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T he Australian Fathers Day Council, proudly supported by NIVEA,
has begun the search for “Australia’s Favourite Dad”. The

Council is inviting nominations from the public for a famous Aus-
tralian who deserves recognition for his dedication to his own chil-
dren or children in the community. According to the Chairman of
the Council, Maurice Newman AC: “The aim of the search is to
increase awareness of the importance of the father in the family and
recognise their unique contribution to a child’s development and
wellbeing.”

The 2001 Australian Father of the Year, Jim Rafter, was chosen for
his efforts in raising his nine children with his wife Jocelyn. “Recog-
nising the importance of fathers is more important in today’s soci-
ety than ever before,” he said. “We live in a world with changing
values and I believe a healthy society is dependant on a solid fam-
ily tradition.” 

The Australian Father of the Year Award is a fundraising event 
for the Shepherd Centre. In 1991, Dr Bruce Shepherd AM, was
named Father of the Year in recognition of his role in raising 
two profoundly deaf children and his subsequent founding of the
Shepherd Centre in 1971. Today, with limited government funding,

the Centre provides its world class Early Intervention Program free
of charge for families with deaf and hearing impaired children. 

Again in 2002 the Australian Father’s Day Council is delighted to
be working in partnership with NIVEA, a brand well known for its
support and encouragement of traditional family values. As the
award is a celebration of the important role of fathers in children’s
lives, NIVEA also believes this deserves prominent recognition in
our society for the benefit of the whole community.

Nominations close on Monday 5 August, and the announcement
of the 2002 Australian Father of the Year will be made at the
annual Fathers Day Luncheon on 23 August 2002 at Darling Har-
bour in Sydney. 

Past Fathers of the Year have included: Dr Bruce Shepherd, Sir
James Hardy, Mark Taylor, John Howard, Khamal, Slim Dusty, Steve
Biddulph, and Jim Rafter.

Send nominations to Australian Father of the Year, PO Box 871, Straw-
berry Hills, NSW 2012. For more information contact Karly Robin-
son, Special Events Coordinator at the Shepherd Centre. Phone: (02)
9351 7905. Fax: (02) 9351 7880. 
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Endnotes
1 Prior to June 1996, the Family Law Act 1975 (Commonwealth

of Australia) used the terms “custody” and “access” rather
than “residence” and “contact”. New Zealand, on the other
hand, still uses this terminology. Aresidence order is made in
favour of the person with whom the child will live (formerly
“custody”) while a contact order is made in favour of a person
with whom the child is to have contact (formerly “access”).
The Australian terminology is used throughout this paper.

2 In this paper (unless otherwise specified) “domestic vio-
lence” refers to the violence occurring between persons who
are, or who have been, in an intimate relationship. It is gen-
erally acknowledged that domestic violence includes phys-
ical and sexual violence, threats and intimidation, emotional
and social abuse and economic deprivation (Laing 2000). For
more detailed discussions about the types of domestic vio-
lence see Sheehan and Smyth (2000) and Johnson (1995).

3 The cases that were selected for the pilot were then handled
by a team of two judges, with a registrar and two counsellors.
These cases were placed in a special mention list within a
fortnight of their identification and at the first mention before
a judge: a legal representative for the child is appointed, an
order is made for the prompt production of a thorough report
by the investigating child welfare authority, and the investi-
gating authority’s file is subpoenaed to arrive at court sev-
eral days before the next mention in six weeks time. At the
second mention the court makes sure that the parties have
complied with the previous orders and requests a Court
Counsellor to prepare a family report, which must be avail-
able within seven weeks to allow three weeks consideration
before the pre-hearing conference. This conference (10 weeks
after the second mention) is conducted by the registrar and
the counsellor and allows a further settlement opportunity,
if no resolution occurs directions are made for the hearing
between 6-20 weeks later (Nicholson 1999: 1).

4 Aprotection order is granted by the court when it is satisfied
that the offender has used domestic violence against the
applicant and the provision of the order is necessary for their
protection. Under the order the offender can not abuse,
threaten, loiter near, follow or make any other contact with
the victim. 
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