were in parliament, said some very vigo-
rous and, on occasions, quite insulting things
about each other. He would not retrospective-
ly, in any sense, thank me for engaging in
any humbug or for denying that that hap-
pened. We were vigorous opponents.

He was a great debater; he was a very
humorous man; he had a capacity to deliver
political ridicule in a fashion I do not think I
have encountered in its blunt form from
anybody else in the time I have been in the
parliament. He did have what was character-
istically often described—whether accurately
or not—as that earthy, Irish-Australian wit.
He did it very well, he did it with style and
he did it very effectively for his party.

There is no doubt that Mick Young was a
very distinguished son of the Australian Labor
Party. It is appropriate on occasions like this
that the lengthier, more personal eulogies be
delivered by the party colleagues of the
person who is being remembered. But it is
also appropriate to acknowledge the tradition
of your political opponents.

Mick Young came right out of the centre of
the Labor Party’s working-class tradition. He
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did reflect, when he came to parliament, that
it had been a long journey from the shearing
shed to the House of Representatives. He
typified the Irish-Catholic tradition of the
Australian Labor Party, a tradition that, I note,
is now perhaps not quite as powerful as it
once was. As I listened to some of the names
being read out today, I began to imagine that
the Irish-Catholic tradition is at least in part
being transplanted to the Liberal Party of
Australia and to the National Party of Austral-
ia.

On occasions like this, one ought to reflect
upon the traditions that have made up the two
great sides of Australian politics. I have no
doubt, as a student of politics, that Mick
Young has been one of the most significant
figures of the past generation in the Australian
labour movement. There is little doubt that
the Labor Party would not have won in 1972
without Mick Young’s organising skills. As
somebody who, in the concluding months of
the coalition’s reign in office in 1972, was
aware of the seeming inevitability that change
was going to occur, I respected Mick Young’s
organising ability. There is no doubt that
without him, as Gough Whitlam has acknow-
ledged, the Labor Party would not have come
to power in 1972.

Mick Young understood the need for strong
party organisations. He understood the need
to change the nature of the Labor Party in
Victoria. He had a capacity to work very
effectively with his federal parliamentary
leader. He was, as I recall, the first national
secretary of the Australian Labor Party. As
somebody who has, on occasions, witnessed
the vagaries of federalism inside my own
party, I can understand that it took quite an
effort to bring about the establishment of a
federal Labor Party secretariat under Mick
Young.

On behalf of the government, I say to
Mick’s family and to all his friends in the
Labor Party that he has made a very signifi-
cant mark on the political life of this country
over the last 20 or 30 years. He was a like-
able, robust and direct character. He had great
passions. He had a great passion for his party.
He had a great passion for the Port Adelaide
football team. He had a great passion for the

union that he represented and from which he
came.

Mick Young was a devoted member of a
tight-knit family. He brought to public life a
tradition which many of us look upon with
respect—even though we may not always
agree with its expression. I certainly respected
him as a tough opponent. He dished a lot out
to me. I dished some back. Neither of us ever
apologised, and that is the nature of politics.

On an occasion such as this I would like to
record my sympathy to Mary and to Mick’s
two children. I was privileged to attend the
memorial requiem at St Mary’s Cathedral in
Sydney. It was a marvellous tribute. Many
moving speeches were delivered, not least the
speech delivered by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion (Mr Beazley). It was a cavalcade of
Labor Party tradition and history over the past
20 or 30 years. Mary, to you and your chil-
dren and to others in the chamber and in the
gallery who knew Mick best and were associ-
ated with him over many years, I extend the
sympathy of my government and of my party
and express our respects for the contribution
he made to the cause in which he so passion-
ately believed.

By way of anticipatory apology I must say
that, quite properly, this condolence motion
will go on for some time as there are many
people, particularly on the Labor Party side of
the House, who will want to pay their re-
spects to Mick. However, I have a commit-
ment to some guests. I hope that none of
those opposite and none of Mick’s family will
regard it as in any way disrespectful of me if
I am not personally present when the debate
concludes.

On behalf of the Liberal Party of Australia
and of the government, I extend our sympathy
to Mick’s family and I record my respect for
the contribution he made to the robust politi-
cal tradition which he so effectively espoused
over such a long period of time.

Mr BEAZLEY (Brand—Leader of the
Opposition) (7.04 p.m.)—I thank the Prime
Minister (Mr Howard) for his remarks and for
the spirit in which he delivered them. I am
sure his views will be appreciated by all who
knew and loved Mick on this side of the
House and much further afield. It is an indica-
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tion of the man that so many people in this
chamber—as is the case with the Prime
Minister himself—can recount the fact that
Mick Young was known as a colleague. That
we have his young family in the gallery with
us here today is an indication of how untime-
ly Mick’s death was and, in these circum-
stances, how fresh in the minds of so many of
us is the memory of our dear friend.

Gough Whitlam once said of Mick that he
was one of the greatest pieces of good fortune
the Labor Party has ever had. That is an
extraordinarily heartfelt judgment from one of
the greatest leaders the Labor Party of Aus-
tralia has ever had. Gough Whitlam formed
that judgment for many reasons. Partly, that
judgment was formed out of pure gratitude.
Mick Young was, I believe, one of the half-
dozen creators of the modern Labor Party.

It was Gough Whitlam who was the benefi-
ciary, in political terms, of Mick’s extraordi-
nary political skills when the Labor Party was
restructured in the early 1970s. Subsequently,
as National Secretary of the Labor Party,
Mick ran what was probably the first of the
truly modern election campaigns—the Labor
Party’s ‘It’s time’ campaign of 1972. That
campaign was devised, basically, by Mick
Young and was largely funded by his fund-
raising activities. It was the first time that that
office had devoted itself seriously to substan-
tial fundraising. Both the strategy and the
resources were, in large measure, the product
of Mick Young’s activity.

Mick himself believed that at that period in
his life he made his greatest contribution to
public life. I am not so sure that that was the
case. I think his subsequent contribution to
public life was equally considerable in our
period of opposition during the 1970s—a
situation that was not dissimilar from that
which we confront now.

It was the fight of people like Mick Young
and Paul Keating that kept the courage in the
ranks, that kept the party ticking over. Mick
was a tremendous believer in intellectual
endeavour in the party—not just a good
parliamentary performance but getting the
policy right and getting the electorate accus-
tomed to the way in which you think and
accustomed to the solutions that you propose

for national problems. Therefore, he was
always prominent at the conferences, always
there keeping the party on track.

That was finally recognised—and I do not
think I had ever seen Mick prouder in all his
many achievements—by the party when we
made him president in 1986. He said on that
occasion, ‘I think that the greatest lesson is
that you can do it from the shearing shed.’
When I read that quote of Mick’s I went back
to his maiden speech. His maiden speech is
actually a wonderful detailing of his personal
origins. Halfway through it is a plea for the
people that he left behind in the shearing
shed. He went through in great detail the fact
that shearers then still had not achieved—and
they probably still do not have—what we
would regard as normal opportunities in life.
He concluded:
Few former shearers escape the scourges of back
injuries and other severe muscular and rheumatic
ailments. For all of these reasons, I put the argu-
ment strongly to this House for a better deal for the
members of my old trade—an honourable and
colourful profession which has made a tremendous
contribution to Australian economic and social life.

It is an honourable and colourful profession
producing honourable and colourful people—
one of whom was Mick Young. All of us here
remember him for his humour because we
could get it on a daily basis. He was not
ungenerous with his humour. I recollect that
whenever I had a decent conversation with
my wife on calling home and I regaled the list
of jokes I wanted left in my mind she would
automatically say, ‘You’ve had lunch with
Mick again.’ It was either lunch or a tele-
phone conversation. I guess I spoke to Mick
almost every day I was in Canberra during the
last five years. If it was not every day, it was
two or three times a week.

Mick was generous with his advice, but he
was quiet with his advice. Many people have
left politics and have never left the stage.
Mick left politics, left the stage and stayed in
the game. He stayed in the game supporting
us—supporting us in relevant terms by pro-
viding us with funds, with resources, with
advice, with sage counsel—even after he felt
he could no longer make a contribution in
parliament. Right to the very end he was
doing that both with me and with other
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colleagues who came to see him when he was
in hospital.

His humour was always pungent but never
ultimately wounding and always, apart from
the sorts of occasions I have referred to, to
the point. There is a wonderful quote from the
time when he was in the process of restructur-
ing the Labor Party and he overheard a plot
in the corner—perhaps a means by which the
other agents of that change might be got at.
It was actually referring to Clyde Cameron,
an old AWU mate of his. He shouted out to
them, ‘Go ahead and take him on. You’ll
need only four things: a bottle of No-Doz
tablets, a Trent memory training course, a
barrel load of bayonets and a lot more brains
than any of you blokes have got.’ So it was
not turned on just you, Mr Prime Minister,
from time to time—it could be turned in any
particular direction at any particular time—
and it was always extremely effective.

I remember one of the first occasions when
I came into this chamber. Malcolm Fraser was
then Prime Minister. Malcolm carried into the
chamber heavy artillery but not terribly
mobile artillery. That was once said of Win-
ston Churchill, and it absolutely applied to
Malcolm Fraser. So he was very good at
portentousness but not necessarily aware of
perhaps the consequences or how he might be
got at. There was one fella who was always
likely to get him, and that was Mick.

Malcolm was announcing some committee
to solve some problem that will probably
recur 20 years from now and it probably
occurred 20 years before that. He was reading
out a list of names of people who would do
that for him. The House had gone into its
usual torpor in those circumstances as we
listened to the portentous message come
across. There was silence at the end of
Malcolm’s contribution, and then all of a
sudden a voice was heard from our benches:
‘Not one of them is a Catholic.’ Perhaps
things have changed on your side of the
House. If what you, Prime Minister, say about
Irish Catholics is true on your side of the
House, they have got us all.

Mr Howard —That’s supposed to be a joke
on us, is it?

Mr BEAZLEY —No, it is not. If they bring
to you the sense of humour that they bring to
us, that is an advantage for you as well. Mick
was a considerable parliamentarian. As Leader
of the House, he made some substantial
changes. The Electoral Act that we have
renders, or helps to render, our national
politics in difficult times.

When we recollect that it costs about
$20,000 for a 60-second spot on national
television at peak hour, Mick’s Electoral Act
changes rendered national politics about as
corruption free as you can get national poli-
tics. His declaration propositions, his public
funding propositions—all of them were
critical to getting in place for our national
politics the means of evading the sorts of
things that have happened elsewhere and to
some extent in state politics over the last few
years. We owe a lot to Mick Young for
helping to get, and substantially getting, that
act in place.

As is often forgotten, for a very consider-
able period we in this chamber had no com-
mittee system beyond the sort of functional
machinery type committees. We did not have
policy committees or committees which
shadowed ministries, apart from the Joint
Standing Committee on Foreign Affairs,
Defence and Trade, which we formed with
the Senate. It was Mick Young who got those
in place. That was really almost the last thing
that he did as Leader of the House. He was a
very hard Leader of the House. He was very
hard on his political opponents, but he also
had an appreciation of the capacity of the
chamber and individual members of it to
contribute to government.

So he deserves a memory not just for his
contribution in machinery terms to the Labor
Party but also for his life as a parliamentarian.
That goes to his ministries as well—as Spe-
cial Minister of State more broadly and as
Minister for Immigration, where he persisted
with what has been a bipartisan policy in the
direction of multiculturalism for the period
that he held that office.

But to understand Mick Young you had to
see him at home in the Port. He had all the
people known by nicknames, not by sur-
names, Christian names or given names. You
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were dealing with Possum, Philpy, Tuppence,
the Penguin and Puff. You were basically
dealing with rhyming slang for a description
of any particular type of activity that you
cared to choose and it took you at least two
or three years and sufficient humility to ask
for translations to really understand what was
going on.

The Prime Minister referred to Mick’s
association with the Port Adelaide football
team, but there was also soccer and other
sports which are assumed to be minority
sports but are in fact internationally majority
sports that Mick was associated with. He was
associated with them largely because of that
sense of inclusiveness that he had and the fact
that he was anxious that Australia’s new
communities after World War II that played
such an important role in the life of the Port
should also have their sporting endeavours
and activities properly recognised.

So he was really at home when he was in
Port Adelaide and from where he took his
tolerance in politics. Tolerance is not necessa-
rily within all streams of opinion in the Labor
Party and in all regions of the Labor Party.
This is a hard political party and it plays its
politics hard—internally as well as externally.
The one part where that is less so is in South
Australia. So Mick Young’s politics were
probably more of a generous nature and of a
generous outlook on life than they were just
about anywhere else.

He also had a tremendous belief in what
could be done at a local level, in the power
of education and in the capacity for a person
to be able to hook themselves up the ladder
as a result of their getting a chance in life
with education. He also recognised that the
formal systems would not necessarily always
produce that. Therefore one of the things he
was very proud of as a local member was a
scholarship scheme that he helped to fund and
to put in place. He used fundraising endeav-
ours. Whenever there was a fundraiser for it,
he would bring in the people who had been
beneficiaries of the scholarship to offer
testimony for what they were able to achieve
as a result of having been those beneficiaries.
That scholarship lasted for a very long time

and I understand that it is going to be revived
soon.

Mick loved his family. What a wonderful
occasion it was, as a family occasion during
that terrible trauma of his long and lingering
decline, to have that family around him—to
go to St Vincent’s Hospital and to have the
whole floor taken over by Youngs and associ-
ates. This was so much so—fortunately there
are a number of wards there—that the six
brothers could sleep in relays and be joined
by the children and friends for a very lengthy
period. It was like an ongoing public meeting.
It was a wake that started very early indeed,
and in which Mick was an active participant
for a very considerable period.

The nurses loved him. I remember one of
them coming in and saying, ‘Now, dear, how
do you feel?’ ‘Not very well,’ was his re-
sponse in his last two days of life. He had a
name and a comment for everybody who
came in.

He was enormously proud of his family and
he was proud when it was joined by a grand-
child, Isabella, in his last six months of life.
Isabella arrived just before Christmas, at the
same time as news of his illness, and he was
so proud that she was there. I hope she will
be introduced to the remarks that are made
here today, because she was much loved.

The very deepest sympathy of our parlia-
ment goes to Mary, the kids and grandchild-
ren. You had a wonderful husband and father.
You know that, we all know that and we all
gratefully share in his memory.

Mr TIM FISCHER (Farrer—Deputy Prime
Minister) (7.20 p.m.)—‘Shearing sheds have
better rules than this parliament,’ and with
that enjoiner Mick Young launched into
another bout of activity. On that occasion it
was with the right honourable member for
New England (Mr Sinclair). All of those who
were here when Mick Young was in full force
witnessed those sharp enjoiners that he
launched often when least expected, but quite
often to a dorothy dixer. What I could never
work out was whether Mick in fact practised
or whether it all came naturally. I suspect it
was the latter, not the former, and I certainly
salute that colourful aspect of his contribution
to the parliament and to the nation.
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But it would be foolish to stop at that,
because there was a very deep thinking side
to Mick Young and as a minister he made a
very meaningful contribution to the Labor
Party. Whilst I was a political opposite to
him, I noted one aspect of that contribution
which I will try to exemplify in the role as
Deputy Prime Minister and as we set out as
a new government. That aspect was the ability
of Mick Young to provide cohesion, network
and contact through the vertical and horizon-
tal length and depth of the Labor Party and,
through his role as a minister, beyond that
through government to the nation.

He was in that sense not always in the
public eye. But, as the Prime Minister (Mr
Howard) and the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr Beazley) have indicated, he was a truly
great communicator. Through that communi-
cation effort and capability he provided a
great deal of cohesion at times when there
was a lot of pressure.

So it was a pleasure and a great privilege to
attend St Mary’s. It was a pleasure to know
Mick Young. It was a great privilege to attend
St Mary’s on that day a couple of Fridays ago
in Sydney and to see the almost tribal occa-
sion—if I can say that in a meaningful way—
that that service represented, with so many
people from so many walks of life who
communicated with Mick Young and who
were touched by Mick Young in one way or
the other present.

A happier occasion was last year at a
Sydney Swans match. Mick Young was there
in great form enjoying his football—as he so
often did—making a few quips on the side
about the game and giving political predic-
tions, one of which has come true. His com-
pany on those occasions was always very
stimulating and it was a great privilege to
have been able to enjoy that company.

On behalf of the National Party, I extend
our sympathy to his wife, Mary, to the family
and particularly to all the brothers who turned
up—so many of them. They all look like a
chip off the old block and they were there to
salute and farewell their brother whom they
held so dearly. Mick Young’s contribution, in
the cohesiveness and communication he
provided, should be a lesson to all of us.

Mr GARETH EVANS (Holt—Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (7.23 p.m.)—If
Mick Young had been in this chamber today
I know exactly what he would have said to
me as I walked into this House for the first
time this morning: ‘Welcome to the A-grade,
comrade.’ Mick was not a Senate man. In
fact, I cannot think of anyone else who was
quite so comprehensively and consistently
disdainful of the Senate as Mick—except
perhaps me, but that is another story. Oth-
ers—like the sadly-no-longer-with-us member
for Blaxland—had their rhetorical moments,
but Mick was absolutely, relentlessly consis-
tent. ‘Seventy-six bodies on a slab,’ he would
call us over there. ‘Proof of life after death.’
Above all, of course, ‘The B-grade.’

What really got Mick’s goat about the
Senate says a lot about Mick himself. He just
did not see it as a house of the people. For
Mick, politics was absolutely above all else
about people: people’s wants, people’s needs,
how they should be represented. He was of
course absolutely right about the Senate.
However senators choose to rationalise their
existence, the truth of the matter is that when
you represent everybody in a state you do not
in practice represent anybody. So Mick was
a quintessential House of Representatives man
as the people of Port Adelaide, as has been
said, knew to their enormous advantage for so
many years.

To imagine Mick not surrounded by people
is to contemplate a duck without a pond or a
fish in a desert. He was just a people man. He
was marvellous, as we all know, with people.
He could share a beer, a laugh or an idea with
absolutely anyone, and he did. I mention all
three of those things advisedly because, as I
remember Mick—at least until he went off the
grog because of his illness a few years ago—
those things usually went together.

He was not just a great drinking companion,
although he certainly was that in the finest
Irish, shearing shed, trade union and at least
pre-yuppie ALP tradition. He was not just—
although he certainly was that—one of the
most infectiously, engagingly funny people
any of us has ever known, with that marvel-
lous capacity to trot out an old story or an old
line which we had all heard 20 times before
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but to do it with that great rollicking, infec-
tious belly laugh that made us all seem as
though we were hearing it for the first time.

He was also an ideas man. He was captiva-
ted and absorbed by ideas. He read widely,
cared deeply and thought long and hard about
how to make the world a better place, particu-
larly for ordinary, decent, hardworking people
who wanted a better world, a better country,
for themselves and their kids.

Anyone who thinks of Mick as just a
likeable, knock-about, jokey kind of a charac-
ter and no more than that absolutely misses
the point. He was a crucial figure in the
history of the modern Labor Party and, as
such, of modern Australian society. He was
someone who had thought long and hard
about the problems of Australian society and
about what the ALP in particular had to
become if it was going to be able effectively
to address them. He was someone who had
that capacity to straddle the past and the
future, building all the bridges that mattered
along the way between the industrial and
political wings of the Labor movement,
between the different factions, between the
idealists and the pragmatists and between the
ALP and the broader Australian community.

Mick Young was, with Clyde Cameron, the
absolutely crucial figure in the 1970 interven-
tion in the Victorian state branch of the ALP,
without which the Whitlam government could
never have been elected. He was the crucial
figure, as again has been said, as national
secretary of the party in devising and imple-
menting the ‘It’s time’ campaign of 1972. He
was, around about the same time, a key
player, it needs to be remembered, in opening
our eyes about China and creating the condi-
tions for one of the most significant of the
early Whitlam government innovations, the
foundations really of our modern engagement
with Asia.

He was a key figure—many of us have now
forgotten, but let’s remember it—in develop-
ing new thinking about job creation in Aus-
tralia with his book,I Want to Work. He was
a brilliant parliamentary performer and Leader
of the House, as has been said, and he was a
serious and thoughtful contributor to cabinet
deliberations—contributing judgment, balance

and practical experience across a whole range
of issues that simply would not have been
nearly as well handled as they were without
his involvement.

I knew Mick Young well for a long time.
I was nowhere near being his closest friend or
his closest political friend, but we did have
some heady times together, not least during
that awful period in the early years of the
Hawke government when, at a personal and
ministerial level, nothing much seemed to go
right for Mick. The frustrations accumulated
to the point where he made the decision to
leave politics. I could understand his decision
at the time, but I thought then, and now, that
it was a premature one and a tragedy for the
Labor Party and the labour movement that he
made it. Inevitably, it took him a very long
time to get over it, as it took us a very long
time to get over his departure.

But Mick always bounced back. He was
certainly in the last few years beginning to
enjoy the fruits of a very successful business
consultancy which brought together all his
marvellous skills and qualities and, in particu-
lar, his superb human qualities. He seemed to
have beaten off a whole series of debilitating
illnesses over the last couple of years and be
ready to begin life all over again when sud-
denly there occurred this last illness which
took him from us.

Debate interrupted; adjournment proposed
and negatived.

Mr GARETH EVANS —The tragedy of his
premature departure from politics has now
been matched by the even greater tragedy of
him leaving us all, his country, his friends
and, above all, of course, his family—Mary,
Janine, Michael, Duane; I do not know
whether little Isabella is there; if she is, she
is keeping remarkably quiet—all of whom are
here today.

Mick Young embodied so many character-
istics of what it is to be an Australian. But he
was not an Australian stereotype; he was an
Australian original. We are all going to wait
a very long time to see his like again. We
know one thing for sure: Mick, if we do see
your like again, mate, it won’t be in the
Senate.
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Mr SINCLAIR (New England) (7.32
p.m.)—I would like to add my tribute to
Mick’s memory for several reasons. The first
is that I spent so many years, on either side
of the bar of the chamber, on exactly the
opposite side to him, with views which on
most occasions were quite contrary to his
own. As the Leader of the National Party of
Australia (Mr Tim Fischer) said a while ago,
on one occasion Mick spoke about the rules
of this place being half as good as those of
the woolshed. It was in response to some
measure I had taken in the House. I remem-
ber, when we switched sides and he was
Leader of the House, every time I tried, as
Manager of Opposition Business, to take
action against him, he would quote back to
me a speech I had made on an earlier occa-
sion, and I was absolutely lost. There was no
way I could deny the validity of his argument.

Mick was a very redoubtable political
opponent, a very significant performer for the
Labor Party. As has been said by each of
those who have spoken, his performance in
the organisation might well have been more
significant for the Labor Party than his contri-
bution here in the parliament. There is no
doubt that prior to 1972, after successive
attempts, the Labor Party really had failed to
get its act together until Mick became its
national secretary. He was an extraordinary
worker within the Labor organisation. Certain-
ly, in his hands, with Gough Whitlam at its
helm, the victory of the ‘It’s time’ campaign
is now very much a fact of history.

In the parliament, his quick wit, his inevi-
table humour and his delightful way of being
able to make you laugh at yourself were
attributes that were extraordinarily hard to
combat. I know of no other parliamentary
performer who was as adept at doing that. He
was quite extraordinary in the way in which,
when the heat was on the Labor Party, wheth-
er in government or in opposition, by a turn
of phrase, by quoting an individual’s words
back at himself or herself, he was able to turn
the tide completely. No matter how critical
the issue, it finally would fade, simply be-
cause of the way in which Mick was able to
turn the phrase and turn the occasion.

The sad part about Mick’s life has been his
early demise. The tragedy of leukemia and the
way in which it hit him and his family affects
us all. While in adversarial politics we make
few real friends, Mick’s memory is one that
I will always respect. To his widow, to his
family and to his extended family, including
that magnificent brotherhood that we saw at
the requiem mass, I would like to say how
deeply I felt for them in his premature depar-
ture.

Mr BARRY JONES (Lalor) (7.35 p.m.)—
Mick Young was one of the great Labor
characters and, as has been said, one of the
architects of the modern Labor Party. He
played a central role with Gough Whitlam in
reinventing the Labor Party and making it
ready for government in 1972. He became
Secretary of the South Australian branch of
the ALP in 1968 and held that position until
1974. Even more important, in 1969, he had
the guts to challenge the redoubtable Joe
Chamberlain and defeated him narrowly to
become Federal Secretary of the ALP. He
doubled up as federal and state secretary until
1973, as was the practice at the time.

In February 1970, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition (Mr Gareth Evans) pointed
out, the federal executive resolved to inter-
vene in the affairs of the Victorian branch of
the ALP, sack the then central executive and
appoint Mick Young as administrator of the
Victorian branch. There was a good news-
paper account of Mick Young’s achievements
on his death but, oddly, not one referred to
what I think was his greatest achievement—
his work in 1970 as federal secretary, South
Australian state secretary and de facto secre-
tary in Victoria.

Federal intervention took place because the
Victorian branch was virtually on a war
footing with Gough Whitlam as the federal
parliamentary leader and, indeed, with the
honourable member for Melbourne Ports (Mr
Holding) who was then state leader. In 1969,
while Labor retained two traditional seats
which had been lost in the 1966 debacle—
Batman and Lalor—and won back Maribyr-
nong due to boundary changes, it failed to
win any of the marginal seats needed for
victory. If Gough Whitlam had picked up
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Victorian seats in the same proportion that he
won them in the other mainland states, he
would have become Prime Minister in 1969.

Mick felt extraordinarily isolated in that
year in Melbourne. There he was in a city he
did not know very well. As his son pointed
out to me last night, he did not even know
where the restaurants were, he did not even
know where the good pubs were, he was not
even quite sure where to stay. There was a
very real risk that the knives would be out,
metaphorically at least, and perhaps worse
than that. Despite his isolation, through sheer
force of personality, good humour and persis-
tence, he took control.

With threats of a split and the possibility of
the creation of a breakaway industrial Labor
Party in Victoria, the situation required cool-
ness, judgment, nerve and persuasiveness—
and Mick Young had all four qualities. The
Victorian branch was completely reconstruct-
ed and remained united, open and inclusive.

In 1972 Victoria played a vital role in
securing Whitlam’s election and won even
more seats in 1974.

Mick was the national campaign director in
1972 and devised the ‘It’s time’ theme. He
had the rare gift of humour, a great capacity
for analysis and the unusual skill of finding
ways of effecting an honourable compromise
between conflicting points of view without
sacrificing principle. He was also National
President of the ALP between 1986 and 1988.

Gough Whitlam asked me to pass on one of
his favourite stories about Mick Young. On
Easter Monday in 1973 Pope Paul VI was
presenting medals. Mr and Mrs Whitlam
received gold medals, another couple received
silver medals and the police—the polizia—
were to receive bronze medals. Anyway, as it
happened, the polizia’s places were taken by
Eric Walsh, Mick’s great mate, and Mick
Young himself who impersonated the
polizia—one hopes they were plain-clothes
polizia—so that they could get the medals
from the Pope for their mothers. Entirely
appropriate, I would have thought.

Mick brought together the Irish Catholic
tradition and a strong commitment to radical
reform. I noticed with some interest that there

is a new Liberal member with the first names
of Joseph Benedict—and that suggests a
certain dissonance with their political history
and a certain assonance with ours. But Mick
had that Irish Catholic tradition and a strong
commitment to radical reform on issues such
as welfare, employment, Aboriginal and
migrant affairs, foreign affairs and electoral
reform. He was the architect of our present
electoral system: one vote, one value; inde-
pendent redistribution of electoral boundaries;
public funding of elections.

I will not repeat what the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition (Mr Gareth Evans) said about
Mick’s enormous contribution on China
policy. Remember that in 1971 and 1972
opening up those contacts with China was
regarded as the height of political audacity—
of course, until Richard Nixon did the same
thing, much to Billy McMahon’s discomfi-
ture.

Mick was devoted to his wife and family.
The great farewell to Mick at St Mary’s
Cathedral gave his many friends—I do not
think he had any enemies—an opportunity to
say goodbye. He was a great parliamentarian,
a great public figure, a great party insider as
well. The contribution he made to Australian
public life and to Australian democracy was
enormous.

Mr RUDDOCK (Berowra—Minister for
Immigration and Multicultural Affairs) (7.40
p.m.)—I wish to be associated with this
condolence motion. Mick was a respected
colleague of mine. I served with him in the
whole of the time that he was in the parlia-
ment. But I wish today to speak particularly
of the period when he was shadow minister
for immigration and later Minister for Immi-
gration and Ethnic Affairs.

As shadow minister, particularly working
with Ian Macphee, I am sure all would under-
stand that he brought his experience and
intellect to bear, but the relationship between
Ian Macphee and Mick Young was quite
unique between minister and shadow minister.
The bipartisanship of that period was of a
standard that I thought brought very consider-
able benefits to Australia and was certainly of
great credit to him and the minister at that
time.
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As was said of him at the state funeral, he
had a vision of life which could transcend the
barriers of class and race—and this is particu-
larly important, I think, for all those who hold
this particular important position both in
government and in opposition. As Minister for
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs, his depart-
ment became the first agency to produce an
access and equity plan, and a new focus was
brought to bear on citizenship and facilitating
business migration, on streamlining the
temporary entry policies and on computerising
and speeding up the processing of entry into
Australia.

But, more importantly, he was the one who
initiated the FitzGerald inquiry into immigra-
tion policy in September 1987. It was indica-
tive of his commitment to the principle of
non-discrimination in respect of national
ethnic origin, race, sex or religion while
recognising the government’s right to deter-
mine who should enter and remain in Austral-
ia.

The FitzGerald inquiry, while it was not
accepted in all respects by the government
nor for that matter by the opposition, did
consult widely with community, particularly
its ethnic organisations, and prepared the way
for very significant reforms to the Migration
Act. It also led to the establishment of the
National Council on Multicultural Affairs,
which was charged with preparing the nation-
al agenda for a multicultural Australia. So
these were very important benchmarks against
which I think Mick can be judged and which
are proper matters to record as having been
initiated through the inquiry which he com-
menced.

Mick was later to be the council’s chairman
and it presided over the review and updated
the agenda which the government published
late last year. It was a position from which he
only retired in January this year. He shared
membership of that council with, of course,
Ian Macphee.

Mick Young’s legacy to the portfolio I now
represent was a substantial one. He was
concerned to translate government policy on
multiculturalism into a reality. I thank him for
all those efforts. I particularly extend my

condolences and deepest sympathy to his
wife, his children and his grandchild.

Mr SAWFORD (Port Adelaide) (7.44
p.m.)—It is with great sadness that I speak to
this condolence motion for Mick Young, a
former member for Port Adelaide, my im-
mediate predecessor and political mentor. Port
Adelaide people consider themselves a little
different from the rest of urban Australia. I
think this is probably well understood if you
come from Port Pirie, Broken Hill, the Hunter
or the Illawarra but maybe not in other places.
In Port Adelaide we have two sorts of football
supporters: those who barrack for Port Adel-
aide, and those who wish they did. We are a
touch parochial and we are a touch proud in
Port Adelaide. We believe that we live in a
very special place with very special people
who are imbued with a different sort of
community spirit, one that is rarely seen in
urban Australia.

We value intense loyalty, openness and
friendliness. We are a bit blunt and direct and,
yes, we are pretty wary and suspicious of
outsiders. We think their intellect diminishes
as they go past West Terrace.

One old wag said to me in the by-election
of 1988, when I followed Mick Young, ‘I see
your mum’s family came to Port Adelaide in
1839. So you’re not an original Portonian, are
you, Rod?’

George Whitten, a close friend of Mick’s
and a former state member for Price, lived in
Port Adelaide for 30 years before his presel-
ection for the Labor Party. He told me he was
described as the ‘blow-in’. But not Mick
Young.

I have heard people swear on their mothers’
graves that Mick was one of the Youngs who
lived in Carnarvon Terrace, Largs North, a
heartland suburb of Port Adelaide. I have
heard people say that they saw him as a small
boy playing in the stables of Semaphore,
another heartland suburb of Port Adelaide. Of
course, none of this was true, but it did not
seem to matter.

Mick left school at Mosman in Sydney aged
15, went shearing in the Snowy Mountains
with his brothers, then worked as an Austral-
ian Workers Union organiser before becoming
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South Australian State Secretary of the Labor
Party in 1967 and national secretary in 1969.
The time spent with people in Broken Hill
and Port Pirie served Mick well in his even-
tual preselection for Port Adelaide in 1973.
He was, by that time, a national figure as the
architect of the 1972 ‘It’s Time’ campaign.

Mick Young took to the people of Port
Adelaide with a passion and the people of
Port Adelaide took to him with a passion in
return. He had a special exemption from the
required residential status. It was as if his
family came out on the first ship.

Mick loved the humour of Port Adelaide.
The genesis of so many of those devastating
one-liners he gave to the old House of Repre-
sentatives happened in places like the Port—
the Club House Hotel at Colac, the Britannia,
the Port Adelaide footy club and other meet-
ing places in Port Adelaide. They came from
people—our leader has mentioned some of
them—such as the late big Freddy Cook; the
late Leon Wilson, the unofficial mayor of
Taperoo; Puffy Johnson; ‘Tuppence’—Robyn
Porter; ‘the Penguin’—Jimmy Franks; ‘the
Big Emu’—Bob Philp; and Buckets Warley.
The list goes on and on.

Mick loved the Labor in Port Adelaide. It
was not a Labor of the left, the right or the
centre; it was Labor, loyal Labor. He devel-
oped mutually loyal relationships with the
Port Labor state members—Roy Abbott,
George Whitten, Kevin Hamilton and Murray
de Laine. He did the same with South Aus-
tralian members and senators—the late Jim
Toohey, the late Jim Cavanagh, the late
Laurie Wallis, Don Cameron, Clyde Cameron,
Chris Hurford, Reg Bishop, Ralph Jacobi, Liz
Harvey, Lloyd O’Neil, Gordon Bilney—he
adopted Ben Humhpreys—and the current
members, especially Dominic Foreman, Chris
Schacht, Rosemary Crowley and Nick Bolkus.

Kevin Foley, the state member for Hart, and
myself are both a direct product of Mick’s
influence. I graduated from selling raffle
tickets to be his campaign director and his
successor, as Gareth has said, much too early.
The day after his resignation he invited my
family to his home. Mary spoke to my wife,
Aldona, and his daughter Janine spoke to my
children. Mick took me for a walk around the

lake and after a fairly long discussion he
simply said to me, ‘It’s you, mate.’ It is a
time I will not forget. It was a very humbling
experience, because Mick should not have
resigned, in my view, at that time. He had
much to offer this Labor Party and the
government of the day. I trust that I have not
let him down.

Mick built, from nothing really, the most
successful Labor federal electorate council in
Australia. Mick knew the true believers in
Port Adelaide, people like Bob Collins, whom
he appointed as Treasurer, and people like
Jimmy Tuncks, an ex-seaman, whom he
appointed director of the Colac Hotel, of
which Bob Collins was also a director. It says
something of his choice that they still are.

Mick listened to the community in Port
Adelaide, particularly those most in need. He
was rightfully very proud of his contribution
towards the building of the Parks Community
Centre. Mick listened to the rank and file in
the party. The location of the Submarine
Corporation, the duplication of the Port
Wakefield Road, the South Road connector,
the bridge to Salisbury, Defence jobs in
Cormack Road for British Aerospace, the rail
museum, the Maritime Museum—the list goes
on and on—were all discussed with Mick at
some time or another, either formally or
informally. They all happened and are testi-
mony to his effectiveness as a local member.

I think they happened because Mick was
very passionate about employment opportuni-
ties for working men and women. Mick was
very passionate about education, too. When I
once informed him that kids in our area were
dropping out of school and the level of
tertiary participation was falling, he told me
to set up a scholarship fund—now the Mary
and Mick Young Scholarship Fund. One of
the first graduates was a young man, Robert
Churches, from a family of eight brothers and
sisters. He was a part-time swimming pool
attendant. He wanted to become a teacher.
The scholarship fund supported him for four
years through his studies. Robert has been
teaching for a number of years now and is
currently at Lucindale in the state’s south-
east. There are 100 other stories like that
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which are due to that particular scholarship
fund.

What I remember most about Mick Young
was that Mick loved his family—Mary,
Michael, Janine, Duane, his granddaughter,
Isabella, and his six brothers—and Mick
loved his friends. Mick loved his many staff
members—Vicky Gregory, Pauline Mannix,
Luisa Halacas, Michael Wright, Ursula Doyle,
Cathy Hudson, David Cox, Helen Hector,
John Rau, Arja Keski-Nummi and Nina
Smyth—and Mick loved the Labor Party.

The memorial services that were held at St
Mary’s Cathedral in Sydney and in Port
Adelaide were, indeed, a testimony to a great
Labor bloke, a great Australian and a great
Port Adelaide person.

Mr McMULLAN (Canberra) (7.53 p.m.)—
Mr Deputy Speaker, many others have spoken
about the range of the skills, attributes,
experiences and contributions of Mick Young.
I hope that if I do not duplicate all those,
people will not think that it is a failure to
appreciate his contribution as a minister, as a
parliamentarian, and in many other walks of
life. I want to try to add some of the things
that, in my experience, were unique about
Mick Young, and some perspectives which
we shared and which might add something to
the assessments of Mick Young in the course
of this motion.

There was a certain awkward symmetry
about Mick’s career and mine. The last
national executive meeting that Mick attended
as national secretary in 1973 was the first
meeting that I attended. He resigned from the
parliament early in 1988 just as I was about
to enter it. I began to wonder whether perhaps
he did not want to share either of these
forums with me, but I am reasonably confi-
dent that that is not the case. But I had the
opportunity in each of those areas to take up
some of the work which Mick had done.

Mick was described by Clyde Cameron as
the best national secretary the Labor Party has
ever had. I think that is unquestionably true.
All of us who followed merely had the oppor-
tunity to build some bricks on the foundation
which he laid. Many, including the present
national president of the Labor Party, have
said that Mick was the key architect of the

transition to the modern Labor Party, and that
is right. As Gough Whitlam was the architect
of the policy engine that became the modern
parliamentary Labor Party, so Mick Young
was the architect of the organisational engine
that became the modern organisational wing
of the party today.

Many people have spoken of his great
contribution to the campaign in 1972, and that
is well documented. What is not so well
understood is his great contribution to the
victory we won in 1983 when I was campaign
director and Mick had the nebulous title,
which we invented, of chairman of the cam-
paign committee. For the whole duration of
the campaign there actually was no campaign
committee. There was the campaign director
and Mick. We had to give him a title so he
became chairman of the campaign committee.
He was an invaluable adviser and source of
inspiration and a person who saw more
quickly than anyone else I have ever known
the way in which issues might most effective-
ly be communicated to the Australian people.

During the course of the campaign he was,
of course, a source of great disappointment to
some of the media who remembered the
rather more raucous role that had been played
during the campaign in 1972. A journalist
who had written some colour pieces about the
1972 election came across from Adelaide to
write a colour piece about the 1983 campaign
and invited Mick and me for lunch. He was
absolutely crestfallen to find that we went to
a sandwich bar and Mick ordered a milk-
shake. The article that he had clearly con-
structed before the event collapsed before his
eyes. He wrote a very different article—a
very positive article; but clearly not the one
he had in mind at the time.

We must remember Mick’s contributions to
the organisation of the party in Victoria,
South Australia and elsewhere. It is now
forgotten that in many ways the state branch
that he and many others helped create in
South Australia in the 1960s was the model
on which many—perhaps all—of the subse-
quent reforms of Labor Party branches
throughout Australia were based. The role that
he and the then leader of the Labor Party,
Don Dunstan, played became the model for
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the modern Labor governments throughout all
the states in the subsequent 30 years.

Beyond his campaign ability, his organisa-
tional ability, and his capacity to bring people
together and make them work in a broader,
more participatory way than had been the
tradition in at least some of the Australian
states, he was a key figure in the political life
of our generation. This is true of the Labor
Party, of course, but, given the role he played
in the achievement of government at both the
state and federal level over those 30 years, he
became a key figure in the whole political life
of Australia for that generation. He had an
influence extending far beyond his life.

Others have spoken about his role in the
reform of the electoral laws and of his com-
mitment to parliament and the democracy. I
do not want to duplicate those remarks;
merely to endorse them. I think one would
say of Mick that he left the Labor Party and
the parliament inestimably better than he
found them.

It is true that we will not find another Mick
Young because the forces that created exactly
that character were a product of the era in
which he grew up. The job he did in the
1960s and beyond—particularly in South
Australia, and then nationally, going right
back to 1964—needs to be done in each new
generation in a different way. The best tribute
that those of us who knew him and who wish
to build on his work can pay is not to seek to
recreate 1968 or 1972, but to develop a
contemporary 21st century Labor Party to
give the sort of leadership to the next genera-
tion of Australians that Mick helped us give
his generation. I am delighted to support the
motion and to convey my personal regards to
his family and to all his friends.

Mr DOWNER (Mayo—Minister for For-
eign Affairs) (8.00 p.m.)—I would like to
associate myself with this motion. Mick
Young was an extraordinarily popular figure
in my home state of South Australia and was,
as others have said before me, a centrally
important figure in that state as well as
nationally. There is no doubt that when we all
heard of his death a few days ago there was
a great sense of sorrow throughout South
Australia on all sides of politics.

Mick Young’s popularity can be measured
by the fact that when he retired in 1988 as the
member for Port Adelaide, taking into account
the vagaries of by-elections, there was some-
thing like an 11 per cent or 12 per cent swing
in that by-election away from the Australian
Labor Party. I do not know whether the
present member for Port Adelaide (Mr
Sawford) has made all of that up again.
Nevertheless, it was an indication of how
tremendously popular Mick Young was. He
was not just popular in Port Adelaide, he was
popular wherever you went. He was popular
with his political foes who did not agree with
him always, and I certainly did not, but felt
no bitterness towards him.

From my perspective, I always admired him
as somebody who was totally dedicated to his
cause in the most sincere of ways possible.
He was not just ambitious for himself to
advance his own personal career, but was
ambitious for the people he professed to
represent and for the principles in which he
believed. He was very much a traditional
Labor figure and he was, as the member for
Port Adelaide quite rightly said, a figure of
Port Adelaide itself. Just this last Sunday I
was in Port Adelaide with my father-in-law
and my son and we drove past the Colac
Hotel. You cannot help but think of Mick
Young when you drive past a place like that.
You could go so far as to say that for many
years Mick Young was the personification of
Port Adelaide.

I hope the Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Beazley) will not mind me saying this, but in
my time as a member of this place, which is
since December 1984, Mick Young has been
the outstanding Leader of the House. He was
a person who had a great capacity to turn
around the mood of the House when the then
government, naturally enough, was in trouble
from the very effective attacks of the then
opposition. Mick Young was a great one for
saving the day—getting the dorothy dix
question asked and making all sorts of humor-
ous but rather poignant remarks about his
political opponents.

Indeed, on 21 August 1986—and I suppose
I should never forget that; you would all
remember—
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Mr Martin —We do; we do.
Mr DOWNER —I remember, as a relative-

ly new backbench member of parliament
sitting over there in the equivalent position in
the Old Parliament House, doing something
that I have not done for a long time and that
is—

Opposition members—Ha, ha!
Mr DOWNER —Well, the House has not

sat for a long time. I was interjecting about
something or other and Mick Young, much to
the amusement not only I am sorry to say of
the Labor Party but of my colleagues as well,
talked about how some years earlier he had
visited a house that my family used to own
and there was a two-storey doll’s house. This
was not true. We did not have a two-storey
doll’s house—and, no, we did not have a one-
storey doll’s house. None of this was true.
Nevertheless, as a new member you can
imagine—and those of you who are new
members will no doubt experience this—the
sense of total national humiliation that I felt.
There it was all written out the next day in
the newspapers. I recall a columnist in the
Canberra Timescalled Ian Warden—he may
still write for that newspaper—having a full
column with a photograph of me about this
terrible moment of humiliation. Despite that,
it was the way Mick Young operated. He did
it with the best of humour, the best of politi-
cal intentions.

In the times that I have seen Mick Young
since he retired from the parliament, which is
quite frequently, he has always been the
friendliest and most decent of people. So he
made a great contribution to Australia and to
his own cause. You would have to admit that.
Even as a Liberal I have to say that. As the
member for Canberra (Mr McMullan) just
said, he was a person who very much helped
to change the face of the Labor Party, yet he
himself was part of the traditional roots of the
Labor Party. But he helped engineer great
election victories for the Labor Party and he
helped change the face of Australia.

As a political opponent, as somebody who
suffered at his hand from time to time, I
found him as somebody I always admired and
somebody I always had a great deal of per-
sonal sympathy for as a really good, decent

Australian bloke. I extend very genuinely my
sympathy to his widow, Mary, and to his
children on this very sad occasion. He was a
man who was taken away from us far too
early.

Mr WILLIS (Gellibrand) (8.06 p.m.)—It
is hard to believe that we are moving a
condolence motion for someone who was as
vital and full of life as Mick Young. But we
are, and in that context I would like to add a
few remarks to the very fine remarks that
have already been made about Mick Young.

I knew Mick through all my parliamentary
life. In fact, he presided over my preselection
because he was, as has been mentioned,
federal secretary of the party at the beginning
of the 1970s when federal intervention occur-
red in Victoria. He became secretary of the
Victorian party and in this first preselection
under the new regime he introduced the
revolutionary approach for the Victorian
branch of giving every member of the party
in the electorate a vote. So that resulted in my
preselection. He became a parliamentary
colleague after 1974, a shadow ministerial
colleague from 1976 to 1983 and a ministerial
colleague from 1983 to 1988, with a few
unfortunate sojourns in the penalty box.

Mick had many admirable qualities and
they have all been mentioned by previous
speakers. But I particularly point out his great
capacity as a yarn teller. He absolutely adored
telling yarns and he was tremendously good
at it. His use of rhyming slang was something
which was quite astonishing to me. He just
delighted in using it in a way which con-
founded people and then having the joy of
explaining what it all meant. His love of a
beer and convivial company has been men-
tioned by others. He was a man of almost
invariably good spirits. He radiated good
humour, bonhomie and joie de vivre. He was
a pleasure to be with at all times.

Even in those rare times when he was
depressed about some matter—of course there
were those occasions—he always bounced
back. He had great regard for his friends and
colleagues. He would always go out of his
way to console them when they were down,
although perhaps in a chiding and mocking
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way which was nevertheless well intentioned
and generally well received.

An example of his great concern for others
was a phone call I received from him soon
after the last election in which he consoled
me about the result of the election. It was
only in the course of that phone call that I
learned that he was actually suffering from
leukemia, yet he was ringing to console me.
He bore this affliction, as has been mentioned,
with great stoicism and, as it eventuated,
misplaced optimism. But I was immensely
impressed that even in these circumstances he
still had this irrepressible good humour and
he had me laughing despite the sadness of his
news.

But he was no mere caring comedian, as
has been said by others. Mick was a shrewd
and canny politician and a great parliamentary
performer. He was a great party official, and
I do not need to elaborate on that. His quick
wit and great one-liners ensured that he
excelled in parliamentary repartee and made
him a formidable parliamentary opponent. He
had that unique ability to make the person
who was the subject of the mockery or the
ridicule laugh along with everyone else. I
could never understand why that was so, but
perhaps this was because he always laughed
at his own jokes. I must say that is a fairly
annoying trait in others, but in Mick somehow
it was a likeable trait.

Despite some well publicised misjudgments
when he was a minister, for which he paid
heavily, his political judgments were generally
very sound indeed. I regarded him as a great
source of political wisdom in the party and in
the cabinet. In cabinet he had that great and
rare ability to puncture high flying rhetoric or
to get through turgid detail and bring the
discussion back to the coalface of political
reality. To give one instance of that, we were
having a discussion once about telecommuni-
cations policy and somebody mentioned that
they had seen some reference in the press to
timed telephone calls. This started some
discussion on that subject and, as this was
going on, Mick brought it back and virtually
ended the discussion by saying, ‘Well, I
dunno who it is who’s promoting this stuff

but I know one thing’s for sure—he hasn’t
got any teenage kids.’

Mick also had that extraordinary ability to
mix well at any level. He looked equally at
home in a pub with the boys, in tough politi-
cal meetings in the parliament or in the
company of the rich and powerful. But he
genuinely enjoyed the company of working-
class people and identified very much with
them. His career as a union official with the
AWU ensured this identification was turned
to a dedication to assist the ordinary working
people of Australia. I remember him saying
to me when we were both ministers, ‘What a
thing to be—a working-class hero!’ He meant
that he would love to be one, but the irony of
the situation was that to the many workers
who knew him that is already exactly what he
was. Although he enjoyed good food, good
company and the good life, he never forgot
his roots and he never forgot what he was in
politics to achieve.

As has been said by the member for Port
Adelaide (Mr Sawford), it is a great tragedy
that Mick ended his parliamentary life and
then had his mortal life ended far too soon.
He was greatly missed as a parliamentary and
ministerial colleague when he resigned from
parliament in 1988. He will be greatly missed
as a friend and colleague now that he has
gone to that great shearing shed in the sky.

Finally, I express my very sincere condo-
lences to his wife Mary, his family, his
children and his wider family. In their grief
they at least have the satisfaction of knowing
that his was a life that really mattered; that he
contributed greatly to the cause to which he
was passionately devoted; that the depriva-
tions and travails that they bore through his
absences and his involvement in political
turmoil were not in vain; and that he will be
long and fondly remembered by the vast array
of people whose lives he touched and en-
riched in the course of his exceptional life.

Mr HOLDING (Melbourne Ports) (8.12
p.m.)—I had a very special relationship with
Mick Young which arose out of some of the
internal traumas in the Labor Party in Vic-
toria. If you want to have a fun time in
politics, try having an exercise in federal
intervention when in fact at various levels of
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the party, at both a federal and a state level,
you have got those who quite sincerely
believe that they had a role to preserve their
view of political purity and that that was more
important than winning elections. It came to
a head in my state, and when Mick had to
play the very active role that he did as the
then federal secretary his presence was abso-
lutely vital and necessary and his political
judgments were inevitably sound.

For those of us who were political leaders
at that time, people who one had grown up
with in the party, friends of long standing,
became political enemies overnight. That
certainly affected me, it affected the federal
leader, but at no stage did it affect Mick
Young. In all of that heady exercise I never
heard, at any level, a criticism of Mick. If you
want to get into that sort of dogfight, having
someone like Mick, with his good sense of
humour and his capacity to relate to people,
is essential. That exercise changed the course
of Labor history.

The stories about Mick are legendary. My
other colleagues have mentioned his sense of
humour. I have seen him turn debates both
within the party and within this parliament
with a wisecrack made at the right time. For
those new members of this parliament, there
was a time when the then opposition decided
that the most important thing in Australia was
for the chair from Old Parliament House to be
brought in here, even if it involved knocking
half the building down. I recommend the
reading of thatHansardto anyone who was
here, because by the time Mick had finished,
without reflecting in any way upon the oppo-
sition, the opposition was laughing at itself.
I have never seen that before, having spent
over 30 years in two parliaments. It was a
unique capacity, the like of which I hope we
will see again, although I doubt it.

When Mick got into his rhyming slang with
Ben Humphreys and Eric Walsh, one some-
how felt a little left out of the conversation.
You might as well have been sitting down
with several Tibetan monks speaking Tibetan.
His capacity not merely to tell a story but to
invent a story, particularly if it involved a
close political associate, was legendary. On
more than one occasion I was the victim of

Mick’s humour, involving a story that I do
not think bears repeating in this House.

Mick will not merely pass into the history
of the Labor Party for the job that he did for
this parliament and the organisational struc-
ture but he will become part of the legend of
the Labor Party. He served it in an adminis-
trative capacity. He was a great parliamentar-
ian. His capacity on the floor of this House I
do not think I have seen equalled on many
occasions. He was devoted to his electorate
and the people he represented. I believe that
he has already not only become a Labor hero
and regarded as one of the architects of a
different sort of Labor Party but also become
a part of the folklore of a party which was
born out of adversity and which represents the
hopes and aspirations of working people. He
was always an outstanding exponent in the
good times and the hard times for that com-
munity.

His early death has affected all of us. I
express sympathy to his family and his wife,
Mary. As a family they had to bear not just
the tribulations of the last few months but
Mick’s constant absence from home as he
carried out his range of duties. There is
nobody on this side of the House that does
not owe Mick and his family, who made
sacrifices by virtue of his responsibilities, a
debt of gratitude. His name will always have
a very honoured place not merely amongst
those who knew him but, when the history of
this party is written, for future generations of
Australians.

Mr CREAN (Hotham) (8.17 p.m.)—I want
to join with others in this House in this
condolence motion for Mick. Unlike the
others who have spoken, I did not serve in
this parliament with Mick. I came here in
1990, two years after he prematurely left it—a
point that has been made by many on this
side. My association with him spans more
than a quarter of a century and it goes back
to the time that many have mentioned—his
involvement in the intervention of the Victori-
an branch of the Labor Party, a time when I
was starting my career in the labour move-
ment with the then Storemen and Packers
Union.
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Mick was one of the architects of the
intervention but, more than that, he had to
implement it. That is a very difficult double
task. It means courage as well as foresight in
the initial stages. Mick had both. The reality
is that, as a result of those sorts of decisions,
what happened in Victoria in 1970 was the
precursor to the modern Labor Party—a Labor
Party that not only won office with the
Whitlam government in 1972 but also domi-
nated federal politics and lot of state politics
for the following 20 years. In that sense, we
owe a lot to Mick.

Mick struggled in the early days in Victoria.
It was a very lonely experience. That fact has
been referred to. I remember back to 1971,
when we found those restaurants that Barry
Jones said he took time finding in Melbourne.
We went up to Carlton one night. I was
fortunate enough to be invited, along with Bill
Landeryou, who was the secretary of my
union. Tom Burns and Mick Young were
there. As we walked back to the Trades
Hall—and members in Victoria might remem-
ber the small church that was beside it—we
noticed there was banner up out the front
which read, ‘If you died tomorrow, where
would you spend eternity?’ When Tom Burns
read this to Mick, Mick said, ‘Where else but
Victoria.’ It is an indication that, even in the
difficult periods, the times when he felt lonely
and wondered where it was all going to end
because he had many enemies and few
friends, he could still see the humour and, in
a self-effacing way, relate it back to his own
circumstance.

People have spoken here today of the way
in which he was able to use wit to great effect
in the parliament. I recall the way he used his
serious side to great effect in the parliament
and how he showed some degree of duplicity
in the parliament. Again, this was at the
expense of the then Prime Minister, Malcolm
Fraser.

This was in 1980 and my union had been
involved and still was involved in a very
lengthy wool dispute. Wool was not moving.
It also happened to be at the time when
Malcolm Fraser was urging a boycott of the
Moscow Olympics because of the invasion
into Afghanistan. The question that Mick was

tellingly able to ask in the context of an
industrial relations dispute was: what sort of
procedures were being used to move wool
bales labelled ‘Nareen’ so that they could be
supplied to the Soviet economy? It was a very
telling point because the Prime Minister of
the day hated it and, from memory, he
stormed out. I think this highlighted what
became something of a slogan in the 1970s—
that is, that Malcolm’s wool was keeping the
Russians warm. At the same time he was
actively out there advocating a boycott by our
athletes.

Much has been spoken about Mick’s role in
the shadow ministry and ministry. When I
was the president of the trade union move-
ment, Mick was always the first Labor politi-
cian to ring about ACTU congresses and ask
about the sessions and the order. He was
always there. He believed very much in
keeping in touch with the trade union move-
ment. He was always welcomed to the ACTU
congresses and, between congresses, to the
John Curtin Hotel, where we were still meet-
ing on regular occasions.

Many things have been said about what
Mick achieved as a minister. I simply want to
repeat those points which I think have been
fundamental to the strengthening of our
democratic values in this country: the declara-
tion of political donations; the legislation
embodied in the one-vote, one-value system;
redistributions—we are not too happy about
them when they affect us in our own seats,
but the principle is very important and it was
Mick more than others who pursued that—and
the public funding of election campaigns.

Mick joined a proud group of very effective
immigration ministers, many of them on our
side of the parliament. I just want to underpin
the point that whatever Mick put his mind
and commitment to he did exceedingly well.
Port Adelaide was always a great place to
visit. I remember many occasions at the Colac
Hotel and at the Port Adelaide Football Club.
The community spirit that has been referred
to in Port Adelaide and through the football
club was carried on. I must say that pleased
me because it was the first club to offer job
opportunities, through its contacts, to unem-
ployed people in Port Adelaide, where there
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was a very high level of youth unemploy-
ment.

They are the sorts of legacies Mick left at
the local and community level. He was very
much a grassroots politician, whether repre-
senting people in this place or being in the
industrial and political wings, involved in
organisational aspects of the party. He did it
better than anyone I know. Mick did epito-
mise the bridge between old Labor and
modern Labor. He had the common touch but
he was never out of touch. Indeed, Mick’s
astuteness and ability to be so perceptive
about issues that he could give that wise
counsel that all of us have experienced at
some stage was due to the fact that he had a
great political antenna. He kept in touch, he
knocked around, he knew what the issues
were and he had a great gut instinct.

He was also a tremendous social leveller. It
did not matter what group you went into,
Mick was always comfortable and made
others comfortable in that environment. He
did all this with warmth, compassion and
dedication. He was much loved and admired
not only in this House but also in the wider
community. We will miss him because he did
leave us, not just here but in life, far too
young.

My condolences to Mary, his wife of 36
years, who was a constant source of support
and companionship. He spoke often of you,
Mary, when he was away with us on his own.
My condolences to Michael. Many people
have talked about the service at St Mary’s
Cathedral. I think one of the moving speeches
was made by Michael, who referred to his
father as his best mate. I think the circum-
stances where sons and fathers can also be
best mates is a great tribute to the relationship
and the family commitment.

My condolences to Janine, who got Mick
out to a Rolling Stones concert that I also
happened to be at. I could not quite work out
whether it was your role, Janine, in keeping
him in touch with the community or whether
he was just reliving the past. I think that,
when he was talking to me, it was the latter.
We had a great night.

My condolences to Duane and to Isabella.
We all know how much Mick adored Isabella,

his grand daughter. My sincere condolences
to all of you. I know you do miss him; that
came through at the funeral service. But we
miss him, too, and our thoughts are with you.

Mr PETER MORRIS (Shortland) (8.27
p.m.)—Mr Speaker, may I congratulate you
on your election to your high office.

I would like to convey to Mary, Janine,
Michael, Duane and Isabella from my family
our comfort and deepest sympathy at your
family loss. I offer it from each member of
my family to each member of your family and
to the young brothers who reminded me very
much of my brothers.

Those of us here appreciate the support
from your family—without your knowledge
at times—in the taking of Mick’s time over
the years and I appreciate the comradeship I
received from him. Mick was a true son of
the labour movement who never forgot his
roots. He remained accessible to all through-
out his career, no matter the stations he came
to occupy at various stages of that career.
Like the member for Gellibrand (Mr Willis),
I first met him in a preselection. Would you
believe it was the Shortland preselection?

Mr McMullan —We all remember that.

Mr PETER MORRIS —You remember it,
do you? I happen to remember it, too. At one
stage during that preselection he had the
temerity to accuse me of not being able to
count. He told me to go away and learn how
to count. That was when we first met. In the
25 years that followed he always remained as
approachable, easygoing and humorous as
when I first met him. That was one of his
great qualities.

He was ever ready to help out with a Labor
cause or a community cause. His sense of
humour was spontaneous, sparkling and, at
times, destructive. It did not carry malice or
ill will, as previous speakers have said. I often
thought of him and Fred Daly as a kind of
twins—not in age, but in style, behaviour and
presentation. They both used similar weapons
and both had a similar spontaneity and a
pleasure in company.

Earlier, the member for Melbourne Ports
(Mr Holding) mentioned Mick’s great pres-
ence of mind. I remember an occasion down
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at the Old Parliament House—the temporary
and provisional Parliament House, where I am
sure Mick’s spirit still roams around the
corridors—when Andrew Peacock, as Minister
for Foreign Affairs, held the chamber en-
thralled as he rolled through a major debate
on foreign affairs. The government was
besting us; there was no doubt about that.
Andrew had the parliament virtually in the
palm of his hands. But, like all of us, at one
stage he had to pause to draw breath. He
paused for just an instant and in that instant,
that quietness, Mick called out, ‘Hey, And-
rew. Give us your angry look!’ Andrew could
not help it; he looked down at Mick at the
table on this side, and just for that moment
the corners of his mouth started to move. He
grabbed hold of himself, but it was too late,
and the debate was lost—just in that fraction
of a moment, with that quip from Mick.

Mick, like Fred, was a graduate of the
greatest university of all: the university of
experience. He was a great member of this
party who came out of mainstream Australia.
He had a career in life first. He did not come
into the parliament as a professional politician
or straight out of university or tertiary educa-
tion. He knew what it was like to be without.
He carried that figure of the shearer—the
shearers stoop, which we always tormented
him about, which brought with it the bad back
that was referred to earlier and from which so
many shearers and former shearers suffer. As
a man out of mainstream Australia he under-
stood, felt for and could empathise with
working Australians.

In more recent years, Ben Humphreys, then
the member for Griffith, occupied an office
just down the corridor from me. Ben and
Mick regularly met, and Mick passed my
office on his way to Ben’s. Ben has now left
the gallery, but he was here earlier. When
Mick and Ben got together, there were always
episodes of rhyming slang and catching up on
each other’s stories. Like my colleague the
honourable member for Melbourne Ports (Mr
Holding), I had difficulty in trying to interpret
what they were talking about sometimes.

On the other hand, my younger brother Dr
John and Mick shared considerable exper-
tise—so they used to tell me—and knowledge

about matters related to the turf. On numerous
occasions I reprimanded them about that—but
to no avail—as I thought it was a waste of
skill and talent. But it was interesting when
one would accuse the other, when one had
taken advice from the other, when the se-
quence of arrivals at the winning post was not
as predicted, as assuredly would happen.

I mentioned Mick’s readiness to help out
with community causes. As patron of the
authentic operating replica of the first steam-
ship built in Australia, theWilliam IV, I asked
Mick back in 1991 to chair for me a fundrais-
ing evening for theWilliam IV at New South
Wales Parliament House. Mick was to chair
it and Fred was to be the guest speaker.
Gough came along as a paying guest and
thought it was uproarious that, on the day
after St Patrick’s Day, at this great and very
successful fundraising function, we had these
two notable Irishmen—he called them ‘not-
able Irishmen’, but we should say, I suppose,
that they were Australians of Irish origin—
celebrating William IV, the butcher of the
Irish! So they were flexible. Mick was flex-
ible; whatever the cause, it was no problem
for Mick to hop in and help out.

Australia must express to each member of
the Young family—to Mary, Janine, Michael,
Duane, Isabella and the brothers Young—our
grateful thanks. It was mentioned earlier, but
I want to dwell on it a little more, that only
those of us who work in this place know the
sacrifices that our families make. Only those
of us who work here know the hours, the
days, the weeks, that Mick spent away from
you, working for Australia in this place and
helping each of us in so many ways. I want
to say to you and to all the family: thank you.
We are grateful. He did your family a great
honour. He did Australia a great service. In
the labour movement, the trade union move-
ment, his role was an unstinting and noble
one. He began as an ordinary man who came
to do extraordinary things. He was an extra-
ordinary son of the labour movement and the
trade union movement. We honour his ser-
vice. We honour his memory. He may not be
here with us, but his presence will be here. As
I said earlier, I suspect that down at the Old
Parliament House, around those corridors, the
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spirits of Mick and Fred Daly will roam for
a long time to come. May his contribution
and your sacrifices be honoured and remem-
bered for many years to come.

Dr THEOPHANOUS (Calwell) (8.36
p.m.)—Much has been said about all the
dimensions of the work of Mick Young and
I want to concentrate on one area in which I
had the most dealings with him and in which
he was also loved. I refer to the contribution
he made to multicultural Australia. It may not
be so well known, but Mick Young was loved
by the ethnic communities of Australia and he
was a very passionate supporter of multicul-
turalism. Although he had other things to do,
one of Mick’s last public works was, as the
Minister for Immigration and Multicultural
Affairs (Mr Ruddock) has mentioned, to chair
the National Multicultural Advisory Council.
In his chairman’s introduction to its report in
June last year titledMulticultural Australia:
the next steps: towards and beyond 2000,
Mick Young again reflected on his vision for
Australia. I will just read two short para-
graphs:

Importantly, this report was developed against the
backdrop of the High Court’s Mabo decision on
land rights for Australia’s indigenous peoples, and
in the midst of the reconciliation process. These
developments are of profound importance, not only
for a multicultural Australia, but also for the
continuing evolution of our national identity. Such
considerations have at their heart the very nature of
Australian identity. These are issues relevant to all
Australians.

Recent years have seen a great deal of discussion
about what Australian society might be like in the
year 2000 and beyond. The Council believes that
in a world of rapid change, new opportunities for
obtaining further benefits from our multicultural
society will continue to be found, and that we
should strive to identify and overcome any remain-
ing impediments to true Access and Equity for all
Australians.

Mick’s commitment to multiculturalism began
even before he became shadow minister. In
my first dealings with him as shadow minister
we used to huddle together and discuss the
new policy that was to go forth for the 1983
election. Ursula Doyle, his faithful assistant
and who I think is here today, worked with us
to develop this very important policy which

helped us win very significant support from
the ethnic communities of Australia.

Mick continued to take an interest in multi-
cultural and immigration affairs, and he
became the minister in that area. Some people
used to think that was not a very high posi-
tion, given that he also held the very import-
ant position of Leader of the House, but he
was absolutely delighted to become Minister
for Immigration and Ethnic Affairs. In that
role he performed very credibly.

Mick did a very important thing in 1986
when the government had been forced to
make some very tough decisions. These
decisions were seen to have disproportionately
hit the ethnic and multicultural communities
of Australia. Mick Young, when he became
minister shortly after those decisions were
made, set about finding out what the ethnic
communities thought about them. It came to
his attention when he as minister went around
Australia to listen to people, which he did on
many issues, that they were all concerned
about the decision to amalgamate the SBS
and the ABC. Everywhere he went the ethnic
leaders were all saying that they could not
live with that decision.

Even though the parliament had passed a
motion in the House of Representatives and
the party had supported that motion, Mick
was honest enough to call a special meeting
of the immigration committee—I remember
this as I was chairman and this was a very
important day—and said, ‘I have something
to tell this committee. I have listened to the
communities and it’s become clear to me that,
overwhelmingly, our ethnic communities are
opposed to this decision. I’ve spoken to the
Prime Minister, Bob Hawke, and have per-
suaded him to reverse that decision.’ Of
course, the committee supported him. Only
three days later, at a major function in I think
the Greek community in Melbourne, the
Prime Minister announced that the Labor
Party had reversed the decision to amalgamate
the SBS and the ABC. This was received very
joyfully by the ethnic communities of Austral-
ia at that time.

When Mick resigned as immigration
minister on 8 February 1988, we were all
shocked because he had been such an excel-
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lent Minister for Immigration and Ethnic
Affairs. There was so much pain in the ethnic
communities of Australia about this resigna-
tion. Everyone wondered why it had happened
because he was still so full of life, as other
people have said, and he had so much to
contribute to Australia in general and also,
more particularly, to the area of immigration
and ethnic affairs.

As I mentioned at the beginning of my
contribution, Mick continued to make a
contribution where he could and he chaired
that very important committee. As a result of
that committee, the Labor government, in one
of its final acts, produced the policy Our
Nation, which is a direct response to the
agenda he put forward and which sets the
agenda for a multicultural Australia towards
the year 2000 and beyond. So Mick Young’s
contribution was, as I said, multi-dimensional,
but in this particular area he will be much
remembered. I can say that all those commu-
nities think of him extremely fondly and are
very grateful for the contribution he made.

To Mary and the rest of the family, let me
say not only did Mick have a great vision for
Australia; he had a great vision for a multicul-
tural Australia in which every person, irre-
spective of where they came from, could be
equal in a very genuine sense. He made a
tremendous contribution to that. I think the
whole nation can be grateful for it.

Mr McCLELLAND (Barton) (8.42 p.m.)—
I also would like to be on the record as
supporting this motion. Mick was a great
supporter of me in my campaign in Barton,
even after he was diagnosed as suffering from
leukemia. He organised a fundraising break-
fast as recently as 16 February at what has
now become famous, as a result of Mick, as
Suzi Carlton’s Hotel in Paddington. Simply as
a result of Mick getting on the phone to his
friends, many of whom had never met me,
there was a substantial roll-up at that fundrais-
ing breakfast.

Unfortunately, on that morning Mick was
very ill and had to leave early. He made a
point—it is something I will remember and
indeed cherish—some two weeks later of
coming out to my campaign office. I will
recall with great amusement the stories that he

and my father recounted about their days, in
particular when electioneering.

Mick had a way of making what otherwise
would seem stressful or traumatic a great
adventure. I remember two comments made
by Mick on that day. One was a joke which
I cannot repeat in this House, but the other
was his comment to me, again in the serious
vein that has been noted, that the opportunity
to serve in parliament is an honour which
comes to so very few. It was a feature of
great encouragement to me.

A comment which I would like to make is
that, having been a lawyer in my former
capacity, I had the honour of working for the
Australian Workers Union and working in
some instances very closely with Michael
Young. I can assure the House that Michael
has many of the qualities of his father—his
competence, his dedication and indeed his
good humour. I am sure that in many ways
the spirit of Mick Young very much lives on.
From my point of view, the McClelland-
Young friendship will survive for many years,
as indeed I suspect the Young friendship with
the Labor movement will.

Mr ROBERT BROWN (Charlton) (8.45
p.m.)—I wish to be associated with this
condolence motion. I want to emphasise that
all of those things that have been said about
Mick Young this evening Mick Young thor-
oughly deserved, and so did Mary and the
family. The fact that at Mick’s funeral service
there was the Prime Minister (Mr Howard),
the Deputy Prime Minister (Mr Tim Fischer),
the Leader of the Opposition (Mr Beazley),
three former Prime Ministers, so many col-
leagues of Mick and so many friends from so
many different areas of activity and so many
geographical areas attests to the correctness of
all of those things that have been said.

Mick and Mary’s son, Michael, when he
was speaking, told how Mick would spend
money on books for the family, even on those
occasions when Mary perhaps believed that
they were running short of cash for clothes.
His dad’s response was, ‘Do you want the
kids to grow up being the best dressed idiots
in the town?’ Mick was very conscious of
that.
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Mick and I were appointed to Broken Hill
in the mid-1950s at the same time. He was
appointed to the shearing sheds and I was
appointed to the local high school. While he
was down in the trades hall in Broken Hill
addressing union meetings from the boxing
ring in that building, which is probably still
known as the Kremlin, I was up at the high
school teaching kids. We did not know one
another then, but I think we got to know one
another pretty well.

Reference has been made to Mick’s bookI
Want to Work. Mick was responsible for a lot
of articles, a lot of speeches and a lot of
things that have been recorded in library
histories, in local histories, in the history of
the parliament and in the history of the party.
But the fact that one of Mick’s major works
was I Want to Workreflects more than any-
thing else Mick’s attitude towards the rights
and the basic human dignity of all of those
people he was concerned about.

When he wrote that book he was the Labor
opposition spokesman on employment and
industrial relations. In the first chapter he
refers to a week in a member’s office, dealing
with the problems of unemployment and the
problems of the unemployed. In his chapter
on blaming the victims, he wrote, ‘To many
Australians and especially conservative
politicians the unemployed are to blame for
being unemployed.’ He said, ‘The victims
have become the scapegoats.’ That is an
expression which many of us have frequently
used since.

This next quote probably sums up better
than any other single statement Mick’s con-
cern about the rights of ordinary people, and
especially their right to work—their right to
the fundamental human dignity of being able
to contribute to society and to earn an income
for themselves, their families and dependants.
Mick said:
Unemployment is a disease, a cancer. It destroys
individuals, divides and breaks up homes, wastes
human potential and increases crime and drug use.
If we apply accountants’ rules and are concerned
only with money, the cost is astronomical. But in
Canberra, where economic policies are formed,
slogans hide facts. "Fight inflation first" has a fine,
tough ring to it and must be pleasant to hear if you
are living in Toorak on unearned income from

shares. For more than one million Australians it
means life below the poverty line.

I have said that Mick and I were appointed to
Broken Hill at the same time in the mid-
1950s. The party has treated me very well. I
would like to think that I have made a limited
contribution. Mick was always proud of the
fact, as you know, that he came from the
shearing sheds. Although Mick went out to
Broken Hill at the same time I did—as I said,
he went to the shearing sheds—I can with
genuine modesty acknowledge, applaud and
marvel at that man’s achievements and contri-
bution.

So much has been said. Mary and the
family made sacrifices to make it possible for
Mick to make those contributions. He was
quite clearly away from home for an enor-
mous amount of time in order for him to be,
at different times, the National Secretary of
the Labor Party, the National President of the
Labor Party, a federal minister with a group
of portfolios for which he was responsible,
the Leader of the House and the Vice-
President of the Executive Council.

He was one of about six people who could
claim responsibility for the reformation of the
ALP. As others have said, in 1972 he was one
of the essential architects of that magnificent
campaign ‘It’s Time’, which brought us back
out of the wilderness after 23 years. He was
involved in all of those achievements that
Andrew Theophanous referred to, for exam-
ple, in multiculturalism, in questions of
immigration and in those enormously import-
ant electoral reforms—consolidating, en-
trenching, firming the principles of democracy
and important democratic principles in the
national structure.

Mick very generously came up to my
electorate. My electorate, which is in the
Hunter, is part of Labor’s heartland. I appreci-
ate the fact that Mary obviously released him
again so that he could come up and be the
special guest at a local history conference that
my federal electorate council organised. We
wanted him to be not only the special guest
but also the special speaker, with reference to
his experiences in the history of the Labor
Party. I am so very proud of this and I am so
delighted that Mick Young came up.



60 REPRESENTATIVES Tuesday, 30 April 1996

I had the opportunity when introducing
Mick to refer to what was clearly a classic
reply that he gave to a question on one
occasion. I will not read out all of the answer,
but it really was a classic. I know that the
present Deputy Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Gareth Evans), as a student of the House of
RepresentativesHansardwhen he was in the
Senate, would have undoubtedly read this
answer and enjoyed it as much as everyone
else did. Mick was asked a question about
market research in connection with politics,
politicians and so on. He went on in some
detail on a number of things. He then said:
Here is the coup de grace of the market research
surveys which are having so much impact on our
lives, and it may cause some disturbance to honour-
able members sitting in this chamber, both to those
on this side as much as to those on the other side.
The survey shows that if anything unfortunate
should happen to our Prime Minister—God help
us—the Deputy Prime Minister, the Treasurer, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs or the Premier of New
South Wales, I am next in line.
I do not know what Gareth thinks about this. I
thank the honourable member . . . for his question
and I hope that I have enlightened him.

So he was also, of course, able to take a joke
at his own expense. He was a great raconteur,
a great humorist, a person with no venom, no
vengeance, no vindictiveness, no deliberate
hurt. He inflicted no deliberate pain, except
perhaps on capitalism, and he would have
been very happy to reform it even more. But
Mick Young had genuine concern for ordi-
nary people, their rights and their dignity.
People have said here tonight, quite correctly,
that not only will Mick live in the history of
the Labor Party and the labour movement;
Mick Young has become part of the fabric of
the Labor Party and the labour movement. I
say to you, Mary, to Michael, to Janine and
to the wider family, that I join with others in
expressing to you my own deep personal
sympathy.

Mr MARTYN EVANS (Bonython) (8.55
p.m.)—Like so many people of my genera-
tion, there were three really defining events
of my teenage years. The first was the Ken-
nedy assassination; the second was the Viet-
nam War, which continued through much of
my high schooling; and the third, shortly after
my 19th birthday, was in many ways the most

important, and that was the ‘It’s Time’ cam-
paign for which Mick had such great respon-
sibility. It inspired me to join the ALP soon
after the 1972 federal election. But at the time
it so moved those of my generation that I
handed out how-to-vote cards for the party
without even being a member at that point.
When I did join, finally, Mick was still the
state secretary in South Australia and the
federal secretary nationally. He played a very
important part in the lives of my political
generation and provided the inspiration for
many of us.

As a young member of the party, I was
aware of his friendly manner, his easygoing
style, his ready wit and humour, but also, and
very importantly, his organisational skills and
his leadership. Although I sat on the floor of
the convention hall and at party meetings and
Mick was on the podium or the stage as the
state secretary or the federal secretary, when
we met informally at social functions or at
party functions afterwards, he was always
there to provide a kind word or an encourag-
ing thought to the younger members of the
party. He was never too preoccupied with his
office or too self-important to share the good
times and occasionally the bad with all
members of the party—not just the leaders,
premiers and prime ministers with whom he
moved so freely, but the young, the old, the
ordinary members of the party who were at
that time the front line in the days of letter-
boxing and door-knocking.

I next met up with Mick when he was
Special Minister of State and had responsibili-
ty for the Federal Police. At that time I
worked as the state Police Minister and
Minister for Emergency Services. In that
capacity, I often met with Mick in his capaci-
ty as the Special Minister of State. We shared
many conferences together—police ministers
conferences and the like—and I got to see a
different side of Mick. He was a very effi-
cient political operative in that context but
one who was able to bring people together
and ensure that ideas were shared by those
with like-minded views and who wanted to
move forward in those very difficult areas. He
brought those qualities which we have spoken
of this evening very strongly, not only as a



Tuesday, 30 April 1996 REPRESENTATIVES 61

state and federal secretary in the party, as a
minister in the Commonwealth government,
but as the ultimate true believer in the ALP.

Following my election to the Common-
wealth parliament, I again had an opportunity
to make contact with Mick and saw him on
a number of occasions here in Canberra—the
most recent occasion only a few months ago.
His unfailing charm, wit and humour were
certainly responsible for inspiring many
people in my generation and for ensuring that
this parliament functioned in a particularly
effective way during his time here.

He has left us with a great legacy and a
great history. I certainly extend my condo-
lences to his wife and to his family in their
time of grief.

Mr LEE (Dobell) (8.58 p.m.)—I also wish
to be associated with the many remarks and
tributes which have been made this afternoon
and this evening for Mick Young. I will not
repeat many of the tributes that have already
been made by members who served with
Mick in the parliament for a longer period
than I, other than to repeat what a great
contribution he made to the Labor Party as
the national secretary, in rebuilding the
structure of the party and in policy areas like
China. No-one has yet mentioned state aid,
but Mick Young played a very constructive
role with people like Eric Walsh in helping
Archbishop Carroll make that important
statement before the 1972 election that it was
not a sin to vote Labor at that crucial time. I
refer also to the great work he did not just in
opposition but in government. Lots of people
have mentioned his work in persuading the
parliament and getting the legislation through
to guarantee one vote, one value and the
disclosure of political donations.

There are some of us in this parliament—a
few in the chamber now—who, as part of the
class of 84, would not be here but for the fact
that Mick was able to persuade the National
Party to vote with Labor to increase the size
of the House of Representatives. Many of us
will be grateful for that reform, as well as the
introduction of one vote, one value and the
declaration of donations. The member for
Shortland (Mr Peter Morris) mentioned

Mick’s support for the fundraising for the
William IV.

Mr Peter Morris —A wonderful vessel.

Mr LEE —It is a wonderful vessel. But
Mick was not quite as helpful to people like
the member for Charlton (Mr Robert Brown)
and Peter Morris when they were campaign-
ing to build some submarines at Newcastle.
Mick Young fought with great passion and
determination to persuade the current Leader
of the Opposition (Mr Beazley) that those
submarines could best be built in Adelaide. I
am sure all the people who now work in that
area in Adelaide and in the many jobs that
will be created not just in Adelaide but right
around Australia as a result of his success in
that campaign will always remember the great
lobbying effort that Mick put into that cam-
paign.

For myself, having entered the parliament
in 1984, my fondest recollections of Mick are
at the Old Parliament House. The member for
Mayo, Alexander Downer, mentioned that
famous answer in question time. Just the
recollection of Mick in full flight in that
smaller chamber—no-one will ever best that.
I can also recall on many occasions Mick
holding court wi th people l ike Ben
Humphreys and the current Leader of the
Opposition, Kim Beazley, late at night in that
room next to the old dining room over tea,
hot chocolate and coffee and all sorts of
stories being regaled. That is a recollection
that will always be with us.

Mick was very generous to me as a back-
bencher, going out of his way to point out
numerous mistakes and hints on how to
improve. As a minister, he was always a
source of wise advice. A few of us—the
Leader of the Opposition, the member for
Brisbane (Mr Bevis) and I—had a rather close
call at the last election. Almost every day
Mick was on the phone from his hospital bed
at St Vincent’s, wanting the detailed break-
down of how the count had gone in Dobell
that day—and no doubt wanting the same
from Kim and Arch as well. I certainly
appreciated the interest that Mick showed in
a time of crisis for me when he was no doubt
in pain and going through enormous difficulty
himself at St Vincent’s.
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It is great to see that the torch carried by
Mick through the union movement, in the
Labor Party and in the national parliament has
now been passed to Michael, who is now
carrying it with distinction inside the union.
Perhaps one day either Michael or another
one of the Young family might be in this
chamber—perhaps Isabella—carrying the
torch in future days. We will miss Mick’s
wise counsel and his infectious humour. I am
sure that every member of the Labor Party
right throughout Australia extends their
deepest sympathy to Mary, Janine, Michael
and every member of the family.

Mr O’KEEFE (Burke) (9.03 p.m.)—At the
requiem mass at St Mary’s, I was sitting there
proudly reflecting on the fact that I regarded
myself as a personal friend of Mick’s—having
stayed with him at his unit in Sydney and
having met with him and his business col-
leagues many times after he had left the
parliament, and things like that—until one of
the speakers said that there were a thousand
people at St Mary’s and every one was a
personal friend of Mick’s; and that is the fact
of it. We all thought we were and we could
not have been but we must have been, and we
will always claim for all our lives that we
were.

I also felt, Michael, that in your contribu-
tion, in the speech you made, there was so
much of your father in your voice, your
mannerisms and your passion—and you
should proudly remember that, and rightly so.

There are two brief anecdotes I would like
to tell. I think it was in 1986 or 1987—and
the financial members of the club in which
Mick had deemed himself unfinancial will
remember the detail better, but I think it was
in 1987—there was a visit to Australia by His
Holiness Pope John Paul II. I remember that
I, as a marginal backbencher, complained to
Mick that at every one of these big dos in
Canberra there would be, first of all, the
ministers, the politicians, then all the senior
bureaucrats and then all the military heav-
ies—and we would never get any ordinary
people at them. He said, ‘Mate, I can’t work
miracles but I’ll see what I can do.’ A couple
of days later all the members got a letter
inviting them to bring two guests to the

reception here at Parliament House. I con-
veyed that offer to the two largest Catholic
congregations in my electorate. And, to this
day, those congregations remain immensely
proud of the fact that they had two representa-
tives at the Old Parliament House at that
reception for His Holiness.

The other memory I would like to share is
one that Mick does not know about. Just after
he left the parliament and Kim Beazley was
appointed as the Leader of the House, some-
thing happened—I forget what the circum-
stances were—and I had the one great joke
and one-liner that I have ever thought of. I
rushed around to Kim and said ‘Hey, here’s
a great one-liner you can use; you’ll sound
just like Mick.’ Very wisely, Kim said to me,
‘If I try to be like Mick, I’ll make a fool of
myself.’ I think you essentially decided not to
try to be like Mick, to avoid the comparison.

Mick achieved one final thing in his death,
and that was at the requiem mass. I suppose
you would say that in the Labor Party we feel
our traditions strongly, proudly; our bonds are
very strong, our fallouts are very bitter. To
see Gough Whitlam, Bob Hawke and Paul
Keating sit together and resolve their differ-
ences in a public bond at Mick’s funeral, I
felt was one final great thing Mick did for
Labor memories.

The new member fo r Bar ton (Mr
McClelland) made the comment that Mick
was very proud of being here and proud of
the fact that the Labor Party could bring
ordinary people to this place. In the same way
that he spoke to you, Robert, he said to me
once, when I was talking to him about one of
my lows here, ‘Mate, never forget, if you’re
in this joint, life’s dealt you five aces’—and
he was absolutely right.

Mary, you should know. I remember at my
father-in-law’s funeral how amazed my wife
and her mother were at the show of public
support, the great turn-up. They did not ever
really know the number of people who re-
garded my father-in-law so well.

That brought it home to them. There is no
doubt that what has happened since Mick died
has brought it home to you. In just about
every conversation he had with us, Mary’s
name came up: whether it was seeking advice
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about how to keep our personal lives together
while we were here or whether it was a bit of
political wisdom which he would punctuate
with, ‘That is what Mary reckons too.’ You
came up all the time. I want you to know
that. We convey the thoughts that have been
expressed tonight and we are all very proud
to say, and always say, that we think we were
personal friends of Mick Young.

Mr LEO McLEAY (Watson) (9.08 p.m.)—
Mr Deputy Speaker, I suppose it would be
very true to say that Mick Young touched
more lives than anyone else that any of us in
this place would know. I think that was
evidenced very much by the attendance at the
requiem mass at St Mary’s Cathedral. When
one looked around that large cathedral one
saw thousands of people—as other speakers
have said—who all considered themselves to
be a personal friend of Mick Young.

But the thing that I found most interesting
about that day was the great breadth of people
who were there. There were people ranging
from just ordinary working folk to the Prime
Minister of Australia (Mr Howard). Having
heard the eulogies delivered by the Leader of
the Opposition (Mr Beazley), by Father
Campion and by Mick’s son, one could
recognise that we were seeing a change in
history.

After watching Michael at the service a
number of members have remarked that it was
eerie; that it was really like watching his dad,
particularly in the way he stood, the way he
held his hands and the way he spoke. For
people who had known Mick and seen him
around here it was a very eerie thing. I am
sure that what others have said, Michael,
about you taking on his name will certainly
come about.

Those who served with Mick in this place
know that he was a person who would always
give advice. Sometimes he would give advice
that you were not the least interested in
hearing. Ros Kelly received some advice from
him once about measuring the curtains in his
office and she remembered that for a long
while.

Mick was always the person who would put
out the hand of friendship and he was also a
person who could spot talent. I think probably

many people were envious about the bond
that existed between the current Leader of the
Opposition and Mick. They used to go for a
walk at lunchtime each day to the lake. Mick
used to refer to Mr Beazley as ‘General’.

Mick had quite a different life in the Labor
movement from Kim Beazley. Mick had a lot
of experience to pass on to Kim. I believe
that what the member for Burke, Mr Neil
O’Keefe, said is not quite right. I think we
can see a lot of Mick Youngisms in a lot of
the things that Kim did when he was Leader
of the House. I think Mick Young was prob-
ably the greatest exponent of the role of
Leader of the House that any one of us will
see. He had that great ability to turn the place
around with wit and skill. While he certainly
had everybody on our side of the House
laughing, the Foreign Minister (Mr Downer)
has said that Mick would get people on the
other side laughing at some barb as well.

His barbs were not just for the opposition.
Sometimes they were for people on his own
side in the chamber. That ability was some-
thing that came from Mick’s graduation from
the university of hard knocks rather than from
a normal academic course. I think Mick was
the bridge between the old Labor Party and
the new Labor Party. The Labor Party as it is
today is very much a result of the work that
Mick did in the 1970s when he got us to
think in the modern way.

So, while your loss, Mary, and your
family’s loss is a great one, it is also a loss
for us. We will miss him very much. For all
of us when we come into the parliament—
particularly those of us who served in the old
House—the ghost of Mick Young will cer-
tainly surround the building. We will all miss
him greatly. Thank you and your family for
giving him to us.

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Jenkins) —
Order! The question is that the motion moved
by the Prime Minister be agreed to. I ask all
honourable members to signify their approval
by rising in their places.

Honourable members having stood in their
places—

Mr DEPUTY SPEAKER —I thank the
House.

House adjourned at 9.14 p.m.
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NOTICES
Mr Reith to move:

That the following amendments to the standing
orders be made:

(1) Standing orders 40, 48A, 91, 101, 101A,
103, 104, 104A, 106, 106A, 150, 152, 193,
215, 217, 217A, 217B, 222 and 322 be
amended to read as follows:

Days and hours of meeting
40. Unless otherwise ordered, the House shall

meet for the despatch of business on
each—

Monday, at 12.30 p.m.
Tuesday, at 2 p.m.
Wednesday, at 9.30 a.m.
Thursday, at 9.30 a.m.

From the termination of the last sitting in the
second week of sittings, the House shall stand
adjourned until 12.30 p.m. on the third Monday
after the termination, unless the Speaker shall, by
writing addressed to each Member of the House,
fix an alternative day or hour of meeting. The 4-
weekly cycle will then be repeated.

Adjournment and next meeting

48A. At 10.30 p.m. on a sitting Monday or
Tuesday, at 7.30 p.m. on a sitting
Wednesday and at 5.30 p.m. on a
sitting Thursday the Speaker shall
propose the question—That the House
do now adjourn—which question shall
be open to debate. No amendment may
be moved to this question:

Provided that:

(a) if a division is in progress at the time
fixed for interruption, that division, and
any division consequent upon that divi-
sion, shall be completed and the result
announced;

(b) if, on the question—That the House do
now adjourn—being proposed, a Minister

requires the question to be put forthwith
without debate, the Speaker shall forth-
with put the question;

(c) a motion for the adjournment of the
House may be moved by a Minister at an
earlier hour;

(d) any business under discussion and not
disposed of at the time of the adjourn-
ment shall be set down on the Notice
Paper for the next sitting, and

(e) if the question—That the House do now
adjourn—is negatived, the House shall
resume the proceedings at the point at
which they had been interrupted:

Provided further that, if at 11 p.m. on a
sitting Monday or Tuesday, at 8 p.m. on a
sitting Wednesday or at 6 p.m. on a sitting
Thursday, the question before the House
is—That the House do now adjourn—the
Speaker shall interrupt the debate, at which
time—
(f) a Minister may require that the debate be

extended until 11.10 p.m., 8.10 p.m. or
6.10 p.m., as appropriate, to enable
Ministers to speak in reply to matters
raised in the preceding adjournment
debate; at 11.10 p.m., 8.10 p.m. or 6.10
p.m., as appropriate, or upon the earlier
cessation of the debate, the Speaker shall
forthwith adjourn the House until the time
of its next meeting, or

(g) if no action is taken by a Minister under
paragraph (f) the Speaker shall forthwith
adjourn the House until the time of its
next meeting.

Time limits

91. The maximum period for which a Mem-
ber may speak on any subject indicated in
this standing order, and the maximum
period for any debate, shall not, unless
otherwise ordered, exceed the period
specified opposite to that subject in the
following schedule:
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Subject Time

Election of Speaker or Deputy Speaker—
Each Member 5 minutes

Address in Reply—
Each Member 20 minutes

Discussion of definite matter of public importance (under
standing order 107)—

Whole debate 2 hours
Proposer 15 minutes
Member next speaking 15 minutes
Any other Member 10 minutes

Question for adjournment of House to terminate the sitting—
Each Member 5 minutes

(no extension of time to
be granted)

Provided that, if no other Member rises to address the House, a Member
who has already spoken to the motion may speak a second time for a
period not exceeding 5 minutes.

Censure or want of confidence motion accepted by a Minister
as provided under standing order 110—

Mover 30 minutes
Prime Minister or one Minister deputed by the Prime Minister 30 minutes
Any other Member 20 minutes

Limitation of debate—Motion for allotment of time (under standing
order 92)—

Whole debate 20 minutes
Each Member 5 minutes

Second reading of a bill—
Main Appropriation Bill for year—

Mover not specified
Leader of Opposition or one Member deputed by the Leader not specified

Any other Member 20 minutes
Other bills (Government)—

Mover 30 minutes
Leader of Opposition or one Member deputed by the Leader 30 minutes
Any other Member 20 minutes

Other bills (Private Government Member)—
Mover 30 minutes
Prime Minister or one Member deputed by the Prime Minister 30 minutes
Leader of Opposition or one Member deputed by the Leader 30 minutes
Any other Member 20 minutes

Other bills (Opposition or other non-government Member)—
Mover 30 minutes
Prime Minister or one Member deputed by the Prime Minister 30 minutes
Any other Member 20 minutes

Consideration in detail of a bill—
Each Member—Unspecified number of periods each not exceeding 5 minutes

Consideration of amendments made or requested by the Senate—
Each Member—Unspecified number of periods each not exceeding 5 minutes

Question "That grievances be noted" (under standing order 106)—
Each Member 10 minutes

Proposed resolution relating to tax or duty—
Mover 20 minutes
Leader of Opposition or one Member deputed by the Leader 20 minutes
Any other Member 10 minutes
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Subject Time

Suspension of standing orders (under standing order 399)—
Whole debate 25 minutes
Mover 10 minutes
Seconder (if any) 5 minutes
Member next speaking 10 minutes
Any other Member 5 minutes

Debates not otherwise provided for—
Mover of a motion 20 minutes
Any other Member 15 minutes

Extension of time—with the consent of a majority of the House or of the
Committee, to be determined without debate, a Member may be allowed to
continue a speech interrupted under the foregoing provisions of this
standing order for one period not exceeding

10 minutes

Provided that no extension of time shall exceed half of the original
period allotted.

Routine of business
101. The House shall proceed on the days

indicated with its ordinary business in the
following routine:

Monday
1. Presentation of, and statements on, reports
from parliamentary committees and deleg-
ations. 2. Orders of the day for the resumption
of debate on motions moved in connection
with committee and delegation reports (debate
concluding no later than 1.15 p.m.). 3. Private
Members’ business (debate commencing no
later than 1.15 p.m., debate to be interrupted
at 1.45 p.m.). 4. Members’ statements (at
approximately 1.45 p.m.). 5. Questions without
notice (at 2 p.m.). 6. Presentation of petitions.
7. Private Members’ business (in continuation
for 1 hour). 8. Grievance debate (debate to
continue for 1 hour and 20 minutes). 9. Noti-
ces and orders of the day.
Tuesday
1. Questions without notice. 2. Presentation of
papers. 3. Ministerial statements, by leave. 4.
Matter of public importance. 5. Notices and
orders of the day.
Wednesday and Thursday
1. Notices and orders of the day. 2. Questions
without notice (at 2 p.m.). 3. Presentation of
papers. 4. Ministerial statements, by leave. 5.
Matter of public importance. 6. Notices and
orders of the day.

Interruption for question period
101A. At 2 p.m. on each sitting Monday, Wed-

nesday and Thursday the Speaker shall
interrupt the business before the House in
order that questions without notice can be
called on:

Provided that:
(a) if a division is in progress at the time

fixed for interruption, the division shall
be completed and the result announced;
and

(b) the Speaker shall fix the time for the
resumption of the debate on any business
under discussion and not disposed of at
the time of interruption.

New business
103. No new business may be taken after 11

p.m., unless the House otherwise orders.
Precedence to government and private Members’
business
104. Government business shall, on each day

of sitting, have precedence of private
Members’ business except on each sitting
Monday as provided by standing order
101.

At the conclusion of grievance debate the
Speaker shall put forthwith and successively,
without further debate or amendment, any
questions on which a division had been called for
earlier in the day, and which had been deferred
pursuant to standing order 193.
Private Members’ business—procedure
104A. In the period during which private

Members’ business is accorded prece-
dence pursuant to standing order 104,
notices and orders of the day relating to
private Members’ business shall be called
on by the Clerk in the order in which
they appear on the Notice Paper. When
the time allotted by standing order 102C
or 104, or by the Selection Committee,
for an item of business has expired,
consideration shall be interrupted by the
Chair and the question before the Chair
shall be put:
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Provided that, where the Selection Committee
has determined that consideration of a matter
should continue on a future day, at the time fixed
for interruption, the Chair shall interrupt proceed-
ings and further consideration of the matter shall
be set down on the Notice Paper for the next
sitting.

Notices by private Members of their intention
to present bills shall stand referred to the Selec-
tion Committee which shall give priority to them
over other notices and orders of the day and
determine the order in which they are to be
presented. Upon the respective notice being
called on by the Clerk, the Member in whose
name the notice stands shall present the bill and
may speak for a period not exceeding five
minutes in support thereof. The bill shall then be
read a first time and the motion for the second
reading shall be set down on the Notice Paper
for the next sitting.

If the motion for the second reading of any
private Member’s bill is agreed to by the House,
further consideration shall be accorded prece-
dence of other private Members’ business and
the Selection Committee may allot times for
consideration of the remaining stages of the bill.

Grievance debate

106. Notwithstanding standing order 105, the
first order of the day, government business, on
each sitting Monday following the conclusion of
private Members’ business shall be a question to
be proposed by the Speaker, "That grievances be
noted" to which question any Member may
address the House or move any amendment.

If consideration of the question has not been
concluded after 1 hour and 20 minutes, the
debate thereon shall be interrupted and the
Speaker shall put any questions then before the
House, and after resolution of those questions,
shall forthwith call on the next order of the day,
government business.

Statements by Members

106A. At 1.45 p.m. on each sitting Monday
the Speaker shall interrupt private Members’
business in order that statements by Members
can be called on. A Member, other than a
Minister, may be called by the Chair to make a
statement for a period not exceeding 90 seconds.
The period allowed for these statements shall not
extend beyond 2 p.m.

Replies to questions

150. The reply to a question on notice shall
be given by delivering it to the Clerk. A copy of
the reply shall be supplied to the Member who
asked the question, and the question and reply
shall be published in Hansard.

If after the expiration of 60 days of a question
first appearing on the Notice Paper, a reply has
not been delivered to the Clerk, the Member who
asked the question may rise in his or her place
at the conclusion of the question period and
request the Speaker to write to the Minister
concerned, seeking reasons for the delay in
answering.

Questions to Speaker

152. At the conclusion of the question
period, questions without notice may be put to
the Speaker relating to any matter of administra-
tion for which he or she is responsible.

When division may be taken

193. A division shall not be proceeded with
unless more than one Member has called for a
division. If one Member only calls for a division,
that Member may inform the Speaker that he or
she wishes his or her dissent to be recorded in
the Votes and Proceedings and in Hansard and
the Member’s dissent shall be so recorded:

Provided that, on sitting Mondays, any division
called for in the House during the consideration
of private Members’ business on a question,
other than a motion moved by a Minister, shall
stand deferred until after the conclusion of
grievance debate.

First reading

215. On the presentation of a bill by a
Member, or on the receipt from the Senate of a
bill for the concurrence of the House, it shall be
read a first time without any question being put.

Second reading and explanatory memorandum

217. After the first reading a future day shall
be appointed for the Member to move "That this
bill be now read a second time" and the bill shall
meanwhile be printed:

Provided that if copies of the bill have been
circulated among Members the second reading
may be moved immediately after the bill has
been read a first time. The debate on the ques-
tion shall then be adjourned to a future day.

In the case of a bill presented by a Minister
other than an Appropriation or Supply Bill, an
explanatory memorandum signed by the Minister
and including an explanation of the reasons for
the bill shall be presented to the House at the
conclusion of the Minister’s speech on moving
the second reading.

Reference to Main or other committee

217A. At least seven days after the first
reading and before the resumption of debate on
the motion "That this bill be now read a second
time", a motion may be moved without notice
"That this bill be referred to the Main Committee
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for the remainder of the second reading and
consideration in detail stages" or "That the bill
be referred to the [here insert title of committee]
for consideration and an advisory report". A
motion to refer a bill to a committee for an
advisory report may specify a date by which the
committee is to report to the House.

Provided that, in the case of bills presented by
Ministers:

(a) a Minister may present a list of bills
proposed to be referred to the Main
Committee or other committees and move
without notice either immediately or at a
later time "That the bills be referred to
committee(s) in accordance with the list";
and

(b) the bills referred to the Main Committee
may be considered by it after details of
the reference have been published in the
Notice Paper.

Reference to Main Committee after advisory
report presented

217B. When a bill has been referred to a
committee for an advisory report, and the
committee’s report has been presented to the
House, the bill may be referred to the Main
Committee for the remainder of the second
reading and consideration in detail stages in
accordance with standing order 217A.
Consideration in detail unless—

222. After the second reading, or when
proceeding under standing order 221, after those
proceedings have been disposed of, the House or
the Main Committee, as appropriate, shall
forthwith consider the bill in detail unless—

(a) the bill has been referred to a select
committee in accordance with standing
order 221, or

(b) if the bill is being considered in the
House, the House grants leave for the
question "That this bill be now read a
third time" to be moved forthwith, or

(c) if the bill is being considered in the Main
Committee, the Committee grants leave
for the question "That this bill be reported
to the House without amendment" to be
put forthwith.

Motions to print or take note
322. On any paper being presented to the

House as provided in this chapter, a Minister or
an Assistant Minister may move without notice
either or both of the following motions: 1. That
the paper be printed; 2. That the House take note
of the paper:

Provided that, at the conclusion of the period
for presentation of papers in the routine of

business under standing order 101 on each sitting
day, one motion may be moved that the House
take note of certain papers presented that day,
and the resumption of the debate on the motion
to take note of each of the papers shall be made
a separate order of the day on the Notice Paper:

Provided further that, if any of the motions
contained in this standing order is not moved by
a Minister at the time of the presentation of the
paper or papers, a motion for printing or taking
note of a specific paper may be moved, on
notice, on a subsequent day.
(2) New standing order 100A be inserted after

‘BUSINESS’:
Notice Paper

100A. All business before the House shall be
set down on the Notice Paper in accordance with
the standing or sessional orders and the Notice
Paper shall be published.
(3) Standing order 217C be omitted.

Mr Reith to move:

That the conditions for broadcasters of the live
broadcast and rebroadcast of the proceedings and
excerpts of proceedings of the House of Represen-
tatives and its Main Committee be amended to read
as follows:

1. Access to the proceedings of the House of
Representatives and its Main Committee for
the recording and broadcasting of proceed-
ings is subject to an undertaking to observe,
and to comply with, the following condi-
tions:

(1) Broadcasting and recordings may only be
made from the official and dedicated
composite vision and sound feed provided
by the Sound and Vision Office (channels
1 and 5 on the House Monitoring Sys-
tem);

(2) Broadcasts shall be used only for the
purposes of fair and accurate reports of
proceedings, and shall not be used for:

(a) political party advertising or election
campaigns;

(b) satire or ridicule; or

(c) commercial sponsorship or commercial
advertising;

(3) Reports of proceedings shall be such as
to provide a balanced presentation of
differing views;

(4) Excerpts of proceedings which are subse-
quently withdrawn may be rebroadcast
only if the withdrawal also is rebroadcast;

(5) The instructions of the Speaker of the
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House of Representatives, or the
Speaker’s delegate, in respect of broad-
casting, shall be observed.

2. Non-compliance with the guidelines listed
above may incur penalties. Breaches of the
guidelines and penalties are determined by
the House members of the Joint Committee
on the Broadcasting of Parliamentary Pro-
ceedings. The following is a general guide
to the penalties which may be imposed on
stations or programs:

(a) first breach—access to the broadcast
withdrawn for three sitting days;

(b) second breach—access to the broadcast
service withdrawn for six sitting days;
and

(c) third or subsequent breaches—such penal-
ty as is determined by the House mem-
bers of the Joint Committee on the Broad-
casting of Parliamentary Proceedings.

Mr Reith to move:
That so much of the standing orders be suspend-

ed as would prevent the routine of business for the
sitting on Monday, 6 May 1996, being as follows,
unless otherwise ordered:

1. Notices and orders of the day, government
business.

2. Members’ statements (at approximately 1.45
p.m.).

3. Questions without notice (at 2 p.m.).
4. Presentation of petitions.
5. Grievance debate.
6. Notices and orders of the day, government

business.

Mr Anderson to present a Bill for an Act
to amend the Dairy Produce Act 1986, and
for related purposes.

Mr Sharp to present a Bill for an Act to
repeal the International Shipping (Australian-
resident Seafarers) Grants Act 1995 and to
amend the Ships (Capital Grants) Act 1987,
and for related purposes.

Mr Brown to move:
That the House:
(1) congratulates Romano Prodi, Massimo

D’Alema and all members of the Olive Tree
coalition for their magnificent win in the
Italian general elections;

(2) acknowledges the results as the most signifi-
cant national success of the political Left in
Italy since World War II;

(3) conveys its best wishes for the success of

the Government in pursuing social and
constitutional reform; and

(4) recognises that this historic change repre-
sents a rejection by the Italian electorate of
the sterility of political conservatism and a
pursuit of political stability.

Mr Richard Evans to move:
That this House:
(1) celebrates 1996 marking the 75th anniversa-

ry of Edith Cowan entering the Western
Australian Parliament;

(2) acknowledges that Edith Cowan was the
first woman to enter any Australian parlia-
ment;

(3) congratulates the largest contingent of
women parliamentarians ever to enter the
federal Parliament, formed from the 1996
federal election;

(4) recognises that the majority of these new
parliamentarians enter Parliament on their
own abilities without the need of a quota
system; and

(5) encourages more female Australians to enter
the service of their country by active partici-
pation within the political process.

Mr Brereton to move:
That the Australian Parliament:
(1) declares its support for world efforts to

secure peace in the Middle East through a
settlement of the present conflict between
the Hezbollah and Israel in Southern Leba-
non;

(2) deplores the tragic loss of life and the
endangerment of the innocent civilian
population as a result of this conflict;

(3) is of the view that a settlement must involve
the Governments of Lebanon, Syria and
Israel and be based on the following guaran-
tees:

(a) the territorial integrity of Lebanon and all
countries in the region; and

(b) the absolute right of security for the
citizens of Israel; and

(4) supports the implementation of UN Security
Council Resolution 425 as part of the settle-
ment.

PAPERS
The following papers were deemed to have

been presented on 30 April 1996:
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission
Act—Directions under section 12, 10 April 1996.
Administrative Appeals Tribunal Act—Regu-
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lations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 343, 421.
Aged or Disabled Persons Care Act—Determina-
tions Nos. ADPCA 10F 1/1996, 1995-96/ACC13.
Air Navigation Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules—
1995 Nos. 342, 443, 445, 446.
1996 No. 37.
Australian Bureau of Statistics Act—Proposals for
the collection of information 1996 Nos. 1, 2, 3.
Bankruptcy Act—Rules—Statutory Rules 1995 No.
422.
Banks (Shareholdings) Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules—
1995 Nos. 355, 380, 415, 435.
1996 Nos. 23, 34.
Charter of the United Nations Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 432, 433.
1996 No. 30.
Child Care Act—Guidelines No. CCA/12A/96/1.
Child Support (Assessment) Act—Determination
1996 No. CSD 96/1.
Child Support (Registration and Collection)
Act—Child Support Rulings 1996 Nos. CSR 96/1,
CSR 96/2, CSR 96/3.
Childcare Rebate Act—Determinations Nos.
CR/4/96/1, CR/11/96/1, CR/28/96/1. CR/29/96/1,
CR/33/96/1, CR/50/96/1.
Christmas Island Act—
Casino Control Ordinance—

Appointment of Casino Controller, 15 December
1995.

Casino Surveillance Authority—Delegation of
powers and functions, 5 October 1995.

Provisional operations employee’s licence, 25
January 1996.
Ordinances—
1995 No. 6.
1996 No. 1.
Circuit Layouts Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1995 No. 404.
Civil Aviation Act—Civil Aviation Regulations—
Civil Aviation Orders—Parts—
20—Amendment 17 April 1996.
40—Amendment 29 January 1996.
95—Amendment 18 December 1995.
100—Amendment 18 April 1996.
105—Amendments 1995 15, 28, 29, 30 November,
4(2), 5(6), 12(2), 13(3), 20(4), 21(3), 22(3), 28(2)
December,1996 2(2), 3, 4(2), 9(2), 10, 11, 12(6),
16(3), 18(8), 19(2), 22, 24(5), 25(2) January, 6(3),
7, 9(5), 12, 16(11), 19(2), 21, 23(4), 27 February,

1(4), 6, 7(3), 8(4), 11, 12, 13, 15(2), 19, 21(7), 22,
26, 27, 29(7) March, 3, 4, 9(2), 10, 11(3), 12(7),
18(2), 19 April.
106—Amendments 1995 30 November, 7, 8
December, 1996 19, 24, 30 January, 15(3), 26
March, 9, 11, 12 April.
107—Amendments 1995 28 November, 5, 28(2)
December, 1996 11(2), 24(2) January, 1(3) Februa-
ry, 15(2) March, 4 April.
108—Amendments 2 January 1996.
Exemptions—
Nos. 93/FRS/105/1995, 94/FRS/106/1995,
9 5 / F R S / 1 0 7 / 1 9 9 5 , 9 6 / F R S / 1 0 8 / 1 9 9 5 ,
9 7 / F R S / 1 0 9 / 1 9 9 5 , 9 8 / F R S / 1 1 0 / 1 9 9 5 ,
9 9 / F R S / 1 1 1 / 1 9 9 5 , 1 0 0 / F R S / 1 1 2 / 1 9 9 5 ,
101 /FRS/113 /1996 , 102 /FRS/114 /1996 ,
103 /FRS/115 /1996 , 104 /FRS/116 /1996 ,
105 /FRS/117 /1996 , 106 /FRS/118 /1996 ,
107 /FRS/119 /1996 , 108 /FRS/120 /1996 ,
109 /FRS/121 /1996 , 110 /FRS/122 /1996 ,
111 /FRS/123 /1996 , 112 /FRS/124 /1996 ,
113 /FRS/125 /1996 , 114 /FRS/126 /1996 ,
116 /FRS/128 /1996 , 117 /FRS/129 /1996 ,
118 /FRS/130 /1996 , 119 /FRS/131 /1996 ,
1 2 0 F R S / 1 3 2 / 1 9 9 6 , 1 2 1 / F R S / 1 3 3 / 1 9 9 6 ,
122 /FRS/134 /1996 , 123 /FRS/135 /1996 ,
124 /FRS/136 /1996 , 125 /FRS/137 /1996 ,
126 /FRS/138 /1996 , 127 /FRS/139 /1996 ,
128 /FRS/140 /1996 , 129 /FRS/141 /1996 ,
130/FRS/142/1996, CASA 1/1996, CASA 2/1996,
CASA 3/1996, CASA 4/1996, CASA 5/1996,
CASA 6/1996.
Instruments Nos. CASA 115/95, CASA 129/95,
CASA 134/95.
Civil Aviation (Carriers’ Liability) Act—Regula-
tions—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 366.
Classification (Publications, Films and Computer
Games) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995
No. 401.
Cocos (Keeling) Islands Act—Ordinance—

1995 No. 4.
1996 No. 1.

Copyright Act—
Declarations under section 10A, 22 November 1995
and 11 March 1996.
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 436.
Corporations Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 344, 345, 346, 398.
1996 No. 26.
Crimes Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996
No. 7.
Currency Act—Determinations—
1995 Nos. 6, 7.
1996 No. 1.
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Customs Act—
Instruments of approval 1995 Nos. 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21.
Notice 1996 No. 1.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 352, 403, 412, 423, 424.
1996 Nos. 31, 32, 42, 43, 47, 48, 49, 50.
Customs Act and Excise Act—Instruments of
approval 1995 Nos. 3, 4.
Defence Act—
Defence Force Remuneration Tribunal—Deter-
minations—
1995 Nos. 28, 29, 30 and 32, 31, 34.
1996 Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10 and 11.
Determinations under section 58B—
1995 Nos. 34, 35, 36, 37.
1996 Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12.
Defence Service Homes Act—Instrument 1996 No.
3.
Designs Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules—1995
No. 426.
Disability Discrimination Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules 1996 No. 27.
Domest ic Meat Premises Charge Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 16.
Employment Services Act—Determination under
section 66 1995 No. 2.
Endangered Species Protection Act—Declaration
under section 18, No. 96/ESP 1.
Evidence and Procedure (New Zealand) Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 405.
Excise Act—
Notice 1996 No. 1.
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 351, 425.
Export Control Act—
Export Control (Orders) Regulations—Orders—
1995 No. HW1.
1996 No. 1.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 386, 387, 388.
1996 No. 22.
Export Finance and Insurance Corporation Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 442.
Export Inspection (Establishment Registration
Charges) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996
No. 17.
Extradition Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1995 Nos. 372, 402.
Family Law Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 400, 419.
Rules of Court—Statutory Rules—

1995 No. 371.
1996 No. 28.
Federal Court of Australia Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 417.
Rules of Court—Statutory Rules—
1995 No. 449.
1996 No. 29.
Fisheries Administration Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules 1996 No. 41.
Fisheries Management Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1995 Nos. 359, 360.
Fishing Levy Act and Fisheries Management Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 361, 362,
363, 364, 365, 367, 368, 369, 370, 395.
Foreign Acquisitions and Takeovers Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 416.
Health and Other Services (Compensation) Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 441.
Health Insurance Act—
Declaration QAA No. 1/1996.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 350, 409.
1996 No. 10.
Health Insurance Commission Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 375, 440.
Higher Education Funding Act—Determinations
Nos. T10/95, T11/95, T12/95, T13/95, T14/95,
T15/95, T16/95, T17/95, T18/95, T19/95, T20/95,
T21/95, T1/96, T2/96, T3/96, T4/96, T5/96.
Honey Levy Act (No. 1)—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1995 No. 353.
Honey Levy Act (No. 2)—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1995 No. 354.
Horticultural Levy Act and Horticultural Export
Charge Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995
No. 378.
Horticultural Levy Act, Horticultural Export
Charge Act and Primary Industries Levies and
Charges Collection Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1996 No. 18.
Income Tax Assessment Act—
Determination—Cultural bequests program (Maxi-
mum approval amounts) (No. 1).
Guidelines—Cultural bequests program (No. 1).
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 356, 381, 382, 383, 447.
1996 No. 38.
RHQ Company Determinations 1995 Nos. 3, 4, 5.
Industrial Chemicals (Notification and Assessment)
Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 358.
Industrial Relations Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
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1995 Nos. 376, 434.
1996 No. 33.
Rules—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 1.
Rules of Court—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 39.
Insurance Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996
No. 45.
International Organizations (Privileges and Immuni-
ties) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996 Nos.
24, 35, 40.
Judicial and Statutory Officers (Remuneration and
Allowances) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1996 No. 14.
Judiciary Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995
No. 418.
Lands Acquisition Act—Statements (2) under
section 40.
Life Insurance Act—
Insurance and Superannuation Commissioner—
Rules (9) under section 252.
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 431.
Maintenance Orders (Commonwalth Officers)
Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 347.
Meat and Live-stock Industry Act—
Orders Nos. L14/96, L15/96, MQ66/96, MQ67/96.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 No. 413.
1996 No. 15.
Migration Act—
Notices under section 96—28 November 1995.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 No. 411.
1996 Nos. 12, 13.
Statements under section—
33.
48B (3).
72.
137.
345 (17).
351 (24)
417 (69).
Migration Act and Migration Reform Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 11.
Moomba-Sydney Pipeline System Sale Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 19.
Motor Vehicle Standards Act—Road Vehicle
(National Standards) Determination 1995 No. 2.
National Health Act—
Declarations—
1995 No. PB 17.
1996 Nos. PB 1, PB 2, PB 4, PB 6, PB 7.
Determinations—

1995 Nos. PB 16, PB 18, 24SH 5/95, 1995-
96/ACC10, 1995-96/ACC14.
1996 PB 3, PB 8, PHI 1, PHI 2, PHI 3, PHI 4, PHI
5, PHI 6, 24SH 1/96.
Nursing Homes Financial Arrangements Princi-
ples—Amendment 1995 No. 6.
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 408, 410.
Rules 1996 No. PB 5.
Statement No. NHA 73F 1/95.
National Parks and Wildlife Conservation Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 374.
Native Title Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1995 Nos. 399, 420.
Navigation Act—Marine orders—1995 Nos. 10, 11,
12.
Occupational Health and Safety (Commonwealth
Employment) Act—
Codes of Practice—
Amended, 2.
Approved, 5.
Notice 1995 No. 1.
Ozone Protection Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1995 Nos. 385, 389, 392.
Ozone Protection (Licence Fees-Imports) Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 390.
Ozone Protection (Licence Fees-Manufacture)
Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 391.
Patents Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995
No. 427.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules 1995 No. 377.
Primary Industries Research and Development
Corporations Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1995 No. 414.
Proclamations by His Excellency the Governor-
General fixing the dates on which the following
provisions of the Family Law Reform Act 1995
shall come into operation—
Except sections 1, 2, 52 and 54—11 June 1996.
Section 52—25 January 1996.
Public Service Act—
Determinations—
1995 Nos. 91, 148, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176,
177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 200, 201, LES
36, LES 37.
1996 Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14,
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 23, 24, 50, 51, 52, 100, 101,
102, 103, 104, 202.
President of the Senate Determination—1995 No.
1.
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 Nos. 357, 379.
Quarantine Act—Determination 1996 No. 1.
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Radiocommunications Act—
Class licence—Radiocommunications (Cordless
telecommunications handsets and other radiocom-
munications devices).
Determinations—
Radiocommunications (Charges) No. 2 of 1995—
Amendments Nos. 2, 3.
Radiocommunications (Frequency Assignment Cer-
tificates) 1996 No. 1.
Radiocommunications (Limitation of Authorisation
of Third Party Users) 1995 No. 1.
Frequency band plan—1.9 GHz band plan.
Principles—Radiocommunications (Accreditation-
Frequency assignment and interference impact
certificates) 1996 No. 1.
Standard—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 428.
Radiocommunications Act and Radiocommunica-
t ions (Transmi t te r L icence Tax) Ac t—
Radiocommunications (Definitions) No. 2 of
1993—Amendment No. 4.
Radiocommunications (Receiver Licence Tax)
Act—Determination—Radiocommunications(Re-
ceiver Licence Tax) No. 1 of 1995—Amendments
Nos. 3, 4.
Radiocommunications Taxes Collection Act—
Radiocommunications Taxes Collection (Penalties
on Unpaid Tax)—Determination 1996 No. 1.
Radiocommunications (Transmitter Licence Tax)
Act—Determinations—Radiocommunications
(Transmitter Licence Tax) No. 2 of 1995—
Amendments Nos. 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14.
Remuneration Tribunal Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1996 No. 36.
Remuneration Tribunal—Determinations 1995 Nos.
23, 24, 25, 26.
Sales Tax Assessment Act—Determinations—
1995 No. STD 95/13.
1996 Nos. STD 96/1, STD 96/2, STD 96/3, STD
96/4, STD 96/5.
Student and Youth Assistance Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 393, 394.
1996 No. 21.
Superannuation Act 1976—
Declaration—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 396.
Determinations under sections—
133—No. 3.
240—Nos. 1(2).
241—Nos. 1(2), 4.
248—No. 4.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 348, 349, 406, 407, 437, 438, 439.
1996 Nos. 2, 5, 6, 8.

Superannuation Act 1990—
Declaration—Statutory Rules—
1995 No. 397.
1996 No. 4.
Tenth amending deed to the deed to establish an
occupational superannuation scheme for Common-
wealth employees and certain other persons,
pursuant to section 5, 29 January 1996.
Superannuation (Resolution of Complaints) Act—
Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995 No. 429.
Superannuation Industry (Supervision) Act—
Determination under section 153, 16 April 1996.
Regulations—Statutory Rules—
1995 Nos. 384, 430.
1996 No. 44.
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Sydney Airport Curfew Act—Regulations—
Statutory Rules 1995 No. 444.
Taxation Administration Act—
Determinations—
1995 Nos. TD 95/60, TD 95/61, TD 95/62, TD
95/63.
1996 Nos. TD 96/1, TD 96/2, TD 96/3, TD 96/4,
TD 96/5, TD 96/6, TD 96/7, TD 96/8, TD 96/9, TD
96/10, TD 96/11, TD 96/13, TD 96/14, TD 96/15,
TD 96/16.
Rulings—
1995 Nos. TR 95/32, TR 95/35, TR 95/36.
1996 Nos. TR 96/1, TR 96/1 (addendum), TR
96/2, TR 96/3, TR 96/4, TR 96/5, TR 96/6, TR
96/7, TR 96/8, TR 96/9, TR 96/10, TR 96/11, TR
96/12.
Taxation (Interest on Overpayments and Early
Payments) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules 1995
No. 448.
Telecommunications Act 1991—
Determination of a technical standard—1996 Nos.
TS 002, TS 004, TS 006.
Notices—1996 Nos. TN 1, TN 2, TN 3.

Therapeutic Goods Act—Regulations—Statutory
Rules 1996 Nos. 9, 25.

Trade Marks Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1996 No. 3.

Trade Practices Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1996 No. 20.

University of Canberra Act—Statutes Nos. 27, 28,
29, 30, 31, 32, 33.Veterans’ Entitlements Act—

Instruments—

1995 Nos. 10, 11, 12, 13, 14.

1996 No. 2.

Instruments under section 196B—

1996 Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,
27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39,
40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52,
53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65,
66.

Weapons of Mass Destruction (Prevention of
Proliferation) Act—Regulations—Statutory Rules
1995 No. 373.


