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TO THE PRODUCTIV ITY COM]\/IISSION . N : :
LOCKED BAG 2 COLLINS STREET EAST MELBOURNE 8003

TOWHOMITMAYCONCERN . * | T 1 ‘9 MAR 2013

S UBMZSSI ON

SUBJECT MAYOR PROJECT DEVELOPMENT ASSES SMENT PROCESSES

’General comments :

A For the first-time I commented on one of your reports in Apnl 2006 It dealt w1th mlgratlon
Impacts and population growth. .

B Having followed federal governments complete dlsregard of your ﬁndmgs over the past seven:
years, I certainly changed my views about such investigations by whatever commissions, experts,
thinktanks or authorities. I trust to have that clearly formulated on the enclosure (A). .

C You have been around for decades and had a colorful history including namechanges and -
purposes from tariffprotection for our industries over an Industry assistance commission to
Productivity Commission to focus on the former and our Economy. But occasionally you made
some allowances for the public as well. >

D Being mildly interested, I am confused. Every analyst, economist and lobbylst has bemoaned
our lack of productivity for years. It must be all the Labor party’s fault. You clearly have noted the
demise of our manufacturing industry (by now employing less than 10% of our. workforce, its
index is under 50 and all on the decline). The reasons are manifold. Instead our leaders and
industry have turned this nation’s economy into a colonial one and nobody again spoke against that
trend. We SHIP-OUT the rawmaterials and others ADD VALUE (exactly as China does now in
Africa). As an excuse the hon. Emerson tells me about a succesful SERVICE industry ? Well
done-indeed. But remember, former ALP Senator Gareth Evans told another commission in the US
on April 29,1991 that “they would turn Australia on its head”.. -

“E A lot could be said also about your four main — Qutput — streams Your quotatlon from an

american economist (one of dozens competing for a hearing), Paul Krugman’s philosophy-is based
on infinite growth. When is anybody noticing how flawed that concept is ? :

‘But this is not the purpose of this study or of my comments.

Special comments :

A Why are you only now given this project ? Is it another pre-election gimmick ? In this context-
has anyone ever performed a survey about the acceptance percentage of your work, by any
government ? Another example is duplication in Canberra. It has been going on and increasing for
decades and nobody calls this inefficient. How can there be excessive, overlapping regulations (red
tape?). DEREGULATION has been embraced by Liberal and Labor since their acceptance of
Globalisation. The taxpayer even pays for deregulation bureaucracies at federal and state levels !

B Large projects like ports, coalloaders, coal mines in agricultural lands, mining in nationalparks
or fracking again on quality farmlands or residential towers in CBDs have been carried out for
years with little concern for residents, because most of them reside in suburbs of our major cities.
In the case of our natural environment this is usually taken up or criticised by approbriate groups.
C Ihave no issues paper, but rely on a local newspaper report which I also enclosed (B).




D Socalled Assessment Panels have been around in the eastern states for years. We do not know
“whether they were succesfull at whatever level or simply caused more loss of confidence into
~matters of planning versus the common good and our elected representatives.

E Asusual DAPs were introduced in WA much later to streamline planning and developmg
aspirations and the inevitable delays, as often as not caused by a hesitant:public. ‘

More so when the same residents noted the evergrowing populauon and the‘public services not
being able to keep up. Housing shortages and subsequent priceincreases become the rule. This
happens despif¢ the fact that australian housing prices are way too high. Houses are a poor .
investment, therefore they are artificially talked up by vested interests. For years we have
observed ever increasing “catch up” attempts at every level of common service obhgatlons
(CSOs). State governments are unwilling to strive for a sustainable future (¢ )

F This is where the developing industry, loaded with a poor reputation came in and causes an
continuing increase of dissatisfaction amongst the local populace, goaded by the state planners.
The idea as perceived by us after one year is simply another case of higher density living required
from the top down. Hence the dislike of DAPs at the suburban level. They inevitably promote even
the interstate investor looking for a handsome profit in a huge block of flats or a residential tower
in suburbia. A common defense argument is that they should and will be desirable near good
public transport centres, busstops, trams or rail, (sorry -- hubs as they are called now!).

G Only local government (councils) planners are sometimes ill at ease or worried about the
complexity, costs, approbriateness, or too large projests in those processes. Those local planners
are however at the bottom of the pile, just above the ratepayers/residents. No human being likes -
sudden, large changes in its environment, but that is how developments are regularly perceived.

- Visitors from the eastern states do not help those negative images either; since they mostly tell

about outsiders riding raughshod about their communities. Occasional public fora are held to pay
lipservice to a socalled “public participation process” . They are only increasing our cynicism
because more often than not “the goalposts were already set” by State government before the
meeting opens. It speaks volumes to read that a Business Council of Australia sees a need to look
into those WA DAPs.

H In essence the above concerns also apply to the contentious subject of council amalgamatlons It
is based on similar nonsensical claims about savings, streamlining, efficiencies and better
representations in larger local councils in the eastern states. Theses claims are not being born out
by every visit to the east or the tales of their hoodwinked residents when visiting WA. ‘

I As can be noted in the enclosed articles we now face the same discontent as happens in Victoria,

- NSW or Queensland. Nobody should be surprised if vox populi sees this merely as another attempt

to further disenfranchise the population by the two majorparties.. The old WA Inc., $ 25 000 for a
ticket to dine on the table of a Premier, the federal parliamentary speaker affair or current NSW
mining scandals are the proof of such claims. Those elected parliamentarians are just bit players in

a gigantic charade.

O.M.
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I quote from your April 2006 report AND NOTE

that the current government takes NO NOTE of

e.g.that report by supporting unhesitatingly an
exploding population.

The Commission’s independence is underpinned by an Act of

Parliament . Its processes and outputs are open to public scrutiny

and are driven by consideration for the well being of the

community as a whole !
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There is an alternative to runaway population

Kelvin Thomson’s 14-point plan for population reform
(Melbourne, 11 November 2009)

Tonight I am releasing for discussion a 14-point plan for
population reform.

The first 11 points go to how we can stabilise Australia’s
population.

1. Stabilise Australia’s population at 26 million by cutting the
net overseas migration program to 70,000 per annum.
2.Cut the skilled migration program to 25,000 per

annum.
3.Hold the family reunion program at 50,000 per
annum.
4.Increase the refugee program from 13,750 to 20, 000I
per annum. f
5. Alter the refugee criteria to include provision for,
genuine climate refugees. ’ *
6. The revised number of annual permanent arrivals?

from these programs would be 95,000—50,000 family}

——-c

Does anyone amongst your departmental
staff remember the following :

1) Geography Prof. G.Taylor from Sydney
University in 1920 about this big country’s
aridity and limitations? 2) Barry Jones’s
enquiry into our “Carrying capacity “,1994 ?

reunion plus 25,000 skilled plus 20,000 refugees. Two

The final three points go to how we can play a role ir ?

more factors need to be considered: the number of helping stabilise global population.

people departing permanently from Australia, and the
number of people arriving permanently from New
Zealand.To reach a net overseas annual migration target
of 70,000, the number of automatic places available for
New Zealanders needs to be restricted to the number
of departures from Australia over and above 25,000.
The Trans Tasman Travel Arrangement would be
renegotiated to achieve this, splitting available places
for New Zealanders equally between skilled migrants
and family reunion, and allowing New Zealanders to
also apply and compete with other applicants under
these normal migration programs.

.Reduce temporary migration to Australia by restrict-
ing sub-class 457 temporary entry visas to medical
and health-related and professional engineering
occupations.

.Require overseas students to return to their country

of origin and complete a two-year cooling off

period before being eligible to apply for permanent
residence.

) 9. Abolish the Baby Bonus.
*10. Restrict Large Family Supplement and Family Tax

Benefit A for third and subsequent children to those
presently receiving them.

;11. Dedicate the savings from abolishing the Baby Bonus

12. Increase Australia’s aid to meet the United Nations targe
of 0.7 per cent of Gross National Income with money
saved by abolishing Fringe Benefits Tax concession
for company cars, and greater use of off-the-shel
purchases in defence equipment purchases.

'13. Use more of Australia’s aid budget for educating glrl
and women, and for better access to family planning

and maternal child health, and advocate in the Unitec .
Nations and 1nternat10nal fora for other countries tc |

do likewise.
14. Put overpopulation on the agenda for the Copenhager
Climate Change talks.

How have I arrived at this plan?

Stabilise the world’s population

I have set out the reasons why I believe the world’s projectec :
population levels are too high and unsustainable—globa
warming, food crisis, water shortages, housing afford
ability, overcrowded cities, transport congestion, fisherie -

collapse, species extinctions, increasing prices, waste, wa
and terrorism—in detail in a speech to Parliament or
17 August.! If we are going to achieve this outcome

and reduced expenditure on Family Payments for third everyone has a role to play.

and subsequent children towards increased investment

Every country has both the right and the duty tc

in domestic skills and training through universities and stabilise its own population at a level compatible with it

TAFES

3) CSIRO’s B.Foran and F.Poldy’s “Future Dilemmas” in 2002‘7 4) the Productivity Commlssmn s
Research report April 2006 ?, “Economic impacts of Migration and Population growth™? and 5) ceda
A greater Australia, March 2012 ? All forgotten and dumped to please the UN, GATS, globalisation
and the covert loss of souvereignty and decisionmaking in the National Interest.

own resources and environment. In equity terms, this is ar

approach for each country to pull its own

weight AND stabilise their OWN numbers

We should not be asked to accept their
FAILURES.




