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Rural and remote health – it’s time for leadership 
 
With two weeks to go before the federal election, both major parties need to show real 
leadership on rural and remote health, according to Professor John Wakerman, Chair of 
the National Rural Health Alliance (NRHA). 
 
“There is too much focus on specific electorates rather than national plans and policies. 
With the election almost upon us, rural voters are entitled to expect the Coalition and 
Labor to reveal their overarching approach to the development and sustainability of rural 
and remote communities,” he said. 
 
“People in rural and remote electorates are thirsty for leadership and a vision for 
improved and more equitable access to services in the bush. Voters want their surplus 
invested in improved services, not more tax cuts.  
 
“A country is more than just an economy. Where is the vision and plan for a better 
country?" 
 
Professor Wakerman said many elements are affecting the future of non-metropolitan 
communities and the socio-economic characteristics of rural people. They include 
drought, water shortages, climate change, loss of services, an unprecedented mining 
boom, degraded infrastructure, the prospect of relocation of agricultural production and 
aspects of Indigenous affairs such as the future of outstations.   
 
“The Australian government will need to consider all of these elements in order to 
provide certainty for businesses and communities in the bush,” Professor Wakerman said. 
 
His comments come with the release of today’s Alliance Election Scorecard that shows 
the Coalition - with a mere six points out of a maximum 20 - still lagging badly behind 
other parties.  The Liberal/National parties are the only ones not yet to have committed to 
work with the States and Territories in agreeing to a national health policy and plan.   
 
Such a collaborative approach would put an end to ‘the blame game’ and begin work to 
reform Australia's health system by tackling jointly, within a national framework,  
challenges relating to workforce supply and distribution, hospitals, access and equity. 
 
Professor Wakerman repeated the call for a national rural undergraduate placement 
scheme to help attract students to rural and remote areas as an investment in our future 
rural workforce.  
 
“University Departments of Rural Health are another valuable and successful national 
program and should be extended to all regions,” Professor Wakerman said. 
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The revised scorecard shows the Greens and Democrats heading the tally with 15 out of a 
possible 20 points, Labor on 10 followed by the Coalition on six points. 
 
 
Further information:  
Professor John Wakerman, Chair:  0417 884 182 
Marshall Wilson, Media:   0419 664 155  
   
         www.ruralhealth.org.au  
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Election scorecard 
This scorecard refers to the political parties’ election announcements on rural and 

remote health, and scores them against the top priorities of the NRHA.  
http://nrha.ruralhealth.org.au/election/?IntCatId=24 

 
8 November 2007 

 
Key:   

0 no announcement or does not address the NRHA priority 
1 announcement(s) which partially meet the NRHA priority 
2 announcement(s) which fully meet the NRHA priority  

 
Issue Coalition ALP Democrats Greens 
1. National inquiry re sustainability 

of small rural/remote communities 
0 0 0 2 

2. A national health policy and plan 0 2 
 

2 2 

3. Part of which would be a national 
rural/remote health plan 

0 2 1 0 

4. Health infrastructure for small 
towns 

1 1 
 

1 2 

5. National investment in equal  
Indigenous health 

1 1 2 2 

6. National investment in oral and 
dental health 

1 2 2 2 

7. Rural dental health workforce 
initiatives 

2 0 1 1 

8. Extra scholarships for medicine, 
nursing and allied health 

0 1 2 2 

9. National rural undergraduate 
placement scheme 

0 0 2 0 

10. Mental health services 
 

1 1 2 2 

Running total (out of 20) 6 10 15 15 
  
1. The Greens have committed to such an independent national inquiry. 
2. The ALP intends to establish a National Health and Hospitals Reform Commission to lead 

development of a national health policy.  The Democrats and Greens support this approach. 
3. The ALP and Democrats have committed to a specific rural/remote heath plan within the national 

health policy and plan.  
4. Neither major party has committed extra money for the Rural Medical Infrastructure Fund.  Both 

are announcing financial support for facilities in selected towns.  The Greens and Democrats 
support extra multipurpose community health centres and primary health care services for rural 
and regional areas. 

5. All Parties are committed to augmented funds for Indigenous health, but the plans of the 
Democrats and the Greens are more comprehensive (in terms of national coverage and/or funding 
to be committed).  

6. The Coalition's dental health program under Medicare is less comprehensive than the ALP’s plan 
for a Commonwealth Dental Health Program, with the latter supported by the Greens and 
Democrats. 

7. The Coalition has announced a new dental school for Cairns.  The Democrats have indicated 
specific support for rural/remote dental workforce proposals.  The Greens support increased dental 
student places. 

8. The Greens and Democrats support additional undergraduate scholarships for rural people and 
would reduce the cost of access to higher education.  The ALP would double the number of John 
Flynn Scholarships. 

9. The Democrats have indicated specific support for an integrated rural placement scheme. 
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10. All Parties have recognised concerns about the spatial distribution of expenditures under the new 

Medicare item numbers for mental health.  Special rural programs would be supported by Greens 
and Democrats.  

 
This Election Scorecard reflects the views of the National Rural Health Alliance, but not necessarily the full or particular views 

of all of its Member Bodies.  
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