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Who Speaks for Rural People in the Tax Debate? 
 
1. Professor Michael Marmot returned to Australia last week to emphasise the 

strong link between poverty and poor health.  A major UK report has 
identified three priorities in the area: health impact statements for proposed 
new policies; families with young children; and changes to the tax and 
benefits systems to alleviate poverty. 

 
2. The Alliance is preparing a Submission to a House of Representatives Inquiry 

into ‘Infrastructure and the Development of Australia’s Regional Areas’.  The 
first recommendation will be that there needs to be recognition of the link 
between regional development, socio-economic disadvantage, and poor health.  
Improved efforts on the regional development front would improve health 
outcomes.  The reverse is also true – poorer rural areas means poorer health. 

 
3. For the many people interested in the shortage of doctors in rural areas, one of 

last week’s highlights was the visit to the northwest of NSW by Ministers John 
Anderson and Michael Wooldridge, and the Presidents of the AMA, the NFF 
and the RACGP.  As a result, there may be some progress with the doctor 
shortage.  For those who care for the wellbeing of rural people – for their 
health, not simply how they will be looked after when they are sick – rural 
poverty is a major priority.  Those people are interested in opportunities to 
change the tax system that will alleviate poverty in rural and remote areas. 

 
4. The recommendations from the 5th National Rural Health Conference included 

a number about the need to improve infrastructure, services, incomes and 
options as a means of improving the status of rural and remote health. 

 
Meanwhile in Canberra the debate on the proposed tax package continues.   
 
In its present form the tax package is regressive.  The poor will be hit hardest. 
 
Rural and remote people are already poorer than people in city areas.   
 
Rural and remote health is already worse than city health. 
 
Food is already more expensive in rural areas. 
 
And the inclusion of food in the proposed GST is the main reason why the current 
package is regressive. 
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