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Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise—LNP) (4.51 pm): It is my pleasure to rise to speak to the
Health Practitioner Regulation (Administrative Arrangements) National Law Bill. I want to acknowledge the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the honourable member for Caloundra and shadow health minister, for
his very comprehensive presentation and also the contribution of the honourable member for Currumbin
and, of course, of members opposite as well. I note the comments about our health system. Whilst there
have been major problems, all of us acknowledge that the people who work within our health system
certainly work very hard and do their best under increasing pressure.

The LNP will not be supporting this bill, and I want to go into some of the reasons that is so. The
purpose of the bill is to provide the legal framework in Queensland, for introduction and ratification by all
Australian states and territories, to achieve a national registration and accreditation scheme for health
practitioners. This intent is reflected in clause 3 of the bill which also refers to objectives contained in the
Council of Australian Governments—COAG—agreement regarding a national registration and
accreditation scheme. As the explanatory notes state—
At its meeting of 14 July 2006, COAG agreed to establish a national registration scheme for health professionals, beginning with the
nine professional groups registered in all jurisdictions.

Other members have mentioned those particular professional groups of which dentistry is one, and I
of course am a dental surgeon. The explanatory notes go on to state—
COAG further agreed to establish a separate, national accreditation scheme for health education and training, in order to simplify and
improve the consistency of current arrangements.

That was something that all of the professions acknowledged was something they supported. I
became the shadow health minister after the September 2006 election and I remember reading many of
the journals from the various professions which all supported a separate national registration scheme and
a separate national accreditation scheme. But, as is mentioned in the explanatory notes—
Following extensive consultation on these proposals, COAG agreed at its meeting of 13 April 2007 to establish a single—

I highlight ‘single’—
national registration and accreditation scheme. This model includes a number of major changes to the original 2006 proposal,
including the combining of the registration and accreditation functions into the one national scheme, and the creation of an
independent advisory council for the scheme. The intergovernmental agreement for the scheme was signed by COAG on 26 March
2008.

The health minister has mentioned that it was John Howard who was the Prime Minister at the time
that that COAG agreement was reached—that is, 13 April 2007—to establish a single national registration
and accreditation scheme. Even if he was the Prime Minister now, I would still have a problem explaining
to whoever the coalition’s federal health minister would be in terms of supporting the single scheme. That
is the crux of the issue. Whilst the Rudd government has come in and kept going with the process that
started on 13 April 2007, it is that issue of making it a combined registration and accreditation scheme that
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is the problem. That is what the professions have had a problem with since and why they have advised
caution.

Unfortunately, since that decision of 26 March 2008, it has now come to this where we have a
combined registration and accreditation scheme, and that is what all of the professions are up in arms
about because, as I will come to later, accreditation is really not the problem. The registration issues were
the issues that affected us with Dr Patel. It was the Medical Board of Queensland which did not note
something that was affixed to his registration qualifications, and of course that led to him being registered
inappropriately and then used by Queensland Health, which was taking areas and making them deemed
areas of need. That led to the problems that we had. It was nothing to do with accreditation, and that is why
the professions are concerned about setting up a bureaucracy when accreditation is not the problem.

Mrs Stuckey interjected.
Mr LANGBROEK: As the honourable member for Currumbin says, accreditation is done well and is

acknowledged by many people, including Tony Morris QC and other experts. Accreditation—that is, how
we say people are qualified to do their professions—is not the problem. The registration issues are the
things that are the problem, and all of the professions agree that there should be a national registration
scheme.

It is perhaps apt that Queensland is the first state to debate this legislation given our state’s tragic
history with the public health system. The Bundaberg Hospital tragedy revealed an insidious culture and
practice in Queensland where health practitioners were hired by Queensland Health and given lucrative
posts within the public health service without adequate vetting. Since the Dr Patel scandal, there have
been many other instances where doctors have been employed by the state’s public hospitals without
proper checks on their qualifications and experience. I shudder to think how many there were before the
Queensland Public Hospitals Commission of Inquiry. There were a number of interns employed at Cairns
Hospital who were unregistered. They were stood down on full pay for weeks while their qualifications and
registration were checked—checks which should have occurred before Queensland Health offered them
contracts of employment. There have been a number of scandals involving doctors with questionable
qualifications found working the wards of Queensland hospitals. There have even been doctors who have
been deregistered elsewhere who have gone on to have careers in Queensland’s public hospitals. Again,
in the vast majority of these cases the appropriate checks were not carried out, and I will come to the
registration issue again in a moment.

In 2005, about the same time that Jayant Patel was working at Bundaberg Hospital, the Howard
government commissioned a study into the health workforce and asked for recommendations as to how to
improve delivery of health care in Australia. One of the key recommendations of the report Australia’s
health workforce was the establishment of a single national registration and a separate single accreditation
board for health professional education and training, as I have just mentioned and as I quoted from the
explanatory notes. However, as I said, in 2007 COAG agreed to implement the recommendation with a
single national registration and accreditation scheme, and that brings us here today.

The purpose of such a scheme is to consolidate the 80-odd stand-alone health practitioner
registration boards in operation across Australia. The desire is that a single registration board would not
only address the interstate registration discrepancies and issues with doctors practising in a number of
jurisdictions; it would also improve the processes and checks carried out on prospective registrants before
they are employed as health practitioners in Queensland and across Australia. This is a principle that the
LNP fully supports, as I have mentioned—that is, a scheme that will improve on the historically inadequate
registration processes in Queensland. This has been acknowledged by the Labor government in the form
of the health minister bringing in the stand-alone Medical Board which we debated in this place relatively
recently.

What is clear from our consultation with stakeholders is that the scheme proposed by this bill is not
supported by health practitioners. We understand their concerns. We believe that it is ill considered,
bureaucratic and lends itself to political interference. As the honourable member for Caloundra has
mentioned, we cannot support the bill in its current form, but we do support the principle of national
registration. 

During the PA Hospital funding crisis, Tony Morris QC, one of the key figures of the commission of
inquiry into public hospitals, wrote a thought-provoking article in the Courier-Mail. One of the points he
made in that article was that most Queenslanders would be surprised to learn that doctors do not run our
public health system. He made the observation that courts and law officers are run by lawyers, banks by
financiers and economists, mining companies by engineers and geologists, newspapers by journalists and
so on. Mr Morris then went on to say—
Only in our public hospitals are experts in the field subordinated to people whose only relevant training and experience is confined to
the arcane mysteries of pen pushing and number crunching. 
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Whilst I personally would not be so harsh—I acknowledge that not all doctors are experts in the field
of administration—I think the point was well made by Tony Morris QC that he believed that the balance had
shifted too much and that the focus had come to be on administration and bureaucracy as opposed to
patient care. The need to provide doctors in areas of need was the thing that got this government into
trouble and subjected the people of Queensland to the problems that we have seen. 

 As I say, we have a problem with bureaucracy dictating to doctors, nurses and other health
practitioners about how they should be treating patients. This is what the bill proposes to do; that is, have
bureaucrats potentially making judgements about who can practise in various fields of health—the nine
areas that, as I said, have been mentioned by other members. 

Part 3 of the bill establishes the Australian Health Workforce Advisory Council at clause 13. Part 2 of
the bill gives the ministerial council powers to appoint persons to the advisory council at clause 9(1). I note
that, in relation to the ministerial council referred to in part 2 of the bill, the minister stated in his second
reading speech—
... the Ministerial Council will assign accreditation functions to existing bodies—

which means that existing registration bodies will still be able to accredit—
with the requirement that within the first 12 months of the national scheme they meet the standards and criteria set by the Agency. 

The point is that currently the existing bodies do accreditation very well, as acknowledged again by
Tony Morris, who said that provided the colleges operate under a strict statutory framework, as they do,
and that the accreditation process is open and transparent, which it is, no better system could be devised.
This assigning of accreditation functions and saying that the ministerial council will, within the first 12
months, have standards and criteria set by the agency concerns me. 

The Health Quality and Complaints Commission is another body that was set up in this state by the
minister to replace the Health Insurance Commission. I was privileged to be on the select committee to
oversee the Health Quality and Complaints Commission in terms of how it had been set up and how it was
proceeding after its first year. That Health Quality and Complaints Commission also came up with seven
standards for various aspects of the practise of medicine and medical procedure. There is not a problem
with the standards and having standards, but as we went around the state—and there were members
opposite who were with me—it became very clear that the stakeholders who were going to have these
standards applied to them were not aware of the standards, that there was replication of standards, and
that the people who had to implement those standards were sometimes unsure about the process. That
again showed that, even though the intentions are good, having more standards and criteria can
sometimes be confusing for the very people who have to implement them. That is the issue with
accreditation. If there is no problem with accreditation at the moment and there is no problem with people
deciding who are our doctors, our dentists, our nurses, our paediatricians and all the other medical
professionals, then why are we changing the system that we have currently? That is the point that we are
making with this bill. 

Clause 7 also gives the ministerial council the power to give policy directions to the national agency
and the national board. From a preliminary survey of this bill it is quite clear that the framework proposed
by the members opposite will potentially give rise to an unacceptable level of political interference. A
national registration scheme should necessarily be independent and without regard to the politics of the
day. Its sole focus should be ensuring that Australia’s future doctors, nurses and allied health staff have the
proper qualifications, skills and training to be entrusted with the responsibility of looking after the health
and wellbeing of patients.

The poltico-bureaucratic framework proposed by this legislation will not operate in the best interests
of the patients. The LNP believes that among the people who are best qualified to make decisions as to
the registration of health professionals and the accreditation of education and training programs are the
doctors in the operating rooms and their supervisors and the people who have taught them. They are the
nurses who are patrolling the wards and the people who supervise them and who have taught them and
who have accredited them and who ensure that patient care is carried out to best practice. They are the
dentists, the pharmacists, the physiotherapists, the chiropractors, the osteopaths, the psychologists, the
optometrists and the podiatrists who dedicate their lives to helping patients get well. The people who
represent these professionals and their professional associations do not want members of their profession
performing their tasks poorly and, therefore, reflecting on the accreditation that they have given out to their
fellow members. Those are the people who should be consulted when making decisions about the future
of an accreditation scheme and not, as the members opposite would have it, a handful of politicians and
bureaucrats who may be no more qualified to administer patient care than many of us here in the
parliament. 

This belief is well supported by those in the medical industry and professions who agree that this bill
should go back to the drawing board. They do not want it thrown out completely; they just want the
consultation process to continue, obviously, so that it could be refined. Otherwise we are going to be back
here at some stage making amendments to the legislation. 
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Over the past few months I have received correspondence from a number of stakeholders who are
opposed to this scheme, as I note, as it presently stands. In what was an excellent contribution, the
member for Caloundra gave a comprehensive survey of industry and professional sentiment regarding this
bill. The overwhelming conclusion is that this legislation is not supported by those fraternities. The
Australian Nursing and Midwifery Council has expressed concerns that the framework proposed by the
Minister for Health is hurried and ill considered. To borrow a quote from the chief executive, Karen Cook,
and the chairperson, Mary Chiarella—

To design a national system takes time. If insufficient time is allowed for legislative drafting and consultation with stakeholders
on the development of the scheme, we will have let the community down. 
File name: lang2008_11_13_78.fm Page : 4 of 4


	Health Practitioner Regulation (Administrative Arrangements) National Law Bill
	Mr LANGBROEK (Surfers Paradise-LNP) (4.51 pm): It is my pleasure to rise to speak to the Health Practitioner Regulation (Adminis...
	The LNP will not be supporting this bill, and I want to go into some of the reasons that is so. The purpose of the bill is to pr...
	At its meeting of 14 July 2006, COAG agreed to establish a national registration scheme for health professionals, beginning with the nine professional groups registered in all jurisdictions.

	Other members have mentioned those particular professional groups of which dentistry is one, and I of course am a dental surgeon. The explanatory notes go on to state-
	COAG further agreed to establish a separate, national accreditation scheme for health education and training, in order to simplify and improve the consistency of current arrangements.

	That was something that all of the professions acknowledged was something they supported. I became the shadow health minister af...
	Following extensive consultation on these proposals, COAG agreed at its meeting of 13 April 2007 to establish a single-
	national registration and accreditation scheme. This model includes a number of major changes to the original 2006 proposal, inc...

	The health minister has mentioned that it was John Howard who was the Prime Minister at the time that that COAG agreement was re...
	Unfortunately, since that decision of 26 March 2008, it has now come to this where we have a combined registration and accredita...
	Mrs Stuckey interjected.
	Mr LANGBROEK: As the honourable member for Currumbin says, accreditation is done well and is acknowledged by many people, includ...
	It is perhaps apt that Queensland is the first state to debate this legislation given our state’s tragic history with the public...
	In 2005, about the same time that Jayant Patel was working at Bundaberg Hospital, the Howard government commissioned a study int...
	The purpose of such a scheme is to consolidate the 80-odd stand-alone health practitioner registration boards in operation acros...
	What is clear from our consultation with stakeholders is that the scheme proposed by this bill is not supported by health practi...
	During the PA Hospital funding crisis, Tony Morris QC, one of the key figures of the commission of inquiry into public hospitals...
	Only in our public hospitals are experts in the field subordinated to people whose only relevant training and experience is confined to the arcane mysteries of pen pushing and number crunching.

	Whilst I personally would not be so harsh-I acknowledge that not all doctors are experts in the field of administration-I think ...
	As I say, we have a problem with bureaucracy dictating to doctors, nurses and other health practitioners about how they should b...
	Part 3 of the bill establishes the Australian Health Workforce Advisory Council at clause 13. Part 2 of the bill gives the minis...
	... the Ministerial Council will assign accreditation functions to existing bodies-
	with the requirement that within the first 12 months of the national scheme they meet the standards and criteria set by the Agency.

	The point is that currently the existing bodies do accreditation very well, as acknowledged again by Tony Morris, who said that ...
	The Health Quality and Complaints Commission is another body that was set up in this state by the minister to replace the Health...
	Clause 7 also gives the ministerial council the power to give policy directions to the national agency and the national board. F...
	The poltico-bureaucratic framework proposed by this legislation will not operate in the best interests of the patients. The LNP ...
	This belief is well supported by those in the medical industry and professions who agree that this bill should go back to the dr...
	Over the past few months I have received correspondence from a number of stakeholders who are opposed to this scheme, as I note,...
	To design a national system takes time. If insufficient time is allowed for legislative drafting and consultation with stakeholders on the development of the scheme, we will have let the community down.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


