
1

Executive Summary

•  The States will receive goods and services tax (GST) revenue totalling an estimated
$31.7 billion in 2003-04. This amount is distributed between the States in accordance
with recommendations of the Commonwealth Grants Commission (Chart 1).

•  The States are realising the benefits of a broad, growing GST revenue base. Current
estimates show that Queensland, Western Australia, Tasmania, the Australian
Capital Territory and the Northern Territory will not require Budget Balancing
Assistance in 2003-04. Their GST revenue will exceed their Guaranteed Minimum
Amounts by a combined estimated total of $269.6 million in 2003-04.

•  In addition, the Government will provide the States with payments including
National Competition Policy Payments, Specific Purpose Payments and Budget
Balancing Assistance totalling an estimated $24.5 billion in 2003-04. Specific
Purpose Payments comprise a significant proportion of these funds (Chart 2).

•  The Government is seeking improved accountability in Specific Purpose Payment
agreements with the States. This reflects the importance of these payments, which
the Commonwealth Government provides to the States as a contribution to areas of
state responsibility, such as hospitals and schools.

•  Fiscal developments in the States indicate a trend towards both cash and fiscal
balance surpluses in almost all States by 2005-06. Over the past decade, most States
have also reduced their levels of net debt.
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Chart 1:  GST revenue provision to the States, 2003-04
(estimated)

WA
$3,008.5 million

QLD
$6,231.3 million

VIC
$6,649.5 million

NSW
$9,234.4 million NT

$1,613.4 million
ACT

$636.6 million

TAS
$1,320.6 million

SA
$3,005.7 million

Chart 2:  Commonwealth payments to the state/local sector, 2003-04
(estimated)
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Note:  Specific Purpose Payments through the States are payments to state governments to be passed on to
local governments and others.
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Commonwealth-State Financial Relations

The States will receive revenue and payments totalling an estimated $54.2 billion in
2002-03 (Table 1) and $56.2 billion in 2003-04 (Table 2). These amounts include GST
revenue, Budget Balancing Assistance, National Competition Policy Payments and
Specific Purpose Payments including payments direct to local government.

All GST revenue is paid to the States under the Intergovernmental Agreement on the
Reform of Commonwealth-State Financial Relations. The GST revenue pool is distributed
to the States on the basis of recommendations by the Commonwealth Grants
Commission, which applies the principles of Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation to help
determine state revenue shares.

The Government pays the States Budget Balancing Assistance to cover any difference
between GST revenue and States’ Guaranteed Minimum Amounts. This is designed to
ensure that States’ budgetary positions are no worse off after the changes made to
Commonwealth-State financial relations as part of the Commonwealth Government’s
implementation of The New Tax System in 2000-01.

In addition, the Government provides the States with National Competition Policy
Payments to implement National Competition Policy and related reforms, as well as
Specific Purpose Payments, including Financial Assistance Grants to local government,
to contribute towards the costs of state and local government responsibilities.

Other features of Commonwealth-State financial relations include the First Home
Owners Scheme and mirror tax arrangements.
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GST REVENUE PROVISION TO THE STATES

All GST revenue collected is received by the States. Consequently, the States have a
secure, growing and broad-based revenue source. States can spend the GST revenue
according to their own budgetary priorities. Table 3 shows the growth in the States’
GST revenue since tax reform in 2000-01.

Table 3:  GST revenue provision to the States (cash), 2000-01 to 2003-04
(estimated)

$m $m $m $m $m % %
NSW 7,257.6 8,132.0 9,076.8 9,234.4 1,976.8 27.2 8.5
VIC 5,099.3 5,593.1 6,361.8 6,649.5 1,550.2 30.4 9.3
QLD 4,658.2 5,018.6 5,880.8 6,231.3 1,573.1 33.8 10.3
WA 2,374.6 2,518.1 2,911.2 3,008.5 633.9 26.7 8.3
SA 2,278.9 2,476.6 2,859.6 3,005.7 726.8 31.9 9.7
TAS 988.1 1,059.8 1,245.2 1,320.6 332.4 33.6 10.3
ACT 472.6 543.9 617.3 636.6 164.0 34.7 10.6
NT 1,225.6 1,289.8 1,512.4 1,613.4 387.8 31.6 9.7
Total 24,354.9 26,632.0 30,465.1 31,700.0 7,345.1 30.2 9.3

Increase from 
2000-01 to 

2003-04 Increase
Average annual 

increase2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 2003-04

GST revenue
GST revenue is estimated in accrual terms for the years 2002-03 to 2005-06 (Table 4).
These estimates have been revised since the 2002-03 Budget and the Mid-Year Economic
and Fiscal Outlook 2002-03 (MYEFO) to account for policy decisions and parameter
variations. GST revenue is also estimated in cash terms (Table 5).

Table 4:  Reconciliation of GST revenue (accrual), 2002-03 to 2005-06 (estimated)
2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06

$m $m $m $m
GST revenue at 2002-03 Budget 29,690 31,310 33,090 34,970
Changes from 2002-03 Budget to MYEFO

Effect of policy decisions -14 -11 -5 -5
Effect of parameter and other variations 264 -69 -165 -255

Total variations 250 -80 -170 -260
GST revenue at 2002-03 MYEFO 29,940 31,230 32,920 34,710
Changes from MYEFO to 2003-04 Budget

Effect of policy decisions 0 -3 -1 -1
Effect of parameter and other variations 1,290 823 896 971

Total variations 1,290 820 895 970
GST Revenue at 2003-04 Budget 31,230 32,050 33,815 35,680
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Table 5:  GST revenue (cash), 2003-04 to 2006-07 (estimated)
2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07

$m $m $m $m
GST revenue 31,700.0 33,450.0 35,300.0 37,280.0

Since the 2002-03 MYEFO, estimates of GST receipts have been revised up in all years,
reflecting stronger than expected growth in the revenue base.

Estimated GST revenue in 2002-03 has been revised upwards by around $1.3 billion in
accrual terms, due to higher than anticipated collections in the year to date primarily
as a consequence of continued strength in the dwellings sector. Although dwelling
investment is still forecast to weaken, the slowdown is now expected to be later and
more moderate than anticipated at MYEFO — providing the States with an additional
fillip to GST revenue in the forward years.

GST revenue measures
Policy decisions affecting GST revenue estimates include: the decision to make
Languages Other Than English courses provided by non-profit ethnic schools
GST-free; amendments to the application of GST to Compulsory Third Party insurance;
and the Government’s response to the report of the Inquiry into the Definition of
Charities. The revenue effect of these GST measures is estimated for 2003-04 to 2006-07
(Table 6). Detailed information on each measure is in Appendix A.

Table 6:  GST revenue measures since the 2002-03 Budget (estimated)
2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07

$m $m $m $m
GST determination to make Languages Other Than English

courses provided by non-profit ethnic schools GST-free -3.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0
Application of GST to Compulsory Third Party Insurance -11.3 -3.8 -3.9 -4.1
Government response to the Report of the Inquiry into 

the Definition of Charities and Related Organisations 0.0 -1.0 -1.0 -1.0

Total impact of GST revenue measures -14.3 -5.8 -5.9 -6.1
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GST revenue provision
The Government will distribute 2003-04 GST revenue among the States in accordance
with the 2003 recommendations of the Commonwealth Grants Commission.

The Commission recommends state revenue sharing relativities for distributing the
GST revenue pool by applying the principles of Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation.
Broadly, the Commission recommends relativities so that if each State made the same
effort to raise revenue from its own sources and operated at the same level of
efficiency, each State could provide services at the same standard.

The Commission takes into account differences in States’ capacities to raise revenues
and differences in the costs incurred by the States in providing an average standard of
government services. The Commission’s recommended state revenue sharing
relativities reflect these differences. GST relativities, which help determine the
distribution of the GST pool, are shown for 2002-03 and 2003-04 (Table 7).

The Commission also estimates Financial Assistance Grants forgone relativities
(Table 7), used for the calculation of States’ Guaranteed Minimum Amounts (Table 11).

Table 7:  GST relativities and Financial Assistance Grants relativities, 2002-03
and 2003-04

NSW VIC QLD WA SA TAS ACT NT
GST relativities 
2002-03 0.90631 0.86824 1.01174 0.97592 1.19447 1.55419 1.15216 4.24484
2003-04 0.89117 0.87010 1.01902 0.96946 1.21215 1.59948 1.14979 4.38638
FAGs relativities
2002-03 0.86037 0.83401 1.04008 0.92858 1.29035 1.75186 1.20906 5.22670
2003-04 0.84317 0.84030 1.04870 0.92093 1.30919 1.79057 1.19727 5.34163

The GST relativities are applied to state populations to determine a weighted
population for each State. The Government uses the weighted populations to distribute
the GST revenue pool. Each State receives a share of the GST revenue pool equal to its
weighted population share of combined GST revenue and unquarantined Health Care
Grants, less its unquarantined Health Care Grants. This calculation determines the
distribution of GST revenue in 2002-03 and 2003-04 (Tables 8 and 9).
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The Effect of Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation
To view the effect of the Commonwealth Grants Commission’s application of
Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation, compare the distribution of the GST revenue/Health
Care Grants pool with the distribution on an equal per capita basis for each State.
In 2003-04, approximately $2,747.2 million (7.1 per cent) of the total GST
revenue/Health Care Grants pool will be redistributed among the States, compared
with an equal per capita distribution (Table 10).

Table 10:  Effect of Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation, 2003-04 (estimated)
Difference Population

(1) - (2) (3) / (4)
($m) ($m) ($m) (million) ($)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
NSW 11,656.6              13,057.9              -1,401.3 6.7 -208.0
VIC 8,385.9                9,621.5                -1,235.6 5.0 -249.0
QLD 7,574.9                7,420.9                154.0 3.8 40.2
WA 3,705.6                3,815.8                -110.3 2.0 -56.0
SA 3,607.9                2,971.4                636.5 1.5 415.3
TAS 1,475.1                920.7                   554.4 0.5 1,167.4
ACT 727.9                   632.0                   95.9 0.3 294.2
NT 1,691.3                384.9                   1,306.4 0.2 6,579.1
Total 38,825.2              38,825.2 0.0 20.0 0.0

GST/HCG pool 
distributed under 

HFE

Equal per capita 
distribution of 

GST/HCG pool

Per capita 
redistribution

New South Wales, Victoria and Western Australia receive less than equal per capita
shares under the Horizontal Fiscal Equalisation arrangements because the
Commission has assessed their fiscal capacity to be relatively strong. For example,
the Commission assessed that New South Wales has a relatively stronger capacity
to raise revenue from land tax and stamp duty on property transfers; Victoria has a
relatively lower cost of providing state government services; and Western Australia
has a relatively strong capacity to raise revenue from mining activities. The
remaining States receive more than an equal per capita share of funding because the
Commission has assessed their fiscal capacity to be lower and/or their costs of
service delivery to be higher.
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BUDGET BALANCING ASSISTANCE

The Government also provides the States with Budget Balancing Assistance. On the
basis of current estimates, the States will receive total Budget Balancing Assistance of
$1,004.0 million in 2002-03 and $820.1 million in 2003-04 (Tables 11 and 12).

Budget Balancing Assistance is paid under the Intergovermental Agreement on the Reform
of Commonwealth-State Financial Relations to ensure that, in the transitional years
following the introduction of The New Tax System in 2000-01, each State’s budgetary
position will be no worse off than had the reforms to Commonwealth-State financial
relations not been implemented.

The Guaranteed Minimum Amount is an estimate of the amount of funding each State
would have had if tax reform had not been implemented. Components of the
Guaranteed Minimum Amount comprise estimates of state taxes abolished by tax
reform and other items (Tables 11 and 12). Narrow and inefficient state taxes that were
abolished include Financial Institutions Duty, stamp duty on quoted marketable
securities, and accommodation taxes (bed taxes).

To meet its guarantee, the Government pays the States Budget Balancing Assistance to
cover any shortfall of GST revenue compared with each State’s Guaranteed Minimum
Amount.

The GST is a strong, growing revenue base and already, in some States, GST revenue
exceeds the Guaranteed Minimum Amount. Current estimates show that in 2002-03,
Queensland and the Northern Territory do not require Budget Balancing Assistance.
Their GST revenue will exceed their Guaranteed Minimum Amounts by a combined
total of $88.7 million in 2002-03 (Table 11).

Even more States will benefit in 2003-04. Current estimates show that Queensland,
Western Australia, Tasmania, the Australian Capital Territory and the Northern
Territory will not require Budget Balancing Assistance in 2003-04. Their GST revenue
will exceed their Guaranteed Minimum Amounts by a combined total of $269.6 million
in 2003-04 (Table 12).
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Adjustments in 2002-03
GST revenue provision in 2002-03 has been adjusted to account for the final 2001-02
outcome (Table 1). In 2001-02 the final GST cash collections outcome was
$204.9 million lower than the amount determined by the Commissioner of Taxation in
June 2002 and provided to the States in 2001-02 under the terms of the A New Tax
System (Commonwealth-State Financial Arrangements) Act 1999 (the Act).

Consistent with the provisions of the Act, the amount of GST revenue determined by
the Commissioner and provided to the States in 2002-03 will take account of this
variation. The Budget Balancing Assistance entitlements for 2002-03 have also been
calculated to account for this variation (Table 11).

Adjustments in 2003-04
Consistent with the terms of the Intergovermental Agreement, the Government has
advanced Budget Balancing Assistance to the States in four quarterly instalments in
2002-03. These advances were based on the estimated Budget Balancing Assistance
entitlements of the States at the time of each advance. The upward revision to GST
revenue estimates in the Budget has resulted in lower than previously estimated
Budget Balancing Assistance entitlements of the States. On the basis of the current
estimates, the advances to the States in the year to date exceed the States’ entitlements
to Budget Balancing Assistance in 2002-03 by $534.8 million (Table 13).

Consistent with the provisions of the Act, the Commonwealth will deduct the amount
of excess Budget Balancing Assistance paid in 2002-03 from payments to be made to
the States under the Act in 2003-04. The final amount to be deducted from State
payments in 2003-04 will be known when the final determination of each State’s
Budget Balancing Assistance entitlement is made under the Act in June 2003.

Table 13:  Overpayment of Budget Balancing Assistance (BBA) in 2002-03
(estimated)

NSW VIC QLD WA SA TAS ACT NT Total
$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m

Payments to Date 810.6 361.5 37.9 93.9 144.5 56.7 16.2 17.5 1,538.8
BBA entitlement 608.1 227.8 0.0 43.2 86.5 33.6 4.7 0.0 1,004.0
BBA overpayment 202.5 133.7 37.9 50.7 58.0 23.1 11.5 17.5 534.8
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First Home Owners Scheme
Eligible home buyers have received over $3.5 billion through original and
additional First Home Owners Scheme grants since July 2000.

The First Home Owners Scheme, introduced on 1 July 2000, is funded out of GST
revenues and guaranteed by the Commonwealth Government through Budget
Balancing Assistance. The scheme provides all eligible first home buyers with a
$7,000 grant. The scheme is administered by the States and has provided over
450,000 grants since its introduction. The First Home Owners Scheme is ongoing
and the cost of the scheme to the States is part of the Guaranteed Minimum
Amount (Tables 11 and 12).

In March 2001, the Commonwealth made an additional $7,000 grant available to
first home owners building or purchasing new homes before 31 December 2001.
The Commonwealth fully funds the additional First Home Owners Scheme with a
Specific Purpose Payment through the States to meet the cost of grants. The
Government extended the additional First Home Owners Scheme at a rate of $3,000
for new homes built or purchased between 1 January and 30 June 2002. The
additional First Home Owners Scheme has provided over 65,000 grants to eligible
home buyers.

Although the additional First Home Owners Scheme has ended, some payments
continue to be made to eligible applicants. Estimates of payments are shown in the
Specific Purpose Payments tables (Appendix B).
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NATIONAL COMPETITION POLICY PAYMENTS

The Government makes National Competition Policy Payments to the States for
implementing National Competition Policy and related reforms. These reforms include
a commitment to review legislation that restricts competition, to apply competitive
neutrality to government business activities and to introduce specific reforms in
electricity, gas, water and road transport.

National Competition Policy Payments commenced in July 1997 with the first of three
tranches of payments. The third tranche commenced in July 2001 at an annual level of
$600 million in 1994-95 prices. The payments are subject to States’ satisfactory progress
in implementing reform commitments. Before the payments are made, the National
Competition Council assesses whether each State has met the specified conditions and
provides a report for consideration by the Government.

National Competition Policy Payments are estimated for 2003-04 and the forward
years (Table 14).

Table 14:  National Competition Policy Payments (estimated maximum)
NSW VIC QLD WA SA TAS ACT NT Total

$m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m $m
2002-03 251.8 182.4 138.9 72.0 57.1 17.7 12.4 7.5 739.9
2003-04 257.2 189.5 146.2 75.2 58.5 18.1 12.5 7.6 764.8
2004-05 262.4 193.7 150.7 77.0 59.4 18.4 12.7 7.7 782.0
2005-06 268.5 198.5 155.6 79.2 60.5 18.6 13.0 7.9 801.9
2006-07(a)

(a) Provision has been made for National Competition Policy Payments in 2006-07, however the final
amounts will not be disclosed until after the conclusion of negotiations.
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SPECIFIC PURPOSE PAYMENTS

Specific Purpose Payments constitute a significant amount of Commonwealth funding
to the States. In 2003-04, the Government will provide the States with $22.9 billion in
Specific Purpose Payments. The Government makes Specific Purpose Payments to the
States as a contribution to areas of state responsibility. In 2003-04, there are over
80 different payments covering a broad range of policy areas such as education, health,
social security, housing, safety, transport and communication (Chart 3).

Chart 3:  Composition of Specific Purpose Payments to and through the States,
2003-04 (estimated)
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More detailed information, including payments on a state-by-state basis for 2002-03
and 2003-04 is in Appendix B.

Specific Purpose Payments can be classified into three groups:

•  Specific Purpose Payments paid to the States — payments direct to state
governments, totalling $16.6 billion in 2003-04;

•  Specific Purpose Payments paid through the States — payments to state
governments to be passed on to local governments and others, such as payments to
non-government schools and Financial Assistance Grants to local government.
This category totalled $5.9 billion in 2003-04; and
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•  Specific Purpose Payments paid direct to local government to help fund roads,
child-care programmes administered by local government, and aged and disabled
people’s homes. These payments totalled $397.9 million in 2003-04.

Specific Purpose Payment agreements often include agreed national objectives;
however, in making these payments, the Commonwealth does not seek to take over
responsibility for state functions.

Specific Purpose Payment agreements generally contain conditions to help ensure the
Commonwealth-State objectives are achieved. These may include:

•  general policy requirements (for example, the provision of free public hospital
access for Medicare patients);

•  matching funding arrangements; and

•  reporting of performance information (see box).

Accountability for Specific Purpose Payments
The Government is seeking greater accountability in Specific Purpose Payment
agreements to improve policy outcomes and deliver better value for money.

All new and renegotiated Specific Purpose Payment agreements will include
statements of key objectives and the respective responsibilities of the
Commonwealth and the States, combined with agreed reporting of financial
information and detailed performance indicators.

To encourage increased accountability, an amount appropriate to each Specific
Purpose Payment will be contingent on States’ timely reporting of the agreed
financial and performance information to the satisfaction of the responsible
Commonwealth Minister.

Special Revenue Assistance
In 2003-04, Special Revenue Assistance to the Australian Capital Territory will be paid
as a Specific Purpose Payment. Details of this Specific Purpose Payment are in
Appendix B.

Financial Assistance Grants to local government
The Commonwealth Government provides financial assistance to local government for
roads and other local government services. Assistance is paid in the form of general
purpose assistance and untied local road funding. Local governments are able to spend
both forms of funding according to their own priorities.
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The Government is providing a total of $1,468.6 million in Financial Assistance Grants
to local government in 2002-03 and an estimated $1,508.4 million in 2003-04 (Table 15).
The annual increase in funding is based on an escalation factor, which the Treasurer
determines with reference to population growth and CPI.

Financial Assistance Grants are paid to the States as a Specific Purpose Payment, on
the condition that all of the funds are passed on to local government. In 2003-04, as in
previous years, the general purpose component of local government assistance will be
distributed between the States on an equal per capita basis and untied local road
funding will be distributed on the basis of historical shares (Table 15). State grants
commissions determine the intra-state distribution of the grants to local governments.
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MIRROR TAX ARRANGEMENTS

The Government introduced mirror tax arrangements in 1998 to ensure the States are
not financially disadvantaged by the High Court decision in Allders International Pty
Ltd v Commissioner of State Revenue (Victoria), which invalidated state taxes on
Commonwealth places.

The Government introduced taxes to mirror certain state taxes, including payroll taxes,
debits tax, land tax, and stamp duties on activities on or in Commonwealth places.

The States collect these mirror taxes on behalf of the Government and bear the
administrative costs of collection. All mirror tax revenues are automatically credited to
the Government and automatically appropriated to the States at the same time. Hence,
mirror taxes are recorded as both Commonwealth revenue and negative revenue, with
no net impact on the Budget. Accrued mirror taxes are estimated for 2002-03 to 2006-07
(Table 16).

Table 16:  Accrued mirror taxes on behalf of the States, 2002-03 to 2006-07
(estimated)

2002-03 2003-04 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07
$m $m $m $m $m

Mirror taxes 270.6              284.2              299.6              314.9              331.3              
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Fiscal developments in the States

The States’ fiscal positions vary considerably. Nevertheless, these differences are
expected to narrow over the forward estimates, with almost all States forecasting small
positive cash and fiscal balances as a per cent of gross state product by 2005-06.

Many States have greatly reduced their non-financial public sector net debt as a
per cent of gross state product over the past decade. This trend is primarily attributed
to States implementing medium term fiscal strategies and asset sales.

STATE GENERAL GOVERNMENT SECTOR FISCAL BALANCE

The aggregate state fiscal balance for the general government sector in 2003-04 is
projected to be -0.1 per cent of GDP, lower than in 2002-03. Over the forecast period,
the aggregate state fiscal balance is expected to rise marginally and be in surplus by
2005-06.

A fiscal balance measures in accrual terms the gap between government savings plus
net capital transfers, and investment in non-financial assets. A fiscal balance deficit
indicates that a government is borrowing.

Both New South Wales and Tasmania expect fiscal balance surpluses in 2003-04 and
over the forward estimates. The aggregate deficit figure in 2003-04 reflects anticipated
deficits in each of the other States.

The fiscal balance positions in individual States vary considerably (Chart 4). However,
there is a convergence over the forward estimates period with the majority of States
expecting small positive fiscal balances as a per cent of gross state product by 2005-06.
The largest deficit reduction is forecast to occur in the Northern Territory.

The Northern Territory’s general government fiscal balance deficit as a per cent of
gross state product increased significantly in 2001-02. This reflected that capital outlays
for the Alice Springs to Darwin railway and Darwin’s new East Arm Port were ‘at their
peak’ in 2001-02.1 However, the Northern Territory estimates its general government
fiscal balance will continue to improve over the forward estimates period and become
a fiscal balance surplus by 2005-06.

                                                          

1 Northern Territory Budget 2002-03, Paper No.2, Fiscal and Economic Outlook, p. 25.
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Chart 4:  Individual State general government sector fiscal balance
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Sources:  ABS Cat. No. 5512.0, state 2002-03 mid-year reports, Victoria, Western Australia and the
Australian Capital Territory 2003-04 Budgets and Treasury estimates.

Trends in the aggregate fiscal balance for state/local general government, public
non-financial corporations and the non-financial public sector are presented in
Tables 1, 2 and 3, Statement 12, Budget Paper No. 1.

STATE GENERAL GOVERNMENT SECTOR CASH SURPLUS

In aggregate terms, the cash surplus in the general government sector is projected to
decrease to 0.2 per cent of GDP in 2003-04, lower than in 2002-03. In the forward
estimate years, the aggregate state general government sector surplus is expected to
climb, reaching 0.4 per cent of GDP by 2005-06.
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An underlying cash surplus reflects the extent to which cash is available to a
government to either increase its financial assets or decrease its liabilities (assuming no
revaluations and other changes occur). An underlying cash deficit measures the extent
to which a government requires cash, either by running down its financial assets or by
borrowing.

Cash surpluses in New South Wales, Queensland, South Australia, Tasmania and the
Australian Capital Territory underpinned the aggregate state general government
sector cash surplus forecast for 2003-04. Despite considerable variation in the States’
cash positions in recent years, almost all States forecast cash surpluses by 2005-06
(Chart 5).

Chart 5:  Individual State general government sector cash surplus
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Trends in the aggregate cash surplus for state/local general government, public
non-financial corporations and the non-financial public sector are illustrated in
Chart 3, Statement 12, Budget Paper No. 1.

STATE NET DEBT

In aggregate, state general government sector net debt is expected to remain negative
at 0.6 per cent of GDP in 2003-04, a small increase on 2002-03. In the public
non-financial corporations sector, net debt is expected to be 4.6 per cent of GDP in
2002-03,2 up on the 2001-02 estimate of 4.4 per cent of GDP.

Net debt is defined as the sum of selected financial liabilities minus the sum of selected
financial assets. The higher the net debt of a government, the greater the call it will
impose on future revenue flows to service that debt.

Many States have greatly reduced their levels of general government net debt over the
past decade (Chart 6). For example, between 1995-96 and 2003-04 the South Australian
general government sector reduced its net debt by over 13 per cent of gross state
product. This primarily reflects South Australia’s electricity privatisation process.3
Similarly, Victoria and Tasmania reduced their general government net debt by more
than 9 per cent of gross state product over the same period by means of budget
surpluses and proceeds from asset sales.

The stock of net debt has also declined in most States’ public non-financial
corporations sector over the previous decade (Chart 6). The public non-financial
corporations sector nearly exclusively owns the stock of state non-financial public
sector net debt. Some States continue to record negative net debt, that is, they are in a
net financial asset position. For example, the Australian Capital Territory non-financial
public sector is expected to have negative net debt from 2000-01 to 2002-03. The
Queensland non-financial public sector is expected to return to negative net debt by
2004-05 (Chart 6).

Trends in aggregate net debt for state/local general government, public non-financial
corporations and the non-financial public sector are illustrated in Chart 6,
Statement 12, Budget Paper No. 1.

                                                          

2 Estimates for the public non-financial corporations sector and the non-financial public sector
are unavailable after 2002-03 in most States. The public non-financial corporations sector
comprises bodies that provide goods and services (such as electricity, gas and water) that are
mainly market, non-regulatory and non-financial in nature and are financed predominantly
through sales to the consumers of these goods and services.

3 South Australia Budget Paper 3, Budget Statement 2002-03, p. 6.3.
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Chart 6:  Individual State net debt by sector (as at end of financial year)
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LOAN COUNCIL ARRANGEMENTS

The Australian Loan Council is a Commonwealth-State Ministerial Council that
coordinates public sector borrowing. The Loan Council comprises the Commonwealth
Treasurer as Chairman, and the State and Territory Treasurers.

Present Loan Council arrangements operate on a voluntary basis and emphasise
transparency of public sector financing rather than adherence to strict borrowing
limits. These arrangements are designed to enhance financial market scrutiny of public
sector borrowing and facilitate informed judgments about each government’s financial
performance.

The Loan Council traditionally meets annually in March to consider jurisdictions’ Loan
Council Allocation nominations for the forthcoming year. As part of the agreed
arrangements, the Loan Council considers these nominations, having regard to each
jurisdiction’s fiscal position and the macroeconomic implications of the aggregate
figure. The Loan Council Allocation is a headline measure of a government’s call on
financial markets.

Outcome of March 2003 Loan Council meeting
The Loan Council met on 28 March 2003 to consider Loan Council Allocation
nominations for 2003-04. In aggregate, they represent a surplus of $3,876 million
(Table 17). The Loan Council approved each State’s nominated Allocation.

The Loan Council agreed four proposals to further increase the transparency of the
Uniform Presentation Framework. These proposals focus on disaggregating particular
items within the Uniform Presentation Framework Operating Statement and adopting
guidance on the publication of ‘underlying’ budget results in the Uniform Presentation
Framework. These changes are to be included in Commonwealth, State and Territory
Uniform Presentation Framework tables from 2002-03 Outcomes (Actuals) reports. The
Commonwealth Government’s Loan Council Allocation Budget update for 2003-04 is
included in Statement 9, Budget Paper No.1.
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le
ra

nc
e 

lim
it

95
1

57
5

52
6

30
7

19
1

76
47

54
4,

66
4

(a
) 

Lo
an

 C
ou

nc
il 

Al
lo

ca
tio

n 
(L

C
A)

 n
om

in
at

io
ns

 f
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 2
00

3-
04

 r
ef

le
ct

 c
ur

re
nt
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es

t 
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tim
at
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 o

f 
no

n-
fin

an
ci

al
 p

ub
lic

 s
ec

to
r 

de
fic
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pl

us
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. 
 N

om
in

at
io

ns
 h

av
e 

be
en

pr
ov

id
ed

 o
n 

th
e 

ba
si

s 
of

 p
ol

ic
ie

s 
an

no
un

ce
d 

up
 t

o 
an

d 
in

cl
ud

ed
 in
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ris

di
ct

io
ns

’ m
id

-y
ea

r 
re

po
rts

. 
N

om
in

at
io

ns
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 b
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ed

 o
n 

pr
el

im
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y 

es
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at
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f 

ge
ne

ra
l

go
ve

rn
m

en
t 

fin
an

ce
s 

pr
ov

id
ed

 b
y 

ju
ris

di
ct

io
ns

 f
or

 p
ur

po
se

s 
of
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he

ir 
m

id
-y

ea
r 

re
po

rts
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an
d 

pr
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bo

tto
m

 l
in
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or
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h 

ju
ris

di
ct
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pu
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-fi
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rp
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at
io

ns
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ec
to

r, 
w

he
re
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ct
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st
im

at
es
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re
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na

va
ila
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e.

(b
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Th
e 

su
m

 o
f t

he
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ur
pl
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es

 o
f t

he
 g

en
er

al
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ov
er

nm
en

t a
nd
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e 

pu
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-fi

na
nc

ia
l c

or
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tio
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rs
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 d
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al
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fin
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r s
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pl
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e 
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Th

is
 c

om
pr
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es

 n
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 le
nd

in
g 
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 g

ov
er

nm
en
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 w
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 th

e 
ai

m
 o

f a
ch

ie
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ng
 g

ov
er

nm
en

t p
ol
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s 
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el
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 o
th
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Su
ch
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 fi
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l a
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ot
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 d

ef
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su
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lu
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 H
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ev
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, t
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 c
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flo
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 fi
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fo

r p
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’ c
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 n
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-fi
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l p

ub
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 s
ec
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r d

ef
ic

it/
su
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 in
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 c
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ta
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pe
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 c
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 s
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w
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t b
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e 
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m
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 b
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W
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 r
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ot
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’ c
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 p
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an
 in

cl
ud

ed
 a

s
co

m
po

ne
nt

s 
of

 L
C

As
. T

he
se

 e
xp

os
ur

es
, w

hi
ch

 a
re

 m
ea

su
re

d 
as

 th
e 

go
ve

rn
m

en
ts

’ c
on

tra
ct

ua
l l

ia
bi

lit
ie

s 
in

 th
e 

ev
en

t o
f t

er
m

in
at

io
n 

of
 p

ro
je

ct
s,

 a
re

 u
nl

ik
el

y 
to

 b
e 

re
al

is
ed

an
d 

ar
e 

th
us

 m
at

er
ia

lly
 d

iff
er

en
t 

fro
m

 a
ct

ua
l b

or
ro

w
in

gs
 u

nd
er

ta
ke

n 
to

 f
in

an
ce

 t
he

 p
ub

lic
 s

ec
to

r 
de

fic
it.

 G
ov

er
nm

en
t 

ou
tla

ys
 u

nd
er

 t
he

se
 p

ro
je

ct
s,

 s
uc

h 
as

 e
qu

ity
co

nt
rib

ut
io

ns
 a

nd
 o

ng
oi

ng
 c

om
m

er
ci

al
 p

ay
m

en
ts

 to
 th

e 
pr

iv
at

e 
se

ct
or

, c
on

tin
ue

 to
 b

e 
in

cl
ud

ed
 in

 th
e 

an
nu

al
 to

ta
l p

ub
lic

 s
ec

to
r d

ef
ic

it,
 a

nd
 h

en
ce

 th
e 

LC
A.




