Back To The Future?
The November 2001 federal election

David Clune

Until August 2001 most observers thought that Jdhoward’s
Liberal-National Party Coalition Government was Hewy for defeat
at national elections likely to be held at the @fidhe year. In the event
his government retained office with the largestngnio an incumbent
since the 1966 elections.

The Background

By all the laws of politics, in April 2001 the HowhGovernment was on death row
awaiting execution. Implementation of the GST ahe tnadequacies of the
compensation package had alienated core suppatets as retirees and small
business. Rural and regional Australia seemed to thee grip of a populist reaction
to globalisation and social change unlike anythsggen since the Depression.
Pauline Hanson’s One Nation Party had succesghpiyed into this and channelled
many traditional supporters away from the Coalitibhe ‘battlers’ in key mortgage

belt seats, struggling to make ends meet and coedewith the state of essential
services such as health and education, seemed teathsert Howard in droves.
The ‘elites’, who had never accepted Howard’s legity in office and were

unforgiving of his social conservatism, maintaingd unremitting campaign of
strident attacks. Key economic indicators lookemsdkening: the dollar fell below
50 cents to the American dollar for the first timd|H Insurance collapsed

spectacularly.

To add to the Government's problems, it had a largmber of marginal seats
that it held very narrowly. A uniform swing of Og@er cent would see it swept
from office. The State electoral trend was runmstipngly to Labor as shown by
the defeat of the Court Government in Western Alistron 10 February and
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the ALP’s landslide re-election in Queensland a kvéster. Then came the
Government’s loss of the safe seat of Ryan in albgtion on 17 March occasioned
by resignation of former Defence Minister John Mmohlthough doubts remained
about the Opposition’s credibility and lack of podis, the majority of voters
seemed so disillusioned with the Government thay ttvould vote for anyone
to oust it.

In May, an internal memo from Liberal President i@h&tone to Howard was
leaked. It accused the Government of being ‘outbath’ with its supporters and
public opinion, ‘reactive rather than proactivdar’ behind public sentiment’ and
‘too tricky’ on some issues. Deputy Liberal Leadrater Costello was said to be
‘the main offender.” The source of the leak wasleac However, speculation that
it came from the Prime Minister’s office did notlpeelations between Howard and
his Deputy and created a damaging impression efriat disunity:

Faced with what seemed an impossible task, Howaudhit back. He spent every
spare moment working the marginals. The Governrbeoame tighter and more
focussed. There was no more loose politics. A cagnp® win back the support of

disaffected groups commenced in earnest. Changes made to ease the burden
on small business of the unpopular GST BusineswifjcStatement. A proposal to

tax trusts as companies that was deeply unpopuidr farmers was scrapped.
Indexation of excise on petrol was abandoned ipaese to much anger about
rising fuel prices. Beer drinkers also received sdax relief. First home buyers
were given an increased subsidy. The May 2001 Budge a big spending one. In
particular, it delivered a number of significantncessions to older Australians,
including tax breaks to self-funded retirees an&$30 one-off payment for

pensioners. In June, social security debts owenhdme than 500,000 families due
to over payment were waived.

That all this was starting to pay off was shown wilkee Liberal Party narrowly
retained the outer-Melbourne seat of Aston at aelbgtion on 14 July
notwithstanding a swing of 3.6 per cent againstThe Coalition was given a
significant morale boost by this check to what hegbmed like an endless
downward spiral in its fortunes.

The ALP was having some problems of its own. Thdh in July of one of its key
policies — Knowledge Nation — was less than sudoésMany commentators

attacked the package as incomprehensible verbidgeard responded by asking
Opposition Leader Kim Beazley to ‘spare us the bp#tgand-meatball flow charts,
tell us what you’re going to do and how you're gpto pay for it.?

! Australian 5.5.01.
2 Australian 4.7.01;SMH, 4.7.01.
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Howard also hinted at making income tax relief katton issue to counter Labor’'s
plans for a GST rollback, for so long its policynte-piece. Opposition front
bencher Bob McMullan responded by saying that édief; including rollback, was

a secondary issue compared to dealing with thei&iin health and education. This
allowed Howard to accuse the ALP of failing to havelear policy direction.

The news on the economy was better. The increagesidy for first home buyers

was a runaway success and was lifting the buildndgistry out of its post GST

slump. Interest rates were at a record low. Ecoa@rowth appeared to be picking
up again. The low dollar was flowing through intmproved rural commodity

prices.

By the beginning of August, it seemed that the Gawvent had reversed the
decline in its fortunes and had rebuilt much oklisctoral base. However, the polls
showed that it was still not in a winning positiohhen, on 27 August the
Norwegian freightelTampasailed over the horizon, destined to become tist be
known ship in Australian history sindeéndeavour On board were 434 mostly
Afghani boat people, rescued when their vessel eants way from Indonesia. The
Government decided to get tough and refused tavallampato enter Australian
waters. When the Captain ignored this and triethitm at Christmas Island, the
Defence Force took control of the vessel. The emsimpasse was resolved when
Nauru agreed to accept most of the asylum seelandipg assessment of their
claims for refugee status by the United Nationsfukher group went to New
Zealand. After initially taking a bipartisan appcba Labor combined with the
Australian Democrats in the Senate on 29 Augudeteat emergency legislation to
confirm the Government's powers to remoVampa from Australian waters.
Subsequently, the Opposition changed its positi@ireand supported a package of
seven bills to validate the Government’s actiord iagrease its powers in regard to
asylum seekers which was passed on 26 SeptembehiByme it was clear that
the Government’'s stand had overwhelming supporth@é community. An A.C.
Nielsen poll published on 4 September showed 77 qeert agreed with the
Government’s decision to refuse to allfampato enter Australian watefs.

On 11 September came the attacks on the World TCadre and the Pentagon
followed by the war on terrorism. The resultingvdite of widespread uncertainty
combined with the immigration issue to give Howadd the Government a
massive boost in the polls as the tables below show

3 SMH, 15.8.01.
4 SMH, 4.9.01
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Table 1
A.C. Nielsen: Two-Party Preferred Vote
February—September 2001
Survey Coalition ALP
% %
February 44 56
March 41 59
April 40 60
May (4-6) 44 56
May (25-27) 43 57
August (10-12) 47 53
September (21-23) 57 43
Source: SMH, 13.3.01; 10.4.01; 29.5.01; 14.8.01; 25.9.01.
Table 2
Newspoll: Primary Vote
January—September 2001
Survey Coalition ALP One Nation | Democrats Greens
% % % % %
19-21 January 44 42 2 4 3
23-25 February 37 43 7 3 5
23-25 March 37 46 5 5 3
20-22 April 38 42 3 9 4
25-27 May 41 40 6 6 3
29 June-1 July 39 45 4 6 3
27-29 July 43 39 4 8 3
10-12 August 40 42 3 7 4
24-26 August 40 40 5 6 5
31 August-2 September 45 39 4 6 3
7-9 September 44 40 4 5 3
21-23 September 50 35 3 5 3

Source: <www.newspoll.com.au>
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Table 3
Newspoll: Better Prime Minister
January—September 2001

John Howard Kim Beazley Uncommitted

% % %
19-21 January 2001 44 30 26
23-25 February 2001 38 36 26
23-25 March 2001 35 41 24
20-22 April 2001 40 38 22
25-27 May 2001 39 39 22
29 June-1 July 2001 39 36 25
27-29 July 2001 42 35 23
10-12 August 41 36 23
24-26 August 2001 42 32 26
31 August-2 September 2001 47 32 21
7-9 September 2001 48 30 22
21-23 September 2001 57 25 18

Source: <www.newspoll.com.au>

The Campaign

The last possible date for a House of Represeetatlection was 12 January 2002.
On Friday 5 October, Howard announced that thereldvbe an election for the
House and a periodical election for half the Sewatd0 November. The first two
weeks of the campaign were dominated by the watemorism and boat people.
The bombing of Afghanistan began the day afterdlleetion was called. Howard
subsequently announced Australia was committingtanyl forces and made the
most of every opportunity to be seen with the tsdfhere was a series of anthrax
scares in the United States. Boatloads of illegmhigrants continued to arrive and,
in one case, according to the Government, childseme deliberately thrown
overboard to prevent the boat being forced out wétfalian waters. At the end of
the second week of campaigning the Prime Ministiended the APEC summit in
Shanghai and was photographed rubbing shouldehsW&. President George W.
Bush and other world leaders.

Howard made the most of all this, playing the stai@n and constantly talking of
the need for strong leadership in a time of cridis.emphasised his firm stand on
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maintaining ‘the integrity of our border protectiosystem? Liberal Party
advertising stressed Howard’s ability to take todghisions.

In a desperate bid to make up ground and shiftcdmpaign focus to domestic
issues, Beazley began a blitz of policy announcésnéte said that Labor would be
focussing on ‘the issues that we think are impdrtarthe Australian people . . .
jobs . .. health . . . education . . . the pressur families® The Opposition Leader
backed the Government on the war on terrorism hacommitment of Australian
forces. The ALP was also forced into a bipartisgpraach on boat people.
However, there was some attempt at policy diffeagioh, with a plan for a coast
guard for border protection and Labor’s claim tlitatvould be better able to
negotiate an agreement with Indonesia to prevestfldw of illegal immigrants.
Beazley faced a no-win situation over the immignatissue. His only options were
either to take a stand that was obviously out ep stith what the majority of the
electorate wanted or to be seen as weakly followhegGovernment’s lead.

The ALP decided to ‘go negative’ at this early stagf ran an advertisement
highlighting Howard’s failure to commit himself serving a full term and claiming

that a vote for Howard was, in fact, a vote for €lls. While Labor may have

gained some advantage from the fact that Costedl® lvss popular than Howard,
the down side was that such advertising also lgpted the issue of leadership
which was one of the Government’s key campaign agess

More positive for Beazley was the only televisedate between the leaders on
Sunday 14 October from which he was generally askenged to have emerged

the clear winner. As well as lifting Labor moraBeazley’s stature was boosted and
he began to look like a serious contender.

However, a problem emerged for Labor in the wee&rahe debate when it was
revealed that the Budget surplus had shrunk to $8illon, thanks largely to the
Government’s spending spree earlier in the yeabuy its way out of political
trouble. This greatly reduced the scope for the d3jijpn’s much vaunted GST
rollback. As well, Labor’s attempt to recover grdun the campaign by unveiling a
plethora of attractive policies was now constraiifetiwas to remain economically
credible.

Beazley released the details of the rollback pagkagFriday 19 October. The GST
would be lifted on nappies, sanitary products, demks and funerals. More

significantly, energy bills would be GST exempt.virtwd quickly pointed out that

Labor’s package, in fact, kept $29 out of every $8ed by the GST. He quipped
that ‘they’ve laboured mightily and produced a neusf a rollover. More

5 Australian Broadcasting Corporation, Four CornEesir and Polling Timeline: Four Corner’s
Timeline of the 2001 Federal Electionwww.abc.net.au/4 corners>, 6.10.01.

5 Ibid, 5.10.01.
7 Ibid, 19.10.01.
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positively for Labor, the rollback launch focussatention on the unpopularity of

the GST’'s implementation and the inadequacies ef dbmpensation package,
particularly for groups like retirees. The energhate was also attractive electoral
bait.

The third week of campaigning brought a decidechghaThe war smoke began to
clear and Labor’s emphasis on issues like headticaion and aged care began to
resonate with the voters. The Government was igelaof being seen as having no
domestic agenda and trying to bluff its way intéhad term on the back of the
immigration issue and the international situati@pinion polls indicated the gap
was narrowing. An A C Nielsen poll released on 23dDer showed that since the
first week of the campaign the Coalition’s two-yapteferred vote had fallen four
points to 51 per cent. A Newspoll taken over 19#tober had the Government on
52 per cent of the two-party preferred vote companes5.5 per cent a week earlier.
More suspect was a Morgan poll actually showingdradhead with 51.5 per cent
on a two-party preferred bagiff. this decline in its vote was a continuing trettte
Government was in trouble. The election began papmore of a contest.

The announcement by the Australian Democrats tbamtrary to their usual

practice of issuing a split ticket, they were diieg preferences to the Opposition in
key marginal seats in return for Senate preferemaes another boost for Labor.
The Coalition also received some Demaocrat prefa®mut only in relatively safe

seats where they would make little difference.

On 23 October the asylum seeker issue once adaimléd into the campaign to the
Opposition’s disadvantage. Commenting on the deétiore than 350 on a boat
that sank making its way from Indonesia, Beazleig $arevealed ‘a failure of
policy.”® Howard immediately seized on this to accuse thpdSition Leader of
seeking to make political capital from the tragetlyis incident put into stark relief
the problem with Labor’s position on asylum seekeegillating opportunistically
between bipartisanship and point scoring.

The next week marked a new phase in the Coalit@mpaign. Howard the
statesman was replaced by Howard the dogged digk¢er. The Government’'s
emphasis switched to the home front with the anoement of a raft of policy
initiatives, beginning with Howard’'s policy launabn Sunday 28 October in
Sydney’s CBD. The centre-piece was a tax rebatenfithers of newborn children
who leave the workforce that would deliver up tQ58® a year with a guaranteed
minimum of $500. There was also an aged care packagth $416 million over
four years. More funds were promised for the figbainst illicit drugs. A law and
order element was introduced with a call for a gme€ommonwealth involvement
in law enforcement. Howard stressed his leaderghgdities and credentials as a

8 SMH, 23.10.01Australian 23.10.018Bulletin, 30.10.01.
% SMH, 24.10.01.
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good economic manager. He also reiterated hismatation to control who came
into Australia and how. While hardly an inspiringesker, Howard punched his
message home determinedly.

Telstra also became a major issue in the fourthkvedethe campaign when, in

the Coalition’s first major stumble, Costello relesha timetable for its complete
sell-off. The re-emergence of the possibility dkesaf a further stake in Telstra was
dangerous for the Coalition for it could potentiadllienate rural voters that the
Government had spent so much time getting backidm Bloward tried to defuse

the issue by stressing that there would be nowgdkss telecommunications in the
bush were greatly improved. Fortunately for the &oment, Beazley was put on
the defensive when it was revealed that he hadcjsated in discussions on the
sale of Telstra as a Minister in the Keating Gowant in 1995.

Beazley’s launched his policy at Hurstville in stian Sydney on Wednesday 31
October. The main theme was ‘Knowledge Nation’. B&apromised more money
for schools, including $176 million for more spdish teachers in behaviour
management and literacy and numeracy. Universitiegld receive a $1 billion
improvement package. Research funding would be tbdosThere would be a
program to create 35,000 high skill apprenticeshige Opposition Leader also
emphasised his commitment to a fairer health ard @gre system. He reiterated
the Opposition’s support for the war on terroriamd &order protection. Sensitive to
the Government's attacks on his economic credentBéazley stressed that his
program was properly costed and affordable. He mednto keep the Budget in
surplus and not to introduce any new taxes.

In terms of style and presentation, Beazley propalmn the launches as he had
won the debate. Education was also an issue oft gr@acern to the voters.

However, the ‘Knowledge Nation’ package was com@es detailed, lacking one

stand out item with electoral bite.

Just after the launch, Labor’'s campaign was ageimildd by intrusion of the

international situation. A claim by a Taliban spskean that a jihad had been
declared against Australia received massive pupliéit the same time, Beazley
was forced to discipline the ALP candidate for Gilenwho had publicly stated that
the United States had brought theSEptember terrorist attacks on itself.

As the blackout on electronic advertising on thedwésday before polling day
approached, the Government unleashed an advertiBimgin the first three weeks
of the campaign, by contrast, Labor had greatlspent the Liberals. Coalition
advertisements stressed the need for a strongrlékelédoward in uncertain times
and pointed to his tough stand on border protecBaazley’s economic credibility
and alleged policy vacillation were attackéd.

19Age 30.10.01SMH, 31.10.01.
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Going into the final week, Howard maintained thealmn’s momentum by
releasing a package of superannuation concessioridomday 4 November. By
contrast, Labor appeared to have stalled after myakip ground early in the
campaign. An A.C. Nielsen poll published on elettitay showed the Coalition on
52 per cent of the two-party preferred vote. A Newllstaken over 7/8 November
had the Government on 53 per cent. It also shogueb cent preferred Howard as
Prime Minister with only 34 per cent opting for Bésy. According to a Newspoll
survey taken over 4/5 November, 51 per cent baliedeward was best able to
handle the economy compared to 30 per cent for [Bgain terms of who was
more capable of handling Australia’s national si#guHoward was ranked 20 per
cent ahead of Beazléy.

The last part of the campaign was marked by a somjuflurry of charge and

counter charge. The Government claimed interessramd petrol prices would rise
under Labor. It also attacked Beazley over the obstis policies and said Labor
could not be trusted to hold the line on bordetgution. The Opposition ran hard
on the GST, asserting that it would be increasetleattended to cover all types of
food if the Coalition was re-elected.

On the eve of the poll, doubts were raised abatatituracy of the Government’s
claim early in the campaign that asylum seekersdadiberately thrown their child-

ren overboard. The Government’s credibility todkadtering. Howard countered by
releasing a report from the Navy that a newly-icépted boat carrying illegal

immigrants had been deliberately set on fire. Gittendynamics of the campaign,
the renewed prominence of the boat people isstigeifinal days probably worked
in the Coalition’s favour.

On the whole, both sides ran competent campaigat wlere largely mistake

free and stayed ‘on message’. Both leaders showed professionalism as
campaigners. Beazley hammered away at his heattteducation theme, making
up ground and preventing what looked like a lamdsliefeat at the start of the
campaign. Howard’s switch to the domestic front &ofinal blitz in the last two

weeks after exploiting the international situatitor all it was worth was an

effective strategy.

The Results

The Government was comfortably returned with 50085 cent of the two-party
preferred vote, a swing towards it of 1.95 per ¢éffthe Liberal primary vote for
the House of Representatives was 37.08 per cenB.1® per cent, while the
National Party’s vote rose 0.32 per cent to 5.64 qant (the Northern Territory

11SMH, 10.11.01Australian 7.11.01, 10.11.01.

12 Results are from Australian Electoral CommissBlectoral Newsfile Nos. 103 and 104, January
2002.
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Country Liberal Party polled 0.32 per cent). ThePAd primary vote fell 2.26 per
cent to 37.84 per cent, the worst result since 193fe Democrat vote was
relatively stable, 5.41 per cent compared to 5.43qgent at the last election. The
Greens had a substantial swing towards them, Wwihvbte jumping 2.34 per cent
to 4.96 per cent. It seems likely that most of thizease came from former ALP
voters disaffected with the Party’s support for @@vernment’'s border protection
policy. Much of this came back to Labor as prefeesn A strong flow of Green and
Democrat preferences ensured that Labor's low pyimepte became a more
respectable 49.05 per cent on a two-party prefebais. The vote for Pauline
Hanson’s One Nation Party collapsed, down 4.09cpet to 4.34 per cent. Many
commentators argued that these voters were lure# ba the Coalition by
Howard’s tough line on immigration. Another factoay have been that improved
farm incomes resulting from a lower dollar had ghated some of the hostility to
the Government.

Table 4
House of Representatives:
percentage of first preference votes 2001 Federal E  lection

NSwW VIC QLD WA SA TAS ACT NT AUS
ALP 36.45 41.65 34.70 37.14 33.74 47.17 46.98 42.90 37.84
LP 33.58 39.07 36.46 41.39 45.90 37.10 32.39 37.08
NP 9.22 3.08 9.14 1.02 5.61
CLP 40.54 0.32
DEM 4.24 6.25 4.31 4.66 10.54 4.48 8.03 5.26 541
GRN 4.75 5.90 3.49 3.64 7.81 7.07 4.02 4.39
GWA 5.99 0.57
HAN 4.77 1.28 7.07 6.27 4.75 2.87 2.75 3.82 4.34
OTHER 6.98 2.77 4.84 3.53 0.97 0.57 0.68 3.45 4.45

Tasmania was the only State with a two-party preteswing to Labor, 0.41 per
cent. New South Wales recorded the largest pro-ovent swing, 3.20 per cent.
All other States also moved towards the Coalitiom fmore modestly. The two-
party preferred swing was 1.81 per cent in Queedsla.39 per cent in Victoria,
1.08 per cent in Western Australia and 0.97 pet iceSouth Australia.

In terms of seats, the only Labor gain was BallamaVictoria where the sitting
Liberal was retiring. From Labor, the Liberals wdRyan and Dickson in
Queensland and Canning in Western Australia. In '$ewth Wales, the Liberal
Party won Dobell and Paterson (an ALP seat madéomally Liberal by
redistribution). Parramatta and Macarthur, whichrev@otionally Labor after
redistribution, were held by the Liberals. The Natls lost Farrer, where former
Party Leader Tim Fischer was retiring, to the Léddtarty. They also lost two seats
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to high profile Independents. New England was wgnTbny Windsor, MP for
Tamworth in the New South Wales Legislative Assgmbhd National renegade
Bob Katter easily held his Queensland seat of Képn&llowing for the effects of
redistribution and excluding the Ryan by-electithe Liberal Party increased its
strength from 64 to 69 seats, the Nationals dedl®¢o 13, Labor's numbers fell
from 69 to 65, and 2 more Independents joined Peteiren, who easily retained
Calare in rural New South Wales. The Governmens thas a majority of 14 or,
more realistically, 16 if Katter and Windsor, whaeaboth conservative
Independents, are included.

Looking at overall trends, election analyst Ant@neen commented:

the swing to the Government was larger in capit&sthan in rural and

regional Australia. This suggests the asylum seeked defence issues
did not completely overcome the earlier unrestrgjahe Government in

rural seats. The comfortable victories recordedPeger Andren, Tony

Windsor and Bob Katter back this view. The big gysitended to occur in

safe Labor seats that did not fall, especiallyydr&y’'s West?

A reflection of the fact that swings to the Goveamnwere relatively modest in the
marginals is that a uniform swing of just undere2 pent would see it lose office.

The strong anti-Labor trend in New South Wales thasobject of much comment.
Many safe ALP seats in Sydney’s West, the lllawamd the Hunter showed two-
party preferred swings to the Government in theyeaof 4 per cent to 7 per cent.
The Liberal Party recorded two-party preferred sodé more than 55 per cent in
mortgage belt seats such as Lindsay and Macarthwuter Western Sydney,
Hughes in Sydney’s South and Robertson on the &ledtast.

One explanation put forward was that many Sydnegrecad large mortgages and
were thus more susceptible to Government claims itltarest rates would rise

under Labor. More generally, it was argued that affeience of Sydney and its

outskirts meant that:

some Labor policies, such as their GST rollbackcpes and the plan to
cut funding for wealthier private schools, wereelikto be less popular in
Sydney than other parts of the country . . . highan average incomes
means Sydneysiders got a better deal from John tdtsvirade-off tax
cuts when the GST was introduced™ . .

New South Wales Premier Bob Carr commented:

| think Federal Labor has got to look at the impafcits policy stances in
New South Wales. | think this is a State that'sogefd economic
buoyancy as a result of the influx of investmeniniiormation technology,

B¥BSMH, 12.11.01.
¥SMH, 17.11.01.
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biotechnology, the finance sector. And some of Fadeabor’'s policy
stances did not take account of the economic sadoehis Staté®

It is also possible that the boat people issuem@® potent in New South Wales as
it absorbs the great majority of newly arrived ramgs. Former New South Wales
Labor Minister Rodney Cavalier observed that fonynaditional ALP supporters
‘the migrant experiment of the past 10 or 20 ydas not worked.” These voters
resented ‘the presence of new arrivals in theirsinig and any political party seen
to support more arrivals®

Table 5
Senate: percentage of first preference votes 2001 F  ederal Election

NSW VIC QLD WA SA TAS ACT NT AUS
LP 34.90 | 40.13 | 4555 | 38.79 | 34.30 15.69
NP 9.16 2.35 1.92
LNP 41.76 | 39.61 23.88
CLP 43.71 0.35
ALP 3350 | 36.79 | 31.73 | 3415 | 33.24 | 36.84 | 42.02 | 39.22 | 34.33
DEM 6.21 7.82 6.69 5.86 | 12.62 462 | 10.74 7.30 7.25
GRN 4.36 5.99 3.31 345 | 13.79 7.22 4.27 4.38
GWA 5.86 0.56
HAN 5.58 245 | 10.02 7.03 4.56 3.29 2.18 4.68 5.54
OTHER | 859 7.33 4.19 4.62 0.59 2.66 3.54 0.81 6.11

The election resulted in little variation in then@&e. Major party representation was
unchanged with the Coalition returning 20 Senatord Labor 14. The ALP vote
fell 2.97 per cent to 34.33 per cent, while the I@ioa polled 41.84 per cent
compared to 37.70 per cent in 1998. The Democoatsdne of their five Senators
up for re-election, with Vicki Bourne being defeditey the Greens’ Kerry Nettle in
New South Wales. In spite of some pre-election sla¢ion that he was in trouble,
the other Greens Senator, Bob Brown, was returogdartably in Tasmania. As in
the House of Representatives, the Green vote wasilgtantially, from 2.72 per
cent to 4.94 per cent. The Democrat vote fell Jp2d cent to 7.25 per cent. The
preference deal with the ALP helped the Democratssbme argued that this was
at a cost to the Party’s ‘Keeping the bastards stommage. One Nation founder
Pauline Hanson's attempt to enter the Senate faileel Party’s national vote
dropping from 8.99 per cent to 5.54 per cent. WHiennew Senators take their
place in July, the numbers in the Senate will bealffion 35, ALP 28, Democrats
8, Greens 2, One Nation 1, Independents 2 (Tasmarigian Harradine and
Shayne Murphy).

15 ABC, PM, <http://www.abc.net.au/pm > 2.11.01.
8 SMH 17.11.01.
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Conclusion

There would seem to have been three main factonindtbethe Government’'s
victory. For whatever reasons, the boat peoplecisgas extraordinarily emotive.
The Government’s firm stand struck a responsivercheith many voters and
boosted Howard’'s image as a strong leader. Thee thentraumatic 11 September
terrorist attacks in the United States. The worntdeo that had been taken for
granted beforehand suddenly seemed threatenedhenrdsulting climate of
uncertainty, the voters were looking for safetybdity and reassurance. It was a
time for back to basics, not vision; consolidatioat experimentation. Howard was
well placed to take advantage of this. He was dgemany as dependable and
reliable — if not inspiring, at least a known quantThe Government benefited
greatly from the fact that immigration and terraribecame intertwined as the all
pervasive context in which the campaign was fought.

A second reason that the Coalition was victorioas the economy. Many voters,
particularly in the key marginal seats, were naliimed to jeopardise the existing
economic situation, especially low interest ragsexperimenting with a change of
government. Newspoll surveys from July to Novemp@d1l consistently showed
that Howard was rated far ahead of Beazley as getamt economic manager.

Finally, the Opposition seemed to have a credybpitoblem. Many voters were
unsure of what Beazley and Labor stood for. Hogimgoast to victory on the
Government’s failings, Labor had spent little tirestablishing itself as a viable
alternative. Former ALP Federal Secretary Bob Homgplained of

. .. the great flaw in Kim Beazley's five-year attategy of hoping to win
by holding back in establishing his and the ALPiedentials while
relying on negative electoral reactions to the G&d its implementation,
as well as the Government’s ministerial bungles poiity failures . . . By
trying to emulate Howard’s 1996 low-profile campai@Beazley] made at
least two cardinal errors. He assumed that Howaodldvbecome as
unpopular as Paul Keating and that nothing unergeatould derail his
campaigr?

Labor post-mortems also identified other probler@pposition front-bencher
Lindsay Tanner commented:

We have an enormous problem with the growing divisin Labor’s
support-base between traditional working-class eshacated middle-class
voters. John Howard has exploited this divisiomlegsly. Labor’s failure
at this election is partly attributable to its ifap to hold together these
increasingly divergent interests around a singléipal theme™®

17 <www.newspoll.com.au>.
18 australian Financial Reviep8.10.01.
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Others identified the stranglehold of the factioms the ALP as a problem,
particularly in the selection of candidates. Rod@avalier said that the current
system ‘selects candidates from an ever-shrinkimighement of union officials,
ministerial staffers and factional loyalist8 Tanner spoke of the need to tackle

the chronic decay within our grassroots organisade have managed to
struggle on with only limited reform of our orgaai®n and processes for
some time, but the decline of membership involvamiena serious

problem. The existence of other alternatives igngaaway at our activist

base and our membership in many critical seat$irisatbare. Without

genuine reinvigoration we will soon begin to ossify

Would the Coalition have been victorious withowt thternational situation and the
immigration issue? While it will never be possilbbegive a definitive answer, the
fact that the polls showed the Government was m@ winning position in early
August and the relatively modest swing towardstithee election indicate that
without the bounce it received from these issuesbalition would have struggled
to win. However, it must be emphasised that Howsad rebuilt his electoral base
and was in a position to take advantage of forusitevents that came his way. If
this had not been the case, he could still have Assan example, at the New South
Wales election of May 1941, the UAP/CP Coalitionv&mment campaigned
heavily on the need to avoid a change of governmeattime of wartime crisis and
was resoundingly defeated by Labor under W.J. McKel

The only thing everyone seemed to agree on abeWltlvember 2001 election was
that a new political landscape had emerged in fiexraath. But where was the
future? In many ways it seemed to be in the past.

One of the main criticisms that has been leveltetbAn Howard during his term of
office is that he is ‘backward looking’ and ‘inceagly out of touch.” After 10
November, Howard became one of only five prime sters to win a third
consecutive election (or four if W M Hughes, whded to retain the leadership of
his Party after his final victory, is discountetf)he sees out most of his term he
will become the third longest serving Australiamp minister. The swing to the
Government was the largest to an incumbent sinéé.1Bhe electoral map shows
the Liberal Party predominant in the key mortgagét beats around most of the
capital cities. Arguably, Howard'’s ‘past’ represetiie electoral future.

For the Labor Party, the strategy that was moscéffe in its campaign was the
belated emphasis on fundamental social issues asidiealth and education. A
prominent theme in Labor post-mortems was the rieethe Party to return to its
traditional commitment to issues such as equality apportunity and
humanitarianism, values it had espoused sinceiitadtion.

20gMH, 17.11.01.
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In the new political world of post-November 2004 jtia case of back to the future?
A



