Supplementary material for Street et al, News and social media: windows into community perspectives on disinvestment


Supplementary Table 1: Summary of news media articles and their sources

	
	Title of paper
	words
	News outlet
	Owner
	Supportive/ unsupportive
	Reference

	1
	Age-old question of IVF funding
	404                    
	Canberra Times
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(36)

	2
	Baby bills up
	427
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	neutral
	(27)

	3
	Blocking IVF changes 'fiscally irresponsible'
	444
	Canberra Times
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(23)

	4
	Budget cap on IVF to 'rob couples of parenthood dream'
	454
	The Australian
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(70)

	5
	Budget removes safety net for IVF parents
	539
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(71)

	6
	Cancer patients may lose subsidies from Medicare Safety Net
	469
	Courier Mail
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(87)

	7
	Changes may put pressure on IVF doctors
	487
	The Age
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(40)

	8
	Coalition threat to block IVF changes in Senate
	506
	The Age
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(54)

	9
	Costs to rise after Medicare cuts pass
	391
	The Australian
	News Limited
	neutral
	(74)

	10
	Crackdown on doctor rorts
	517
	The Age
	Fairfax
	supportive
	(77)

	11
	Doctors call for pregnant pause on changes to IVF funding
	398
	AAP
	AAP
	neutral
	(22)

	12
	Doctors milk free birth rebates under Medicare Safety Net
	517
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	Supportive 
	(28)

	13
	Families IVF rush over fee hike
	388
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(29)

	14
	Family plans out for many under IVF policy
	368
	The Newcastle Herald 
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(20)

	15
	Fears obstetrics rebate could be cut back
	712
	The Australian
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(37)

	16
	Fertility industry backs IVF cap overhaul
	218
	ABC News
	ABC
	supportive
	(1)

	17
	Financial blow for infertile women
	491
	The Advertiser
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(30)

	18
	Govt accused of IVF payments backflip
	449
	The Age
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(24)

	19
	Govt urged to spare IVF from budget axe
	228
	Nine News
	Nine Entertainment Co
	unsupportive
	(72)

	20
	Greens vow to oppose IVF changes in the Senate
	323
	The Australian
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(25)

	21
	Infertile couples pay a huge price
	705
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(57)

	22
	IVF a future investment
	359
	Sunday Herald Sun
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(69)

	23
	IVF baby is priceless, but who pays
	1020
	The Age
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(68)

	24
	IVF changes 'price people out of parenthood'
	138
	ABC News
	ABC
	unsupportive
	(19)

	25
	IVF changes set for rough ride in Senate
	519
	Daily Telegraph
	News limited
	unsupportive
	(26)

	26
	IVF couples face price war
	592
	The Sunday Mail
	News Limited
	neutral
	(21)

	27
	IVF fee clampdown test for Roxon
	336
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(50)

	28
	IVF for the rich and infertility for the rest
	693
	The Punch (online)
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(89)

	29
	IVF funding cuts destroy baby dreams
	379
	The Queensland Times
	APN News and Media
	unsupportive
	(48)

	30
	IVF funding hit, nurses get more power
	570
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(41)

	31
	IVF Medicare changes heartless
	473
	AAP
	AAP
	unsupportive
	(3)

	32
	IVF mum wages letter war against plan to curb Medicare Safety Net
	427
	Courier Mail
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(14)

	33
	IVF mums to fork out after cutbacks
	344
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(31)

	34
	IVF rebates to be lifted
	183
	The Age
	Fairfax
	neutral
	(51)

	35
	Keep baby hope alive with IVF
	694
	Herald Sun
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(61)

	36
	Kevin Rudd and government spend on artworks
	305
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(64)

	37
	Kids pay price of cruel IVF change
	531
	Daily Telegraph
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(80)

	38
	Medicare Budget cuts will hit new families
	330
	Herald Sun
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(32)

	39
	Medicare cap threatens parenthood hopes
	506
	Illawarra Mercury
	Fairfax
	unsupportive
	(85)

	40
	Medicare IVF cap 'will lower fees'
	105
	ABC News
	ABC
	supportive
	(8)

	41
	Medicare rebate backlash
	197
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Faifax
	neutral
	(52)

	42
	Mothers hit by $550 birth hike
	537
	The Age
	Faifax
	neutral
	(56)

	43
	Nicola Roxon's deal to save IVF rebates
	546
	The Australian
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(75)

	44
	Obstetricians urged to scale back fees
	421
	The Australian
	News Limited
	neutral
	(18)

	45
	Obstetrics and IVF fees soar
	520
	The Age
	Faifax
	neutral
	(55)

	46
	Parliament approves Medicare rebates cap
	209
	The Brisbane Times
	Fairfax


	supportive
	(4)

	47
	Public IVF funding in line for Budget cut
	205
	The Australian
	News Limited
	neutral
	(5)

	48
	Razor gang may reduce IVF subsidies
	635
	The Brisbane Times
	Fairfax


	unsupportive
	(42)

	49
	Rising costs cut options for couples
	100
	The Brisbane Times
	Fairfax


	unsupportive
	(38)

	50
	Rush on for cheap IVF
	274
	The Advertiser
	News Limited
	neutral
	(33)

	51
	Rush on IVF to beat funding cap
	844
	The Age
	Faifax
	unsupportive
	(58)

	52
	Senate approves caps on Medicare rebates
	312
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Faifax
	supportive
	(9)

	53
	Senate delays debate on IVF bill
	197
	Nine News
	Nine Entertainment Co
	neutral
	(2)

	54
	Senate passes IVF rebate limit
	124
	The Advertiser
	News Limited
	neutral
	(6)

	55
	Senate tells Government to produce costings on IVF bill
	330
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Faifax
	unsupportive
	(53)

	56
	Stateline - IVF changes
	1492
	ABC Stateline
	ABC
	unsupportive
	(73)

	57
	Swan, Gillard set to betray infertile
	544
	The Australian
	News Limited
	unsupportive
	(76)

	58
	The IVF revolution is money badly spent
	781
	Herald Sun
	News Limited
	supportive
	(81)

	59
	Xenophon stands ground on private health
	249
	Sydney Morning Herald
	Faifax
	unsupportive
	(7)


Supplementary Table 2: Sample quotes illustrating some of the primary themes emerging from media articles and social media. 

Note: quotes are verbatim and have not been corrected for spelling or grammatical errors

	Theme
	News media 
	Community response social media

	Value of a baby
	She is our miracle child, the answer to a lifetime of prayer and 14 years of painful, invasive, heartbreaking fertility treatment. (57)
“We have got the family we always dreamed of,” Mrs Connell said. “You can't quantify what she means to us - she is a really special girl.” (48)
Brenda Christie considers her daughter a gift but she's worried the dream of becoming a parent could soon be financially out of reach for couples. (14)
Here is the thing: there is no better investment in our future than children. They are our future. (69)
	The unimaginable joy your kids bring into your life is something that infertile couples strive for through IVF. Please have some compassion, and do not make IVF only for the rich. I am blessed and have one child already, but would cut off my right arm for the miracle of one more child. (87)
IVF children are precious miracles who are deeply loved and cherished. (15)
An IVF waiting room is a very sad room- couples who have tried endlessly to conceive sit there waiting & hoping for a miracle to give them what should naturally be theirs- a child. (15)

	Pricing parenthood
	Senator Xenophon says the Government is potentially pricing people out of becoming parents.

''We'll have a situation where there's IVF for the rich and infertility for everyone else,'' he said. (23)
Senator Fielding says capping reimbursements is actually a tax on mothers. (23)
The executive director of the patient advocacy group ACCESS Infertility Network, Sandra Dill, said capping the safety net for IVF patients was discriminatory and would "mean working-class [people] will not be able to afford to have a child"(71)
The Zogopouloses fear such a move would render their dream of giving Isabella a brother or sister financially impossible. "It is very disappointing," Ms Zogopoulos, 37, says. "There are plenty of other things that the Government can look at and cut money from." (68)
If proposed changes to the Extended Medicare Safety Net go through, Australia may become a place where deserving couples are priced out of parenthood. (90)
Maree Picken, 44, of Perth, is a board member of Access Australia and underwent successful IVF treatment that resulted in the birth of her daughter, now aged four. She underwent seven IVF cycles at a total cost of about $20,000. The final few cycles would not have been possible had it not been for the safety net, Ms Picken said. (41)
Ms Kent counts she and her husband lucky because they conceived before new policy is introduced. "I just feel for other people who have not been able to conceive and are weighing up whether they can afford to have a child," she said. (20)
If the speculation of cuts to IVF funding is true, such treatments will be out of the financial reach of many Australian couples from next week. Having a baby could become a luxury. I'm appalled a Labor government would let that happen - making money a deciding factor in who has children. (69)
	I actually think IVF for only those who can afford it is a great idea. Then we have couples having children that can actually afford to raise the kids without needing to rely on a never ending catalogue of government handouts. From Baby Bonuses to family tax supplements and a host of others over the course of their lives. I have a very simple philosophical position. If you can’t afford to have kids then don’t. (13)
If you can not afford the treatments, then you sure as hell cant afford to have kids.... Seems simple enough to me. (44)
As a tax payer, I would rather pay $30,000 to parents to have a child that really want one and that will love & nurture that child to grow into a responsible adult than pay $5000 baby bonuses to people who make a living being on welfare, drug addicts & teenage mums who may end up being a bigger burden in the long run. (60)
The joy of becoming a parent should be priceless. Thanks to this amazing technology we have our first on the way only four months to go. (49)


	Deserving citizens
	In addition to the incredible burden already being carried by these families, they have now been told they are undeserving of continuing support. Kevin Rudd can seek to justify this any way he likes, but the truth is that it will quench the last flame of hope for many couples desperate for a family. (57)

	I for one have never claimed unemployment benefits, sickness benefits, never received a first home buyers grant, never ridden in an ambulance, never been to jail, or anything else that costs the Australian government money. I have paid tax since I was 14yrs and 9mths of age. Why shouldn't I claim on the one thing I have needed assistance for in my life? Everyone else does! (86)
My family has never received any handouts, not because we are rich, but because we actually put in the hard yards to try to set ourselves up. While others are taking advantage of 'first home owners grants' and 'baby bonuses' (neither of which we have accessed, nor qualitfy for), we are struggling to raise the necessary funds to provide for a family we so desperately want. We haven't been born into money, or have high profile jobs - we have just worked VERY hard since a young age and scrimped and saved our way through our 20's. Now faced with no other choice but IVF (following very expensive medical bills from an unexpected surgery), we will have to continue to make sacrifices for what others take advantage of everyday! (15)


	Profiteering by doctors
	''The changes to the extended Medicare safety net measure have been designed to cap doctors' fees where there is clear evidence they are excessive,'' Ms Roxon said. (23)
In parliament, Ms Roxon said the government stood by its budget measure which targeted the "exorbitant" salaries of specialists, not patients. (22)
Federal Health Minister Nicola Roxon last night insisted the target of the bill remained overcharging specialists. "The passage of this bill means the Rudd government can lift some of the burden from taxpayers who are subsidising the excessive income of some doctors," she said. (74)
The Government is touting the move as a clampdown on doctors who overcharge, arguing it will steer patients towards those with reasonable fees. But the director of the private Sydney clinic group IVF Australia, Michael Chapman, said fee rises were in line with overall "medical inflation" and reflected improvements in IVF techniques and the cost of growing embryos in laboratories. (71)
Senior fertility specialist at IVF Australia Michael Chapman disputed the "garbage" findings of a study by the Centre for Health Economics, Research and Evaluation at the University of Technology, Sydney, which found fees for a cycle of artificial reproduction treatment had risen 300 per cent between 2003 and last year, from $294 to $1148. The study's findings have been seized upon as proof that specialists ramped up their fees with the introduction of the Medicare safety net in 2004, knowing that the Government would bear the additional fee burden. "I'm extremely offended that the federal Government would accuse doctors of rorting," Professor Chapman said. (70)
But Prof Chapman said the government, which says it wants to crack down on specialists who charge exorbitant fees, was using the figures for political gain. "For every doctor that gets money, there are 10 staff members, the scientists, counsellors and nurses, they get funded through the rebate," he told AAP. Prof Chapman said he accepted there had been a 40 per cent rise in IVF fees over the past five years but said that it was in line with general medical inflation. (40)
But the president of the National Association of Specialist Obstetricians and Gynaecologists, Dr Andrew Pesce, denied that charging for IVF in Australia was spiralling out of control, saying costs were relatively low by world standards.He said the increase was due to IVF becoming the treatment of choice for infertility, whereas previously it was one option among several, including surgery. (68)
The confrontational stance is likely to further inflame tensions with medical specialists, who are already smarting at suggestions they have been "rorting" the safety net by jacking up their fees since it was introduced in 2004. Infuriated obstetricians and fertility specialists yesterday blasted the Government for the deeper-than-feared safety net cuts, saying the multi-million-dollar income figures were themselves inflated. (18) 

But the Government hopes its crackdown, rather than penalising patients, will instead put pressure on high-end specialists to moderate charges... The review found that the safety net benefits were going excessively to some specialists. For some obstetrics and IVF services, of every dollar spent on the safety net, "78 cents is going to providers and only 22 cents to reducing patients' costs", the review said. Providers knew patients were likely to qualify for the net and felt "fewer competitive constraints on their fees"...Specialists' incomes in these areas have soared. In 2008, the highest 10 per cent of IVF specialists were paid $4.5 million each through Medicare - including $2.2 million through the safety net. (77)
	I just read this article and quite stunned when it says last year (2008), Medicare SatetyNet paid 4.5 millions to IVF specilist each (remember 4.5 millions). I agree that IVF dotors have helped lots of us to make our dreams come true. But we can't deny the facts that they are quite "rots" as the article says with their fees has gone up to 300% over the past few years. They quite overcharge us with their fees. (45)
“More than half the money handed out goes straight to obstetricians and gynaecologists" Stopping ripoffs is GOOD! (17)
Given the inherent immorality of many of the Artificial Reproductive Techniques (ART) used by fertility clinics one shouldn't be surprised that an ART lobby group wants tax payers money to top up the coffers of fertility clinics. Fertility clinics are all about money. The rights of the "artificially conceived" and tax payers are of no relevance to such organisations. (16)
It is a shame that the greed of the Infertility clinics will effect the access of women to infertility treatment...(10)
Blaming the specialists for charging fees for their highly specialised services is a cop-out, and if this is the new benchmark, then why target IVF? How about other highly specialised medical services? Surely the fact that a couple can't have children without having to undergo the stress that is IVF is enough of an obstacle to parenthood. Why put another massive roadblock in their way? (35)
But It would be nice if the doctors actually reduced their outrageous fees. (34)
I think it is shocking that Repromed suggests people go into further credit debt, rather than drop their prices to make it more affordable... (78)
Repromed is only interested in making money. (46)


	Managing public money and making good policy choices
	The cost of the scheme has risen by 28 per cent since 2007. Today IVF and obstetric services account for about 44 per cent of the annual taxpayer-funded bill. The safety net, introduced by the Howard government in 2004, covers 80 per cent of out-of-pocket medical costs above $1111.60 in any given year, or $555.70 for those on lower incomes. According to one estimate, the cost of obstetric and gynaecological services has increased by more than 400 per cent since the scheme was introduced in 2004. (36)
Ms Roxon had justified the cuts by drawing on new research that found 78c of every benefit dollar paid under the taxpayer-funded scheme went towards higher doctors' charges, rather than reducing patients' out-of-pocket costs. (75)
There are reports the government is considering an overhaul of the $300 million-a-year safety net scheme, through which people can have 80 per cent of their out-of-pocket medical expenses refunded once they spend over a certain threshold. (72)
The review into the $319 million safety net comes as speculation intensifies that Medicare benefits for obstetrics and IVF services will be cut back or means-tested to rein in the burgeoning costs of the policy. (37)

	Tricky one, while I think there needs to be some form of rebate for IVF there also needs to be some sort of cap on number of cycles a person is entitled to.  The government doesn’t have unlimited funds.  There probably needs to be an age limit as well because the chances of falling pregnant even with IVF are slim after 40, even if you do get pregnant, there are also more likely to be health complications for both mother and baby, higher chance of C section, premature babies needing intervention which could also cost the taxpayer.  Possibly some tighter regulation within the industry itself would not go astray baby making is big business and there are some people out there selling false promises.  (59)
If there is a limited health budget (and there is) I would rather the government paid for the necessities that sick people can’t live without, for people who are already alive and living amongst us, rather than paying the cost to try to make more people maybe, just maybe, get born. (79) 

This nation has a limited funding pool to maintain the health of its citizens. Sure, if the supply of money was endless. we could all be spending wildly on all kinds of elective procedures. But since taxpayers’ money is in limited supply it is very difficult to justify the expenditure of taxpayers’ monies on IVF when that money could be better spent on alleviating the pain and suffering that prevents people from having a comfortable and meaningful existence. (63)
Infertility is not a disfiguring, painful or life-threatening condition. Taxpayers’ money should not be used to artificially bring more people who would not otherwise be here into an already overpopulated world. There are far more urgent health and social programs that need funding. (82)

	Prognostic factors
	In 2005 the Howard government tried to cut costs by limiting funding tothree IVF cycles a year for women up to the age of 42, or three intotal for older women. Then health minister Tony Abbott incurred the wrath of the IVF lobby and the government beat a retreat. "If you are a forty something woman, who is desperate to have a baby, and the government decides the rules are going to be changed to make it harder for you to pay for this, you get very, very unhappy," Mr Abbott said yesterday. "It [the proposal] fell foul of the `I'm over 40 and I need my baby' brigade." (36)

It can often take more than one IVF cycle for a woman to fall pregnant. (40)

But with Labor's economic strategists now considering ways to pare back the safety net scheme, the IVF industry fears rebates on fertility and obstetric services are again at risk. Options being considered by the Government are believed to include capping the number of (now unlimited) publicly funded cycles available, means testing, and restricting access on the basis of age. (68)
She did not believe access to IVF should be restricted on the basis of age because individual doctors made decisions on a case-by-case basis and were unlikely to recommend IVF to women who had a low probability of success. (68)
According to IVF rights campaigner Sandra Dill, from Access Australia, out-of-pocket expenses per cycle could be $3000 - up from $1000 at the moment. When you consider most people need two or three cycles to become pregnant, it's just not affordable. (61)
	I think each couple should be entitiled to 3 free IVF cycles. After that, it is capped at a 50% rebate for the next 3. (47)
Tricky one, while I think there needs to be some form of rebate for IVF there also needs to be some sort of cap on number of cycles a person is entitled to.  The government doesn’t have unlimited funds.  There probably needs to be an age limit as well because the chances of falling pregnant even with IVF are slim after 40, even if you do get pregnant, there are also more likely to be health complications for both mother and baby, higher chance of C section, premature babies needing intervention which could also cost the taxpayer. (59)
However, the fact is that Medicare is funding many women to have an unrestricted number of IVF cycles when there is little clinical chance they will achieve a pregnancy . Even when older women achieve a pregnancy, for women aged over 35 there is a reduced chance they will have a baby due to the high miscarriage rate in this age group. There needs to be a limit on the number of Medicare funded cycles for women aged 40 and older who have a 2% chance of a live birth. Not many other Medicare funded medical treatments have such a low success rate for older women.Putting aside the emotion, funding and the payments to obstetricians and for treating women aged over 40 needs review. (10)
People over 30 shouldn't be allowed on the program either. (62)
I also heard an IVF Dr on ABC radio freely admit that most of the fertility problems with his patients was due to their AGE, ie they left it all too late and are now paying the price. Should the tax payer have to pay this price? (43)
As far as the age issue yes i think there should be a time to know when enough is enough but that should be up to the indvidual and the doctors involved not the govt or people who have little or no understanding of the matter. (11) 

	A ‘human right’ or a ‘lifestyle choice’
	Surely having a baby is a basic right worth fighting for? ...And so we must fight for the right of 11,000 babies to be born every year to parents who desperately want to have kids, but can't for medical reasons...The "right to IVF" debate should instead be about the couple next door, and their right to have the baby they've always wanted. (61)
There is something very human for many of us about wanting to have children and about wanting to see that little baby grow into a child, and a teenager, and eventually an adult. It’s deeply ingrained in our psyche.  For many it is a key part of life. Science can deliver this opportunity to thousands of Australians every year who would otherwise be left infertile.  Government must not stand in the way. (90)
DAVID SCARR: I think there’s some things that you do in a civilised society, and helping people with the most basic kind of dream as to have a child. (73)
	I agree that the wider population seem to think that ART is like an elective treatment- much like liposuction or teeth whitening. What most people seem to forget is that having children is a BASIC HUMAN RIGHT and help to achieve that goal should be given to everyone regardless of age, race, community status etc. (12)
You have a basic maternity right - the right to get pregnant & be maternal. It doesn't provide a 'right' to have us pay for it. Your kid, your cost. (66)
We have every right to have children. We didn't ask to have fertility issues. This is the hand we have been dealt and they should admire our strengh and determination to strive for our dream. (84)
Having children isn’t a right or a duty, it’s a privelege and a desire. No-one’s being forced to have children at great expense here (unless pro-lifers get their way, but that’s a different argument altogether). (67)
Having a baby is NOT a need, it is a WANT.  Just because you WANT a baby, it doesn’t mean you need one.  Get over yourself! (91)
The problem has got worse with singles and homosexuals accessing IVF treatment. IVF subsidies and treatment should only be provided to those couples who cant have children for medical reasons, not lifestyle reasons. Same applies if a woman waits until they are in their mid 30's before having a child, we all know as a woman gets older they are less fertile and if you want a career then find its hard to get pregnant in your mid 30's that was your decision and tax payers shouldnt have to foot any of the bills. (88)
This is like saying the government should pay for those in their 40’s who haven’t bought a house yet cause they didn’t ‘have a choice until then’.  This is a ridiculous argument. If we all spend our 20 and 30’s having a good time cause only the Brady Bunch don’t then we have to deal with that. Not the government. We all make decisions and have to take responsibility for our lives. Its not up to the government to pay for our lifestyle choices. (43)
Not unfair, its just. Many women who have IVF chose a career over family then when they want a child they are barren so in this case the money they earned in their careers can be used for IVF, not taxpayers money being used to fund their careers and lifestyle choices.  (39)

	Equity 
	"IVF will be something for the wealthy and the rest of the community will have to miss out. I find that fundamentally unfair from an equity point of view." (90)
"To be put in a position to think you can't afford a child, it's just not fair," Mrs Christy, 40, said. (80)
Ms Zogopoulos believes the only fair cut would be a means test, by which wealthier people get smaller rebates. (68)
"It's unfair," Ms Georgiou said. "I think everyone should be given the opportunity to have a child. People won't be able to realise their dream, especially low-income earners. They won't get the chance to become parents."(70)

	what about ivf for pensioners its so hard to afford much on a pension and i beleive there should be some sort of subsodised ivf treatment or some thing (83)
I’m sorry Mr Xenophon, but there are already thousands of infertile Australians unable to afford infertility treatment.  I am a public gynaecologist in Cairns.  The vast majority of infertile families in this region are already unable to afford infertility treatment (including most notably indigenous families).  The state provides no public infertility treatment.  Only the rich have ever been able to afford this.  Meanwhile, my private colleagues get richer and richer and squeal like pigs when their income is threatened.  To think that equitable access already exists and changes will somehow deny poor people treatment is a fantasy - they are already excluded. (65)
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