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The S ocia l S ecu rity  (A dm inistration) 
A ct No. 191 of 1999 will operate from 
March 2000 and make some changes to 
the procedure o f the SSAT.

Importantly, some matters contained 
in the Bill, which had adopted recom
mendations made by Dame Guilfoyle in 
her review of social security appeal pro
cesses, were rejected in the Senate. For 
example, the Bill had proposed restric
tive time limits, such that a person ag
grieved by a decision was required to 
appeal to an authorised review officer 
within 52 weeks o f the original deci
sion, and then lodge an appeal to the 
SSAT within 28 days. The Bill would 
have enabled a matter to be heard on the 
papers and would have required the 
SSAT to refer new information back to 
the original decision maker, unless sat
isfied that the applicant had reasonable 
grounds for not providing the informa
tion to the original decision maker.

While it was expected that there 
would be amendments introduced to al
low for Centrelink representation at 
SSAT hearings, this did not occur. The 
Act does allow for greater flexibility in 
the constitution of panels, with a maxi
mum of four, but the ability to constitute 
smaller panels o f one, two or three 
members.

It is still anticipated that the Admin
istrative Review Tribunal will proceed, 
with legislation to be introduced in the 
Autumn session, and the current ex
pected commencement date being Feb
ruary 2001.

[A.T.]

The Act, as amended by the Senate, 
contains no time limits for seeking re
view and there is no requirement for the 
discretion to refer new information back 
to the original decision maker to be ex
ercised. The Act does enable matter to 
be heard on the papers, but only with the 
consent o f the parties to review.
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