
 

 

Hawke makes another dummy run 
Former public service heavy Dr Allan Hawke (left) has just started reviewing the 
Freedom of Information Act 1982 and the Australian Information Commissioner 
Act 2010. 

 

Hawke – whose career took of as former PM Paul Keating’s head apparatchik 
two decades ago – has been the go-to man for all sorts of Labor governments’ 
inquiries over recent years. He’s considered a “safe” pair of hands unlikely to 
paddle the pot with any vigour in favour of less government control, more 
transparency for the people. He has done so many inquiries in recent years, it’s 
possibly time there was an inquiry into why Hawke gets so many untendered 
public appointments. 

 

Maybe he could inquire into himself, as there is no evidence that he brings any special 
effectiveness to his roles. In fact, one Hawke inquiry can lead to another Hawke inquiry in double-
quick time. Nice repetitive work, if you can get it. 

 

Perhaps its his recent experience selling dummies on the board of the Canberra Raiders rugby 
league team that has attracted Attorney-General Nicola Roxon to him. 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Allan_Hawke 

 

She said in the announcement media release that about $41 million of taxpayer money was spent 
across the Federal Government in 2011-12 processing FOI requests. “In 2011-12, more than 
22,000 FOI requests were determined at an average cost of $1876 per request1,” the AG said. 

 

CLA says that the “average cost” is a nonsense – it is, or should be, the clearly-articulated 
responsibility and role of the public service to provide all possible publicly collected and generated 
information and digital output to the people who pay both for the information, and for the salaries of 
the people to look after it, and that of Attorneys-General and government reviewers like Hawke. 

 

“The review will consider how the Government’s FOI costs could be reduced, including the 
Information Commissioner’s recent recommendations regarding the current charging regime,” the 
AG’s media release said. 

 

When an appointee with a track record for producing results for Labor governments starts out with 
a brief that basically demands restricting FOI further to save money, the prospects for openness 
and transparency in government look exceedingly slim, CLA says.  

 

Not publicised in the AG’s media release is that Hawke will also review how Prof John McMillan’s 
Office of the Information Commissioner is operating, which means that the administration of 
privacy protections provided by the federal government is also likely to be savaged. 

 

Under FOI legislation, the review is required two years after the majority of the government’s FOI 
changes began in November 2010. 

 

 

                                                 
1
 People working in the Public Service say the time/cost of reviewing which documents can be released 

could be cut by 99% if the documents were classified at the time of lodging them on the file, with the proviso 
that the default position should be release of all documents, if at all possible. It’s the review time which racks 
up the supposed ‘cost’ – CLA believes review time is simply public servants doing their jobs. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Allan_Hawke


 

 

TERMS OF REFERENCE are: 

Review and report on the operation of the Freedom of Information Act 1982 (FOI Act) and the 
Australian Information Commissioner Act 2010 and the extent to which those Acts and related laws 
continue to provide an effective framework for access to government information.  

1 The review should consider: 

a. impact of reforms to FOI laws in 2009 and 2010, including the new structures and 
processes for review of decisions and investigations of complaints under the FOI Act, on 
the effectiveness of the FOI system; 

b. effectiveness of the Office of the Australian Information Commissioner; 

c. effectiveness of the new two-tier system of merits review of decisions to refuse access to 
documents and related matters; 

d. reformulation of the exemptions in the FOI Act including the application of the new public 
interest test taking into account: 

(i)   the requirement to ensure the legitimate protection of sensitive government documents 
including Cabinet documents; and 

(ii)  the necessity for the government to continue to obtain frank and fearless advice from 
agencies and from third parties who deal with government; 

e.  appropriateness of the range of agencies covered, in part or in whole,  by the FOI Act; 

f.  the role of fees and charges on FOI, taking into account the recommendations of the 
Information Commissioner’s review of the current charging regime; and 

g.  desirability of minimising the regulatory and administrative burden, including costs, on 
government agencies. 

2 The review should include consultation with relevant stakeholders.   

3 The report should be provided by 30 April 2013.  
  


