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KRt We have people from around Australia who will ¢talk to you
but a 1lot of thelr questions have had to be pre-recorded because
of the diffarence in time zones, we’'ll go to some of those first.
While people are calling, 4if I oan start with a queation. The
economlo downturn recorded in the negative growth figuree
releacsed this week. That economic downturn in Australia, does it
make families hurt?

PM: Essentially what {t means {e that Australian familles are
going to now get the certainty of lower interest rates. What
we've had to do Kel waa to stow the econony down somewhat because
we were ducking in too many {imports and I think all your
listenere understand that. Fortunately now we’ve got consumption
and production back into kilter whioh means that with certainty
we oan gsay that once we’'re elected then interest rates will come
down and that means a significant help to Australian famities.

KR Are there wash-ups {in other areas. I mean while thig
machinery will bring down interest rates, will it for example
cauge more bread-winnere in Australian families to be unemployed?

PM No, what we will do....I know the listeners don’'t like
economlcC jargon, 1 don't 1like {t 4if I can avoid 1it, but the
jargon is we’ll get a #s0ft landing and that’s the assessment
genarally of the economic¢s profession. That we’'ve had to slow
things down but we'll continue to have growth and we’'ll continue
to have employment growth. I think we won’t have, we can't
expect to maintain the momentum of employment growth in the
immediate tuture, the same degree of growth. I mean what we've
had in this period we’ve been in office Kel, is just fantastioc.
We’'Ve had employment growth .at twice the rate of the rest of the
world and five times faster the rate of job oreation that existed
undey our predecessors, Now in the immediateo future, the csta of
employment growth will not be as high I think as before. We'll
probably have some fall in the participation rate, that’s the
number of people wanting to work, There's very interesting
statistice Xel, which I've ueed for the campaign and which 1
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think has interested people and I think would Jinterest your
liateners very much, and that is, with the great aeconomic growth
that we’ve had under my Government, more people have decided that
they want te work, so that the participation rate has increased.
It we had the o0ame participation rate now ag when we came to
office, the unemployment rate would be just over one percent.

KR1 Right. A lot of those extra people who’ve decided they want
to work of course are spousee who may not have worked it interest
rates weren't gquite as high as they are though.

PM: Kel, thore are some, I accept that. There are some women {n
Australia who have made the decision to work because 0f economic
circumstancee they feel they need to. But what we've got to
understand is that what we've witnessed {in Australia, as is
happening {n the rest of the world, is that many more women are
making the decision that as well as getting the satiefaotion that
they g¢get, and the great osatisfaction out of being wives anga
mothers and the eoatiefaction of that domestic environment, more
and more women are also making the decision that they wish to be
sae well, membars of the workforce. And so what we’'ve had in this
period eince we’ve been {in office, with this growth of 1,6
million new jobs which {8 unprecedented, the majority of those
have been women, but with many of them wanting to do that as an
act of fulgillment. Now our attitude is this, that for those
women who want t0 get their oomplete fulflillment Kel, froam
roemaining in the home as wifo and mother, that’s a judgement that
we applaud and that we've tried to assist by the massive
inorvases in education payments ¢to see that their <c¢hildren get
better educated, the greater provieion of childcare places, so
that even although they’re not working there are places for them
to put their chilaren if they want to go out and do other thingse
in a non-working enviroument. But for those who do want to go
and woxk, to be part of their fulfillment, we’va brought in
affirmative aotion, and the women’s movement acknowledges this,
we've done more than has ever been done before to open up the
avenues of employment for women and for the future which {is, I
believe, most {mportant. The most fundamental thing that wa’'re
doing is to referm the education system so that there won’t be a
projudice in the education system which has meant historically
that girle ¢tend to be etreamed into a limited range of
opportunities. Under the ochanges in  the education system that
we're making, girle going into the education system arxe going to
have open to them the same range of ooccupations and vocations
that are open Lo boys, and that's the way it should be, both in
terme of equity, Kel, and also in terme of economic good sense.
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) 4. ¥ Yeo, I've got a thirteen year old daughter who’s doing well
in Maths and soience and I appreciate that.

PN: Well that’'g beaut isn't it.

KR ¥es, that'es important. Listen, I muet stop asking
questions, but the temptation to ask just one more is too great.
In order to recogalse the work of the women who do etay at home,
would you and your advisers ever consider counting their work,
their own paid domestic work, which is very preductive but
doesn’t produce cash as part of our GDP, because it could be an
important recognition of what they’'re doing.

PH: I think that that would Dde 4 oeynthetic confection of
recognition, I mean it‘e the sort of thing that might appeal to
some politiclans who've done nothing Ln ooncrete terms. It’e
much more important to do as my Government has done, t90 recognise
the significance of the home and to make the decisions, the
tough, hard decisions which are of value to the woman. And if 1
could say #o, my judgement is that the best single thing that
the Goverament can have done, and which we'll continue te do, s
in the f2ield of education. There L8 nothing more Important to
the woman than that she has the knowledge that her child is going
to have an equal opportunity to have his or her taleants fully
daveloped in the education system, Whon I came to office, Kel,
after seven years of conservative government, I inherited the
obscenity, nothing 1less than that, of a pattern of privilege in
education. After seven years the conservatives had 1lifted the
retention rate 4in the education system by & miserable two
percentage points, from thirty four percent to thirty eix
percent. Now that wsimply meant that they walked out of oftice,
having virtually not lifted the retention rate at all, and
leaving an Australla with one of the worst retention rate figures
{n eduocation in the whole of the world., Only one in three of our
kxide nstayed on in the education saystem which meant, I can tell
you, that predominantly that was the kids of the well-to-do. Now
~the kides of the rich and the well-to-do have every right to etay
on in education, of course they do, but they have no more right
than the kids that come from lower income or middle income homes,
Now what 1‘ve done with my colleagues ias to shift that from one
{in three to ¢two 4in three, 0 I've removed that pattern of
prxivilege in educational opportunity and we've done that
deliberately by more than doubling the secondary education
allowances to low to middle 4income families, trebling Austudy
places. 60 that now we have an Australia where that pattern of
privilege on the education map has been removed, and kids from
all familiews, if they want to and their parents want them to, are
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staying on {n school and we'res providing infinitely more places
in TAP2 and in the university syetem. Now doing those things,
doing those things Xel, is much more important than gome
statistical contection about writing 4in what truly is important
work, nothing I'm saying wants to underwrite in any way or
understate the importance of the work that is done in the home,
it's vital, the nation stops without {t. But to adopt some
etatiatical confection whicoh would be extraordinarily diffioult
10 not doing the things that count for women who are working at
home. What they want is action.

KR1 Okay, let’s go to the ocalls. In fact the firet call is
about education which you’‘ve peen talking about. This wae

tecorded yesterday afternoon. It’s Helen from Jsmestown in South
Australia.

HELEN: I'm a concorned country parent, living two hundred
kllometves north of Adelaide. My major concern is the decline of
country education opportunities. PFive years ago I left secondary
teaching to have a family and in that time the range of subjects
hae declined markably, with now many of our Year 12 subjects only
being offered by correapondence. It’s just now good enough. No
allowance has been made for the obvious emaller numbers in
¢ountry schools and all staffing ise then absolute set for the
cities so that (inaudible) ostaffing itself {8 a real issue too
and people won't come to the country, why should they, whea the
same opportunities don’t exist here. My son’s about to enter
primary school and I truly fear that there may not bo a viable
secondary school here in seven years. I don't want to have to

send my childyen away to Adelaide to school at my cost, but what
alternative can you offer?

KR: country education, your reaotion to that,

PM:t let me make these points, which 1 trust you will wsee as
velavant to your concern. The ¢€iret thing ¢to say is that the
Commonwealth, by definition, doesn’t have direot control over
primary and ' secondary education, that Lis a state matter. What
we’'ve tried to de however, {n recognising the Iimportance of
primary and secondary education (s to develop with the statos
tommon ocurricular standards eo that we can have a situation that
irrespective of the state, and recognising the fact that each
years tens of thousands of people move 4Lnterstate and ace
prejudice by the differing etandards, to try and move to a
situation in this country where we have common standards. Now as
far as the Alfficulty of getting teachers te go to country areas
ia concerned, no goevernment 1is going to be able to ohange thea
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fundamental facts which arive {ndividuals to make a decision ase
to whether they want to live and work In the country or 4in the
oity. I mean that's a fundamental which i{® in & sense beyond
Judgement. But what we can do insofar as esducation is econcerned,
and what we have done, is to make sura that the allowancees that
are paid for people who have to send their kids A4way from their
local area ars fair. We have massively increased the secondary
education allowance, more than doubled {t, 4in the period we've
boen in office, more than doubled it, and trebled the Austudy
placea. 80 that means that where there is a finanoisl burden or
cost in Xkeeping the kids in the education system, then we have
diracted a massive increase in funds towards that, and in this
campaign, as you would know Helen, 1’ve made a decision to bring
in an additional payment which will help parents who are keeping
their kxide on in sechool, and that is a very significant Lnorocase
to meet the cost of the child staying on in school. 8¢ as far as
ve oan, we've done these things, we've kept up assistance in
rogard to isolated parents, isolated children’s allowances, and
the test finally Helen, has got to be in the overall statisetics.
What we have now 4is a revolutionised Australian education
position. Nothing e¢an avold the total condemnation of our
predecesesore, that in seven years they virtually 1ifted the
retention rate not one wit, whereas I have virtually doubled it
in my seven years. And that means we are creating the best
building block for the ¢future of this country by making asure
that there is an equality of educational opportunity. Helen, let
me oonclude Dby saying this, I don't pretend that perhaps more
should bs 1ooKked at for the sort of position you're talking
about, and I give you my wundertaking that 4in this next peried
I°ll see that {n the discussions that my minister for eaducation
has with his or her state counterparts, that this particular

situation {s 1o0ked at to see if there Is more than we can
realistically de,

KR? Yes, because you don't run the systems, the state runs thea
systems, you just fund them.

PM: But we want to get ae much of our Ldeaws in as we can and 2
think the point that Helen makes ims a reasonable one.

KRt  Okay, back to the offpeak open line. This Lo Matilda from
Perth., .

MATILDA: I would 1ixe to ask Mr Hawke in which finaneial way

would= his Government be prepared to support the one income
family? .

Y4




PM1  Well lot me tell you and {t'l)l take a while because there’'s
a lot of things I can ¢o into but 1I°1) do it as quickly as I o¢an.
Let me, first of all, say thies Matilda. Let's go to tax first of
all, and I hoepe {n this last twenty-four hours that every
Australian will have firmly in his and her mind the conocept ot
equity in regard to ordinary families and the well-to-do, the
contrast betweon my position and Andrew Peacook’'s position.
Matilda, just before we went into this election, we negotiated a
wage/tax package with the ACTU and under that tax part of the
package Matilda, I just want you to understand thia, that for the
ordinary average family, you can tske the average weekly earning
tigure or twenty eight thousand dollars, a esingle-incoeme
family,they’ve got twenty-eight thousand dollars. Under the tax
package that I negotiated with Nr KXeating and the ACTVU, that
family at that level will get a tax cut of seven dollara fifty &
week, fseven flfty a week, and I will get thirteen dollars twenty
five. In other words, I'1ll get less than six dollars a week more
than that average family. Mr Peacoock has a tax proposal fer a
two=tier tax esysten. what'es the position there? That average
family, under the Peacoock proposal, would get a cut of §4.73 a
week and he as Prime Minister would get §104.76 a week. In other
words he’'d give himself a $100 a week more as a tax out that he'd
give to your average single income family on §28,000, Now there
I hope in this last twenty=four hours, every Australlan votear
will Dbe saying to himeelf and herself, what sort of an
alternative government and Prime Minister ia thies. For the sort
of family you‘'re talking about Matilda, he'd give himself a
hundred dollars a week more than he’d give for the average family
in tax ocuts. It {s a disgrace, an absolute dlegrace that we
should have that sort of wsituation be put ¢to the Australian
people, Now let me go to the other areas Matilda. Let me go to
thoe question of family allowance and family allowance supplement.
This year Matilda, under family allowance supplement, I‘’m through
my Government, paying to the lower Lncome people in this
community over two bililion dollars in family allowance
supplements. 8o that Matilda we don’'t get caught up in great
national aggregate figures, let me give you an {llustration for a
- eingle income family, you're talking about that, en $320 a week,
and it's got three kids. That single income family on $320 a
week, is getting from my Government, wunder the family allowance
supplement, $§110 & week tax-free, which is equivalent Natilda to
$170 a week wage increase. Now there you have {t. x've talked
about tax, I‘ve talked about the family allowance supplement, let
me go into the area of health. Wwhen I came to office, Matilds,
there-were two million of my fellow Australians, & great number
of those would’'ve been I think from single 4income families and
lover single income families, two million of my tellow
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Australians had no cover. 1If they got a bill from the doector, a
big bill from the dootor or a big bill from the hospital, they
were in strife. I've ended that and po for every one of those
families you’'re talking about now ¢they have no fear of the
doctor’s bill or the hospital bill. They are c¢overed by
Nedicare, for which obviously under the Opposmition is going to be
for the chop, B0 I look at education, I look at health, I look at
tax. Also {n tax, 1let me make this point, not only does Nr
Peacook want to give himeelf & hundred dollars a weaek more in tax
cute than he wants to give for your average family, but he wants
to do something which is outrageocus for the sort of people you're
talking about Matilda. He wants to sorap the capital gains tax,
which will be bringing in billions of dollars in the years ahead,
to be gapent on families like the ones you're talking about, on
their education, on their health, on their roads, on all the
things they need and he'’'s going to take thoss billions of dollars
avay from you, out of the Commonwealth publie revenue and shovel
Lt back Lato the pockets of the wealthiest less than one percent
of the Australian population. 80 whether you Jleok at tax,
educatfion, health, all tha thinge that are important, there's
only one cholce to be made. If you think it'e fair to give the
Prime Minister a hundred dollars a week more in tax cuts thap the
average family, then you vote for Peacock.

KR:1 Just going back to ¢the family aseistance aupplement for a
moment, that will deginitely continue in your next term?

PM: Not only definitely continue, we’ve made the decisions,
they're in place that those allowances are indexed. 8o we've
done what’'s never been done before. We've not just simply made
decisions and allow them the value of those decisions and amounts
to be whittled away by inflation. They are indexed.

KR: Michael from Sydney, good morning.

MICHABL: Good morning to you Prime Minister. Could I ask you a
Quick queation on fairness? Now I applaud what you've done in

-the last many years to {implement your setandards of greater

fairness, rather than talking about them, and especially I
applaud this new policy of stopping dole rorting as you've termed
fit. But we're all struggling and we're all having a hard time
paying taxes and mortgages and se forth., Yet there’s a lot of
social security rorting golng on out thexe, one of the very
unfortunate ones of cgourse being unmarried mothers benefits and
such-4hings. What can we do about making thies falir to everyone
who pays and doesn’t mind paying tor genuine cases (inaudible)
means, )
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Pt NHiochael, let me make thewe points. I must take up, and
vigorously, with you one assumption in your question, that Lt'a
not falir to be paying aliloewances to unmarried mothers. I mean 1
just repudiate that concept., I mean you have the eituation of
unmarried mothers arieing for a range of ressons and I don’'t
think Australian soclety 4is such a compassionless, wmoerally
judging community that it’'s going to say in regard to people in
that situation that the community hasn’'t got some obligation to
help. What we've got to do of couree, Kel and Michael, is to try
and make sure that in regard to our range of social ameecurity
payments, lncluding payments to single parents, that we get them
off the concept of the beneticiary outlook and that’s why we’'re
sabolishing the dole as such, the unemployment benefit, the dole,
is going. Because what we're going to say te people, you have no
right to a benefit as such for being unemployed. What you'’ve got
a right to expect from the community is that the community will
provide a range of training programs to equip you to Dbecome part
of the workforoce and wo the statietics Michael are quite amasing
in regard to sesingle parents. We’'ve draetlically reduced the
numbere and proportion of people who are just getting single
parent benefits, and what's happening 4is that they have been
trained under relevant programs to put them baok §(nto the
workforce, I mean Michael, that’s the sort of thing that you'd
want to weee, that's my concept. We inherited a system whaere
unemployment benefits had exploded because in the last year
before we came to office there was another quarter of a million
people who had been thrown onto the unemployment scrapheap. Now
we've drastically reduved, wenormously =reduced the number of
peoplae on unemployment benefits, not only by oreating & record
number of Jjobs Michael, but by specifically creating a range of
training programe so that what people in this country have got to
understand is under tabor it’'s not a government that's juet going
to give them a benefit as of right, ¥hat they’'re going to get
are payments which are golng increasingly to equip them to become
part of the workforce. That's net only right from ¢the polint ot
view of the community, it’'s also right from the point of view of
the individual Decause they want the dignity of being able to
suppert themeelves,

KR1 Yes, in fact because I do this program 1‘’ve got the figures
in front of me, it’'’s something like eighty-five percent of women
on the supporting mothers benefit are -either deserted or divorced
or separated wives. Ten percent of widows and five pexcent of
the sort of teenage mothers that Michael was getting concerned
aboyt. But for those deserted wives, thay want the opportunity
to retrain and get back into the workforce, which ie what you
were talking about, but they can get caught in poverty sraps
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can’'t they, whereby they in fact get more support for their
family if they don’'t retrain, if they go on & training program
they lose the qualification for that benefit.

PM: But we’ve moved to very substantially eliminate that problem

of poverty traps which has been in faot recognised by the welfare
sactor,

KR1 let’'s go to caroline now, from Byron Bay.

CAROLINE: Xy questions relate to the funding for the
psychiatrically disabdled, and the (fizrst question is, (s it true
Kr Hawke that since the introduction of the Disabilities Act of
1966, nothing has been spent on any epecific project for the
pyechiatrically dieabled. Is it also true that it was never the
intention of Dr Blewett that the mentally {11 should receive
monies from his department and that (inaudible) mental {llness
hae been as a state health matter and not as a Commonwealth
responeibility, And the third question & would ask you Mr Prime
Minieter, is would your Goverament, if re-elected, introduce a
polioy on mental health? You may appreciate that we as parents
and carers esuffer a great loss through mental 4{llness and the
suffering of our loved ones is beyond desoription, You eould
certainly alleviate our problems - by positive action {in
govaernment, especially in the area of research, and I'd be very
happy to write a letter to you if that was okay, and properly
outliine our major concerns for the mentally i1l1.

PM: 7Thank you very much for your question, could I go to the
last part first. Thie s not Just s flip answer, I would
appreclate it very much if you would write to me and if you'd
vrite to me care of Pariiament House, Canberra, and I will
guarantee not only that % will read what you’'ve got ¢o eay but
1’1l see that the relevant minister in my next administration
also takes it into account. You're into an area whare of course
we have the problem which s acknowledged in your nuaber of
questions whioch 1’11 try and bring together, that as in the area
of traneport and education, 60 in the area of health, there are
divided responeibilities between the fedsral)l government and the
statesn. What we've tried to do Carolyn, 4in this area, as in
others, (s where we haven’'t got the direct oconstitutional
responsibility as we have not, this 4{s an area of oetate
responsibility. We've recognised that there are real problems for
people 1like yourself that you talk about, and what my ministers,
and that’'s particularly Neal Blewett, have a major responsibilty.
What he’'s tried to do is, in discussion with the states, to get
some sort of uniform approach. and uniform concept of ¢the
xespongibility that the community has to the range of people that
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you're talking about, and we have been engaged 4ian this {n o
number of ways, not only in the area of actual treatment and
discussions with him on that, but also of ocourse, one of the
important areas Carolyn {s to ¢try and 1100k at the area of
employment opportunities, end there’'s been the concept as you
know in the past, of trying basically, {f not intentionally, at
least that was the result, to ¢try and hide people with
disabilities, whether they were mental disabilities or phyeiosl
disabilities, to try and put them away and almost pretend they
didn’t aexist. Our conoept rather Carolyn has been to have an
approach which as far as possible is going to give people with
aieadbilicies, whether they be phyeical or mental, the greatest
poseible opportunity 0f integrating inte the conventional
workforce, because we think that’s best for the people concerned
and it‘es the best thing that the community should do and wo
that’s the concept that we’'ve used in our discussions with the
states in the areas of say where we don’t heave the primary
cesponsibilicy, But I conclude as 1t began Carolyn, by saying I
would appreciate it if you would write to me and I give you my
poroonal undertaking that not only will 1 read the letter but

£°11 see that it’s considered by those with the diraect
responeibility.

KR: Yes, the policy of deinetitutionalisation, pursued by a 1ot
0f the states, has created a lot of pain for the pecple who are
the immediate family and carers of the mentally {11. They
feol sometimes lost without support.

PX: Yes, and they are entitled to expect upprdprlato support.

KR: QGraham from Brisbane now.

GRAHAM: Whatever your personal views about abortion may bde,
there are many Australians who sincerely believe that abortion e
deliberate xilling of innocent unborn human life. Those who hold
such a view believe that this 4ie immoral and unjust, that they
should be compelled to help pay for such murder through Medicare.
If Labor is re-elected, will you allow an abortion funding
abolition Dbill, wsuch as the one put forward in the 1last

Parliament by Alistair Webeter, to be put to a vote? 1If not, why
not?

PX: Well Oraham, 1let me wsay that you go in your question to
something whioh is obviously a matter of very deep feeling for a
let of people. May I wmay it's not only a matter of depth of
feeling Dby those who oshare your view, but what you must
understand is an equally deep (feeling by others who have an
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opposite point of view, I have naver tried to hide nmy position
and I restate it. It’s probadly why I'm the target of abuse by
some people. I have & clear view Graham, that this ie & question
for the woman to determine. Now in saying that Oraham, I don't
in any sense want to be denigratory of your view, I respect the
depth of the fosling that you and others have on this. I’'ve got
to say with equal honesty to you that it’e my view that it's the
right of the woman to make the judgement. If people want to try
and have a consideration of the piece of legislation I don’t mind
firet speaking for myself. I propose & piece of legislation
being considered. My view in those clroumstances, {8 that it
should be a conscience vote on this wmatter. We'’d better
postphone the vote for & fairly long time though, to give Mr
Blunt the time to make up his mind. Ho doesn’t seem to know
where he L{s on the issue.

KR Mind you, tha community debate over abortion is beyond
politicianes to settle I would assume.

PM: Yes, and that's why I say, Kel, I think it ought to be a
conscience vote, but as I say, we'’d better postphone it for a
oouple of years because Charies Blunt needs a long time to make

up his mind. He’‘s occupied both positions apparently, within the
space of a week.

KR: Let's go to Greg now, from 8South Btirling in Western
Avstralia, near Albany.

GREG) 2'd like to ask the Prime Minister how many children live
in poverty 4ia Australia, and is the number rising or fallling?
And also, of the one billion trees that they are going to plant,
how many have they planted and how are they doing?

PM:1 Let’s go to children firet snd then we'll ¢o to the trees,
and I thank you for your Question and I hope there’'s no cyniciem
involved. 1If there is, the facts will knoock you over. The
number of children in poverty has rapidly diminished. I won't
rely on my judgement about the delivery of my promise that there
be no financial need for a «child to 1live in poverty by 1990.
Rather, let me quote to you the words from three independent
bodies who work in the area and who don’'t parade on the periphery
with prejudioces. What are these worde? Pirstly, of Peter
Bollingworth from the DBrotherhood of St Laurence, he said, in
striot income security terms the Prime Minieter's promise will
have been delivered. Secondly, Julian Disney, who was then the
Chairman of the Australian Council of Social Services, he salid
that it was a truly remarkable achievement , first to have set
and then to have achieved the payments for children in low income
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tamilies. Third, the Australian Institute of Pamily Studies who
said, in these ways the benchmarks set by the Government have
been met, and just look what ¢those benchmarks were and what's
involved. W¥e in discussion with the welfare seoctor, said now how
ere we gQoing to deliver on this promise, what's the best way of
delivering on this promise that there’ll be no financial need for
a child to 1live in poverty, and we agreed with them that we
should set benchmarks as a perventage of the married pension
rate. That was fifteen percent of no penasion rate, for a child
under thirteen and twenty percent for a ohild between thirteen
and fifteen. Translated into money terms, that is §24.18 a week
£or a child under thirteen and $35.25 a week for a ohild between
thirteen and fifteen. Now let me give you what that means in
aggregate texrmes. It means that this year we're paying over two
billion dollare, a year, ¢o ¢hlldren of low-income families to
deliver on that promise, whioh as I eay, all the organisations
sy has been done. It meane, to give you the example that I used
earlier in this program, ¢that for a low-income family with one
income, $§320 a week, with three kide that family is getting $110
& Week tax-f£e0....

(END OF TAPE)
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PM: .......poverty because yeu the disastrous situations of
family break-ups, ohildren away from home, and that’'s why the
state governments, local government and the welfare sector has
xesponded positively to my calling them together as I did, to say
alright now, we've delivered on that part of the promise but what
we’ve now all got to do together is to make sure that we deliver,

sll of us, the services at the points of need and that's what's
baen done.

KR} Trees. Con ! just ask & follow-up question to that? Having
met the financial target, there are then non-financisl or soaial
wage targets t6 be met and the Brotherhood of St Laurence and
ACOSS have put together a package of proposals they call the
Promise the cChildren package. That includes things like, have »
CEPAC, have a children's planning advisory council, it it’'e
impertant enough ¢to do it for the economy it’s important enough
to do it for ehildren, ratifying the UN Convention on the rights
of the chila, it's @& package of things. Have you seen that
package? Have you got a response to it?

PMi Wo've asked them to meet with us. Ne’'ve &already had a
meaeting, noet only with the Brotherhoeod of 8t Laurence but with
the Australian Council of Social Bervice, and we are Lln constant
communicetion, we’ve undertaken that when we're re-elected that
we'll go on with this dialogue, Ne'vae also got to do it with
state govarnments and loocal governments because 80 amuch of the
delivery of relavant aervices sre in the hands of the estate and
local governments ae well. 80 yes, the answer is ve're going to
continue in dialogue, not only with the Brotherhood but with
ACO88 and the other tiere of government, to dee that we
delivered. You aleo know that in the oampaign policy epeech I
alpo committed my incoming government to additional programs to
meot the particular problems of the ocuter-suburban areas and the
smaller towns, because part of the problem Kel, is that a lot of
people in these outer suburban areas oy remote towns don't have
the degree of access to services and kxnowledge about services
that othere do s0 I've committed a fair bit more money to dealing
with the problem i{in that way. Now the trees. One billion treew.
A very, very snide attempt by some people to say that what Hawke
promised was that he was golng to plant one billion trees and we
were all going to @O around and plant the trees.

KRt When they'’'d all been numbered,‘nc they were, yeés.

-—
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PH: Yos, what I said at the time was this, That that billien
would come in two ways. There would be four hundred million, by a
ocommunity planting program, and eix hundred million by direect
seeding and pegeneration, whers we would conduct programs which
are deing done now, to accelerate that aspect of it, and that we
would bring the community  into the four hundred million part of
it, Together there‘'d be a billion (dollars). Now 3 didn’t say
that Bodb Hawke in Canberra would gsupervise this, We sat down
with Greening Australia, the relevant organisation. Greening
Australia has from day one been involved in the concept and in
implementation and Greening Australia, ¢the body which the best
equipped, the most relevant, has expressed a) it's satiefaction
with the concept and b) the way its implementatioen is going, And
may I say, I want to thank the community groups around Australis
who have responded to put such enormous enthueiasm to this
imaginative and relevant concept.

XRt Look 1 know you‘ve got a press conference at ten. Could you
stay with us for a few more ainutes?

PM1 About threa?

KR: Okay, this is S8cott from Newcastle.
8COTT: dood mozning Mr uuwko;

PHs Good morning Boott,

8COTT: Best of luck tomorrow.

P¥M: Thanks mate,

8COTTt I'm a final year degree student at Newcastle University
and I'‘m living on Austudy. My question is, many of my ocolleagues
have the problem where we are working very hard whereas people on
unemployment benefits are receiving probably sometimes twenty-
five, thirty dollars a week moze than wa are. I appreciate that
you've created nore Austudy places etcetera, but with the change
in emphasis towards retraining, es opposeda to unemployment
benefits, do you plan ¢to do Aanything towards making people who
are studying receive at least the eame {ncome as people on
upgmployment benefits? We have the same personal neads, we have
the needs to buy text Dbooks etcetera. The psycholgical
digadvantage is really, really straining on many people.
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PM1 Scott, let me make s point. When we came to office, the gap
the wrong way between unemployment benefite and student
Allowances was craey., 1t was just, in just about every category
of age group, it was worth more for a young person ¢to go on
uneaployment benafite than to study. Now we have changed that
around end further in thia, there’'s another part of our
decisions, earlier ¢this year, whare in regard to another age
category we finally oclosed that gap, Dbecause Lt was untenable
that you should have that sort of area of differential. I mean
it was seimply, 4in Australia, generally speaking, generally,
everywhers in all sorts of categories, it was worth more for a
young person to go on the dole than to go into education. so
what wWwe've done {8 to olose that gap, massively increase
education slliowances. But the other part of it gcott, is that
what we’'re doing {s now we're virtually aboliehing the concept of
unemployment benefit, under my government, ¢the concept of
unenmployment benefit will disappear and the requiremant will be,
if a persen isn’'t in a Job, isn't in the education system and
isn't already in a training echeme, then that person will have to
undergo a training scheme. In their firet nine months there’ll
be a job seareh allowance and that will be striotly suparvieed
to make sure that they are wsearching for a job, and then after
thet they have no right to an unemploymant benefit, they only
have & right to get an amount of money which will sustain them in
one or other of s training scheme,

KR Quick final question and then we'll relesse you and you can
dash off to your press conference. Hugh @&tretton saia on this
program this week, that one of the reasons why home mortgage
interest rates are ss high as they are, one of the principle
reasone is because of the deregulation of the financial and
banking sector. And he srgues that if we want our children to
have the choice of housing we had, st reasonable interest rates,
the banking snd financial weector needs to be selevtively re-
regulated. Do you have any response to that?

PH1 Yes, I do. Hugh is, by philesophical dispoeition, more of a
tegulator than not and I respect HRugh, he’'s DNeen & great
contributer to thinking in this country. I haven’'t always agreed
with all of his thoughts but I «respect Hugh B8treeton as a
stimulator of thinking in others. On this point I don’'t agree
with Hugh. We had a psituation before, where under a regulated
system and with just 4 limited number of banks, what they aia
wa8, you didn’t have to choke off people by raising Lnterest
rates, they'd just stop the supply of money. I guess the test,
of between the two systems, is simply thie, that in the period of
my Government there‘a been of per annum Qents, ten percent per
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annum more houses bullt under my Government than there were under
my predecessoxs wvhere they had a totally regulated system. That
doean’t mean however, that you simply think that you end your
obligation and committment to the community in regard to housing
by simply deregulating the financial seotor. I hope Hugh would
take account of the fact that in the ares of welfare housing,
including just in the 1last year, we made a very significant
decision which inoreased the amount of money from juet over seven
hundred wmillion dollars & year to over eight billion, under the
Commonwealth gtate Housing agreement, which is going to make more
funds available. And thie i{s a result of decision, not leaving
i¢ to the market but here iLs a specific decision by government 1in
consultation with the states to make much more money avallable teo
the states to spend on housing or the relevantly less fortunate
gsection of the community. Of gcourse at the same time, in the
eariier stagea of our Government, we brought in the first hoae
owner scheme which now over the duration of wuy Government has
meant that ¢ome three hundred and forty thousand people and
tamilies have been put into homes ¢that otherwise would net have
done i¢t, 80 I think Hugh'® got to understand that if you're
talking about housing and government policy, that what you do in
regard to the banks and the deregulation of the financial sector
is but one part of a comprehensive approach to housing.

KRt Bob thanks for being with us thias morning.

PKt Thank you very muoh Kel,
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