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Tuesday, 21 September 1982
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade) took the chair at 5.3 p.m.
and read the prayer.
DEATH OF THE HONOURABLE
CHARLES SHERWIN GAWITH
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) I move:
That this House place on record its deep
regret at the death1 on 16 September 1982, of
the Honourable Cnarles Sherwin "Gawith, a
former Member of this House, and its keen
appreciation of the long and valuable services
rendered by him to the Parliament and the
people of Victoria as a Member for the
Monash Province from 1955 to 1976.

The honourable member represented
Monash Province from 2 April 1955
until 14 July 1967. He was a member
of the House Committee from 1955 to
1967. The honourable member was a
councillor of the City of Prahran from
1'949 to 1964 and he was twice mayor,
from 1953 to 1954 and from 1960 to
1961. He was founder of the Gawith
Villa Training Centre for Mentally Retarded Children, which was completed
in 1962. He was proprietor and cofounder of Gawith Brothers, the bread
manufacturers; he was Chairman of
Millgate Jones and Gawith Pty Ltd,
engineers; and Director of Willetfs Pty
Ltd and Consolidated Insurances of
Australia.
I did not know Mr Gawith as a
member of the House. I knew him in a
union official-employer representative
capacity and met him from time to
time. The Leader of the Opposition is
one member present in the House who
knew him more intimately. On behalf
of the Government, I extend to Mr
Gawith's immediate family our condolences and express our deep regret
at his passing.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -Certainly, I desire to associate both myself and my party with
the motion. I knew the late Charles
Gawith very well during the six years
in which we served together in this
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House. He is another example of the
rich diversity of character which the
House produces.
He was an English migrant. He came
to this country before he had reached
his teens. He migrated here with three
brothers, two elder and one younger,
and I am informed that the four
brothers came to the country without
a parent and made their ways here.
Charles and his younger brother later
built the Gawith's bread chain which
developed and became a very valuable
business. Charles and his brother became wealthy men.
Charles felt a deep sense of gratitude
to the country and to the community,
which he displayed in a great many
ways. He was a philanthropist, a fact
which was little known because he
made no song and dance about it.
What I have learned has been in the
main from other people who have told
me since. One example is that for a
great many years he supplied bread to
the canteen of the Windsor State
School and never once charged the
school for it. I heard that story not
from Mr Gawith but subsequently from
a former headmaster of the school. I
have no doubt that if Charles Gawith
supplied bread to one school in the
area, . he supplied it to others as well.
He was engaged in .many charitable
acts and perhaps the most notable was
the establishment of the Gawith Villa
Training Centre for Mentally Retarded
Children.
As the Leader of the House said,
Charles Gawith served as councillor of
the City of Prahran and twice became
its mayor. He was a colourful mayor.
He sought Parliamentary office first in
1952 and, although he could have been
described as a somewhat conservative
gentleman at that stage, it is noteworthy that when he stood for the
State seat of Prahran against Robert
Pettiona in 1952. as a result of the
boundaries-and before the 1955 split
-it was impossible for the Liberals to
win that seat. However, his employees
came out in droves to work on the
booths for him although they were
people who normally would have voted
Labor. One of his employees told me
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with utter certainty that Charles would
win that election and he also told me
what he would do in Bourke Street if
he were wrong. Whether he carried
that out, I do not know, but on that
occasion the late Charles Gawith did
not win. Three years later, he succeeded to the Monash Province.
In this House the late Charles Gawith
was a man of independent views and
was not always subject to party discipline. He said exactly what he
thought, but with fierce integrity. For
example, when the Bread Industry Bill
was about to be debated, as I have
mentioned on another occasion, Charles
Gawith was advised that he need
that
not
leave
the
Chamber,
his 'interest was not such as
to require him to leave it, but he
went out on everyone of the eleven
occasions on which the Bill was before
the House, thus depriving us of a
much needed number. Nevertheless,
Charles Gawith acted with the characteristic integrity that he always exhibited.
The remark for which he was most
famous was, in fact, a misreporting. It
occurred during the debate on capital
punishment. Mr Galbally interjected,
"You would be the hangman if called
upon", and Charles Gawith said, "Yes".
The next day the headlines read, "I will
be the hangman-M.P.". Charles was
very hurt by that report which he regarded as being entirely different from
what he had said. The matter was reported as though he had made an offer
when he had really said that, if he
had been called upon as a citizen to
do the job, he would. It was rather
different.
When the 1967 redistribution took
effect, one province in that area disappeared, and the question arose of
whether Mr Thompson or Mr Gawith
should be endorsed for the Monash Province. Charles Gawith willingly stood
aside in favour of the Honourable
Lindsay Thompson, made no fuss about
the matter and did not seek in any way
to undertake a challenge. That was the
measure of the man. He put his party
ahead of himself and did not seek to
challenge in those circumstances.
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Charles was a keen racing man. When
he bought Big Philou, although he had
left the House by that time he regularly attended the dining-room and he
told honourable members that he had
a winner. He backed Big Philou for
the two 'cups, for a large sum of money.
The horse won the Caulfield Cup, and
Charles told everyone that it was a
certainty for the Melbourne Cup. Unfortunately, a group who stood to lose
a large amount if Big Philou won, engaged somebody to nobble the horse
and that was done. It may be recalled that a man was subsequently
warned off for that event.
That was the greatest tragedy in
Charles Gawith's life. He sought to
win those two cups and was convinced
that Big Philou could do it. He invested a large sum of money with a
view to winning. He never felt quite
the same about racing after that incident which was, to him, a sad incident.
The late Charles Gawith leaves 4
children, 2 grandchildren and 5 stepgrandchildren. To all of them we
extend our sympathy and our appreciation of a life of service to the Prahran
and Victorian communities.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
Province) -Members of the National
Party wish to associate themselves
with this motion. The House is indebted to Mr Hunt for providing some
insight into the life 'Of Charles Gawith,
whom many of us never had the
opportunity to know or to come into
contact with. Obviously the Honourable
Charles Gawith had great charity and
made a signifi'cant contribution to Victoria. When Mr Hunt spoke of independent views at times, I asked myself
what was new in relation to the Monash Province. From time to time a few
independent views have come from
there, but I do not think that does
Parliament any harm. Certainly it was a
part of the Honourable Charles Gawith's
life in this place that from time to
time he used, as Mr Hunt indicated,
som.e degree of independence. Probably
the Parliament as an institution gained
from that.
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Charles Gawith served twelve years
in this Parliament, which is a significant term, and he clearly also involved
himself in the rest of the community.
That gives some insight into the man
and the sort of person about whom we
are speaking today. Members of the
National Party offer our sympathy and
condolences to his family. Certainly
this State has lost a great Victorian.
The motion was agreed to in silence,
honourable members showing their
unanimous agreement by standing in
their places.
MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
(PRIVATE HOSPITALS) BILL
This Bnl was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon.
D. R. WHITE (Minister of Water Supply), was read a first time.
DENTISTS (FEES) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon.
D. R. WHITE (Minister of Water Supply), was read a first time.
MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
(PRIVATE HOSPITALS) BILL
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade) announced the receipt of a
message from the Assembly transmitting the following resolution with which
they desired the concurrence of the
Council:
That upon the enactment of the Bill the
provisions contained' in the Medical Practitioners (Private Hospitals) Bill be referred to
the Social Development CommiUee for inquiry,
consideration and report.

It was ordered that the message be
taken into consideration later this day.
MORTUARY INDUSTRY AND
CEMETERIES ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade) announced the receipt of a
message from the Assembly transmitting the following resolution with
which they desired the concurrence of
the Council:
That the resolution of the House of 1 July
1982 appointing the Mortuary Industry and
Cemeteries Administration Committee and pro-
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viding that four members constitute a quorum
of the committee be amended so far as to
provide that three members shall constitute the
quorum of the committee.

It was ordered that the message be
taken into consideration later this day.

SALINITY COMMITTEE
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade) announced the receipt of a
message from the Assembly transmitting the following resolution with
which they desired the concurrence of
the Council:
That the resolution of the House of 1 July
1982 appointing a Salinity Committee providing
that four members constitute a quorum of that
committee be amended so far as to provide
that three members sball constitute the quorum
of the committee.

It was ordered that the message be
taken into consideration later this day.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

DROUGHT
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo
Province)-In view of the large number
of sheep in Victoria which are suffering
from the extreme drought conditions,
when will the Minister of Agriculture
make a decision to apply a slaughter
bounty to sheep in Victoria, particularly
to enable the humane destruction of a
large number of very skinny sheep?
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -The matter of a slaughter
bounty has been raised many times
recently and has been the subject of
continual discussion. It was discussed
yesterday at the meeting of the Victorian Drought Advisory Committee
chaired by the Minister of Soldier
Settlement who is the Minister responsible for administering financial assistance for drought relief.
It was the decision of the Victorian
Drought Advisory Committee that a
further assessment of the position
should be made. If it is considered
after a further assessment of the
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sheep numbers that the assistance
which is presently being given by way
of fodder and grain subsidy, should
also include a slaughter bounty, the
matter will be discussed again by the
committee and a recommendation made
to the Government which will then
make a decision one way or the other
taking into account the circumstances
at the time.

21 September 1982

COUNCIL

145

also its activities. The Government will
then look at the recommendations to
see whether any or all should be implemented. Following that, when the
Government has made a decision on
the action it will take in regard to the
review panel's final decision, I will make
a Ministerial statement outlining what
alteration, if any, will take place.
DROUGHT

FORESTS COMMISSION OPERATIONS
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North
Eastern Province) -I refer to a matter
which I raised with the Minister of
Forests during the autumn sessional
period, namely the matter of operations
within the Forests Commission. At that
time the Minister informed the House
that he was currently authorizing a
major investigation into the operations
of the Forests Commission. Has that
investigation been concluded and, if so,
will the Minister make a Ministerial
statement on the findings of that inquiry to this House? If not, when the
inquiry in concluded will he then make
a Ministerial statement to the House
on that matter?
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Forests) -The Forests Commission has been subject to a review
over the past five to six weeks. The review is still not complete. As part of
that review, the review panel set up
a team of task forces within the commission, each comprised of commission officers, which reported on various
aspects of the Forests Commission
activities. It has been a very worthwhile exercise. Four reports have been
completed by the task forces but the
fifth has not been fully assessed as it
was made only this week. The task
forces have covered a vast range of
activities within the commission.
In addi tion, the review panel has
been carrying out a review of the structure of the commission and has almost
completed its work. When it has I will
advise the Government and make
recommendations on what the Government should do in regard to not only
the structure of the commission but

The Hon. C. J. KENNEDY (Waverley
Province) -I direct a question to the
Leader of the Government. Is it a fact
that the Government has had several
unusual suggestions with respect to
solutions to the drought? If so, can
the Minister give an indication of the
range of such suggestions?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) There have been a number of suggestions, some unusual and some not so
unusual, with respect to how the
drought should be handled. Perhaps the
one which is dearest to my heart is
one that comes to the Deputy Premier
via the Agent-General's Office in London from a Mrs E. E. Hill-Thornton who
wrote to the Agent-General who forwarded the letter to the Deputy Premier. I do not know whether it was
done on the basis that he thought
Robert Fordham had the best sense of
humour! The letter reads:
I don't know why I should be bothered about
droughts in Australia, but I feel I have to write,
and try and help.
I have noticed, if I have a bath on Wednesday,
and wash a petticoat whilst sitting in the bath,
then pun out the plug, sitting there till the
water runs away, we always get rain for two
or three days afterwards.

So get some Australian women to do this.
Libra subjects September 23rd to October 23rd.
Try it.

The letter is signed by the good lady.
There have been some very serious
suggestions made with respect to the
drought. I believe that some of them,
although they have been very humourous, are very seriously put forward.
I only wish the Government had the
extraordinary power to bring a solution.
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The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province)-The Leader of the Government will remember that in his previous
capacity as Leader of the Opposition
he advocated that the Budget Papers
be laid upon the table of this House to
enable debate in this Chamber forthwith after their presentation in the
Legislative Assembly. Now that he is
the Leader of the Government, will he
arrange for that course to be taken
tomorrow?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-That
is a matter which I will take up with
the Treasurer tomorrow.
SOLUTION MINING

The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE (Melbourne West Province) -In view of the
concern by the State Rivers and Water
Supply Commission over plans of the
mining company Conzinc Riotinto of
Australia Ltd to conduct in-ground
tests with cyanide to recover gold from
ancient waterways, I ask the Minister
for Conservation, as a matter of urgency, to ensure that no cyanide or dangerous chemical is used by this company in such a way as to create a
·health risk.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -1 am aware of the
process. I have seen some indication
that the State Rivers and Water Supply
Commission is concerned. I should indicate that concern has been expressed
by a large number of other people in
the community about this method of
mining. Solution mining involves the
introduction into the ground of solutions capable of dissolving gold in
what is called a deep lead and then
recovering the solution including any
dissolved gold. The dissolved gold is
removed on the surface by means of a
chemical process.
Tests are being done now in regard
to this m'ethod at Eastville near Ben-digo. The trials that have been conducted so far were authorized by the
former Minister for Minerals and
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Energy. They are being done under the
special conditions of an exploration
licence. CRA now wishes to extend
those trials and it is necessary for those
extended trials to be agreed to by the
Minister for Minerals and Energy.
Prior to continuing with any further
research involving the use of cyanide
compounds, I, as Minister for Conservation, have required the company to
prepare a preliminary report, a document which is defined within the Environment Effects Act 1978. I have
asked the company to prepare that
report on its future proposals.
The report was advertised for public
comment in both national and local
papers on 4 September-a couple of
weeks ago-and the closing date for
the receipt of comments is 4 October
-in a week or two.
The object of requiring the report
and examining comments on it is to
determine not whether we should go
into solution mining wholesale but
whether I should advise the Minister
for Minerals and Energy to allow further trials. It may be that a full environment effects statement will be
needed. That is still to be determined.
My Ministry has engaged the services
of an experienced hydrogeologist to
provide an independent, expert guide.
In the end, the assessment will be
mine and I will advise the Minister for
Minerals and Energy firstly, whether,
further trials should be approved and,
secondly, whether further trials should
be approved subject to certain conditions and, as I said, subject to a full
environment effects statement.
Mr President, I point out that I have
answered the question in some detail
because I know that it is a matter of
real concern to individuals and groups
on both sides. There may be a major
viable industry and we need to know
exactly what that entails and there may
also be a major environmental hazard,
particularly to underground water, and
we certainly need to know what that
entails. That is why I have answered
the question at length. I simply wish to
let honourable members know that the '
matter is well in hand and that they
now have the opportunity of submitting
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their comments on the report prior to
4 October and those comments will be
taken into account.
GAS CHARGES
The Hon. D. G. CROZIER (Western
Province) -Can the Minister for
Minerals and Energy confirm that for
the past week thousands of Victorians
have been paying more for their gas
but they do not know how much more
and they will not know, presumably,
until the Treasurer delivers his Budget
speech some time tomorrow? Further,
is there any precedent for such retrospective pricing in the history of the
Gas and Fuel Corporation?

The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister
for Minerals and Energy) -The details
of the changes to the gas tariff will
be announced in the Budget tomorrow.
The increases were foreshadowed following the Gas and Fuel Corporation
board meeting prior to Tuesday, 14
September, from which date the increases will be operative.
PRIMARY INDUSTRY TAX

The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North
Western Province)-In view of the
Government's announcement that it intends to drop the proposal to put a
levy on milk, will the Minister of Agriculture assure the House that statutory
authorities serving primary industry
will not be subject to a turnover tax
or levy? Further, is it a fact that the
Government is considering such a tax,
which would add significantly to the
costs of primary producers in Victoria?
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -A statement of proposed
principles relating to possible dairying
industry legislation was distributed to
the dairying industry. The statement
was designed to be the basis for discussion and one of the proposals it
contained was a levy of 3 per cent on
the revenue of the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority, which was to be
devoted to supporting the herd improvement organization of Victoria.
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The United Dairyfarmers of Victoria
indicated that its members believe their
industry should contribute to the services that are provided for its betterment and for increased productivity.
They accept the fact that services such
as herd improvement are of great value
to their industry and they have been
discussing means by which they could
provide a contribution to their own
well-being.
Unfortunately, the statement of proposed principles-which was, as I said,
to be the basis of discussion and
which had been the subject of some
discussion with the industry-was misinterpreted by the President of the
United Dairyfarmers of Victoria in a
letter sent to members of Parliament,
which suggested that the State Government intended to implement the
proposal. The president of the organization knows quite well that that proposal was merely one of a series of
points that were the subject of consultation and discussion.
Subsequent to that breach of faith
on the part of the United Dairyfarmers
of Victoria, I notified the president of
the organization that the statement of
proposed principles had been withdrawn. I advised him that the Government would prepare a revised statement of proposed principles. I hope the
United Dairyfarmers of Victoria will
accept the prinCiple of consultation,
which the Government has constantly
endeavoured to introduce.
In response to the question about a
levy on statutory authorities, it is not
a subject on which I am competent to
give any information.
DISCRIMINATION AGAINST CLUB
MEMBERS
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Melbourne
West Province) -Can the Minister for
Tourism advise the House of the Government's attitude to certain licensed
clubs that discriminate against members on. the basis of their sex?

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Tourism)-The Government
views with considerable concern the
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fact that clubs, particularly those that
occupy Crown land, have a history of
a continuing practice of discrimination
against members of the public on the
ground of sex. My understanding is
that the Equal Opportunity Board is
able to oppose licence renewal applications before the Liquor Control Commission at the appropriate time. In my
view, therefore, the whole matter can
be addressed by the Liquor Control
Commission at the appropriate time.
CASINO INQUIRY
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN
(Western Province) -In relation to the
letter made available to the House last
week by the Minister for Economic
Development, which was written by
Mr Howard Nathan to Mr F. X. Connor, QC, and dated 24 August, and
which commences, "Dear X" and deals
with the casino inquiry, in the light of
the references in that letter to "political considerations", can the Minister
explain how he justifies his statement
to the House last week, that t.he Government's decision not to allow Mr
Connor to travel overseas and to bring
overseas witnesses to Australia was
based on economic considerations?
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the inquiry is of a mind to put to the
Premier that it desires to go overseas
or to seek other resources to facilitate
the inquiry in line with the objectives
set for him by the Government in the
terms of reference, that travel and
those resources will be given to him on
the request being made.
RETAIL FOOD HEALTH
REGULATIONS
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province) -The question I
wish to ask deals with health regulations in the retailing of food and
should therefore, I presume, be
to
either the
Minister
directed
represepting the Minister of Health.
Government or to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health.
Is the Minister aware that multinational companies are able to flout
health regulations in supplying food to
supermarkets in country areas because
councils are reluctant to contest appeals
to the Supreme Court and the High
Court? If so, will the Minister and the
Government financially support councils
on behalf of the consuming public in
pressing appeals to the Supreme Court
and High Court?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -The
high cost of legal representation in a
whole range of matters is of considerable concern to the Government. I think
it is the first time that the honourable
member, or any other honourable member, has drawn that specific matter to
my attention, and I would be only too
pleased to raise it with the appropriate
Minister and give the honourable member an appropriate response.

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade)-Order! The honourable
member seems to be raising a ma tter
that was fully debated last week. Perhaps he is able to add something?
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAINI am not doing that, Mr President.
The question I am asking is: How does
the Minister square the reference in the
letter he supplied to "political considerations" with the reason for not providing both an overseas trip and the
importation of overseas witnesses, in
his statement to the House to the effect
AUSTRALIAN MEAT INDUSTRY
that that decision was based upon
ROYAL COMMISSION
economic considerations and a desire
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland
to expedite the inquiry?
Province) -I ask the Minister of AgriThe Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -I am . culture whether the Royal Commission
not answerable for what is in the mind into the meat industry made any recomof the author of a letter that was not mendations for a single meat inspection
written by me, but I stand by the service and, if so, what action does the
assertion I made many times during the Government intend to take to impledebate: That if the board conducting ment the recommendations.
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-The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade)-Order! As I understand it,
the House will have an opportunity of
seeing this report later this day, and the
question should properly wait until after
the report is available for everybody to
see.
RURAL FINANCE COMMISSION
The Hon. J. W. S. RADFORD
(Bendigo Province) -Will the Minister
of Soldier Settlement inform the House
what funds have been made available to
the Rural Finance Commission to meet
the urgent requests of drought-affected
farmers? If no funds have been made
made available by Treasury, when will
they be made available to the commission?
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Soldier Settlement) -The Rural
Finance Commission has funds available, and the Government has approved
of funds to the commission for drought
relief; $7 million of Victorian funds
have been approved by the Cabinet.
The Hon. J. W. S. Radford-That $7
million has been made available to the
commission?
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE-That
is right, and the funds are available
now to farmers, who are eligible for
the subsidy, on application.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE (Melbourne West Province) -I wish to make
a personal explanation, and I do so because last week in this House Mrs
Baylor chose to launch a personal attack on me based on a grossly distorted
article in the Truth newspaper, which
implied that I was spearheading a campaign to legalize incest. Mrs Baylor
now has moved to debate the question
on whether the Government wants to
dissociate itself from, what she claims,
are "my" views on this matter. 1 would
treat this notice of motion with the contempt it deserves, except that I believe that 1 should clarify the situation
by stating the facts of the matter, and
the facts are as follows:
I discovered, on returning from a
brief overseas visit, that I had been
the object of a scurrilous attack in the
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Truth newspaper. I was

rather surprised to find that the attack centred
on an event that had occurred three
months earlier at an Australian Labor
Party conference as part of a jointly
sponsored policy committee report, and
the only comment in the article directly
attributed to me was, according to the
Truth journalist in question, told to him
by a vague someone who had ostensibly attended that conference.
Before the article was published, the
Truth journalist rang my office and
spoke to my secretary and said that he
intended to write a story about my
plans to legalize incest.
My secretary answered in good faith,
and certainly not as my "spokesman",
as quoted in the Truth article. Her remarks were subsequently written
totally out of context. She wrote to
Truth in refutation of the article but,
as one would expect, they declined to
publish her letter.
1 will now read a few extracts from
her letter, but I inform honourable
members that the entire text of the
letter is available to them if they wish
to read it. The letter is addressed to
uThe Editor, Truth", and it is dated
9 September. It reads:
Sir,
I read the story by Peter Olszwewski regarding
incest (Truth, 7.9.1982) with great interest and
some surprise, as I believe that I may be the
"spokesman" to whom your journalist referred_
Certainly, I have a rather deep voice, but had
your journalist bothered to find out to whom
he was speaking on the telephone, he would
have learned that I am a member of the ALP
Status of Women Policy Committee and not a
"spokesman" for Joan Coxsedge, who has
neither appointed nor required such a person.
I will leave Joan Coxsedge to speak for herself, as she has always done with great vigour.
Peter Olszwewski wanted to speak to Joan
Coxsedge about a story, from an unknown
source, that she was trying to legalize incest
as she had raised the issue at the June Conference of the Victorian ALP. It was obviously a
realIy hot piece of information, almost three
months old. Although I should have expected
something of the kind to surface when Joan
was taking the first break she had had for
well over a year. I was nai~e enolfgh. to try
to explain the matter to your JournalIst In what
I considered to be a conversation, not an
interview.
Your paper could have helped b.y raising the
issue in a responsible and serIOUS manner
instead of using cheap sensationalism to try
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to denigrate Joan Coxsedge, in her absence,
and trivialising a matter which is causing untold
suffering and misery to the most defenceless
members of our community.
I will know ne~t time that I am acting
foolishly in speaking .to a journalist as one
responsible human being to another and that
I am wasting my tJime in attempting to put the
correct perspective on a matter which is able
to be pervemed into a ttiti:Hating piece of Journalism for the ignorant and the vicious.

The Hon. K. I. M. Wrlght-Who
signed that letter?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-Margaret Willshire, who is my electorate
secretary. For almost a year prior to
the June State conference, two relevant
policy com·mittees, namely, the Status
of Women Committee and the Civil
Rights and Law Reform Committee,
had been jointly working on the question of sexual offences, with a view
to making a report to the Australian
Labor Party. This particular policy was
a package and contained a total of
fourteen recommendations on sexual
offences, including one on incest.
Given the extreme sensitivity of the
issue, it was gratifying that both policy
committees agreed unanimously on the
actual wording of the recommendations, which, as the President of the
Status of Women Committee, I presented to the June conference. At this
conference, thirteen of the recommendations were carried after some debate.
However, the recommendation on incest was subject to an adjournment
motion, because it was believed that
more discussion was needed on the
issue. This was carried without any
-debate whatsoever.
I now turn to the- recommendation,
which I will read to you. It states:
While the community consensU$ is clearly
against the practice of incest, it is not always
.appropriate for the law to punish it, wUh
criminal sanctions where consent has been
esta·blished. To this end the following should
apply:
To protect young persons who may be
exploited by an authoritative family figure,
sexu8il intercourse and indecent assault with
members of one's own family shall be a criminal
offence W1hen the age of the victim is under 17,
whether there is consent or not. Whatever the
age of the victim, where one member of a
family sexuaHy attacks another member of the

Personal Explanations
famUy, the ag.gressor shall be prosecuted for
the appropriate offence, such as sexual assault
with aggravating circumstance, indecent
assault, etc.

It is worth mentioning that much consultation took place with members of the

community as well as with lawyers in
the framing of this recommendation. The
views of the Royal Commission were
also taken into account. I defy anyone,
either in Parliament, in the community
at large or Mrs Baylor in particular, to
say that the policy put forward is
morally objectionable. The fact that the
clause recommends decriminalization of
incest between consenting adults over
the age of seventeen years only follows
the extremely strong stand that the recommendation takes against all sexual
violence. This view was taken after the
most careful consideration by the two
commUtees with the realization that
gaol is not the only response to this
complex and delicate problem, a position shared by the Royal Commission
on Human Relationships and the Australian Medical Journal.
Our intention was to bring the subject out into the open in a responsible
way. It is a fact that incest can happen
only in secret and, while silence prev'ails, incest will continue. It 'is not surprising that in this climate it is one of
the most under-reported of all sexual
offences. One is drawn to the conclusion
that it is talking about it which is the
big taboo rather than the offence itself.
It is ironic to say the least that Mrs
Baylor, who no doubt considers herself
a model of sexual virtue, takes her socalled information from a yellow rag
which bases its business on selling
women as sexual objects. If anyone
has any doubts about 'it, they should
look at the paper which I am holding
up to show honourable members. The
copy I have is actually the edition from
which Mrs Baylor took her information.
It is a vehicle for promoting prostitution and other forms of commercial
sex, which Mrs Baylor would no doubt
argue should never be decriminalized
and advertises, in not very subtle ways,
every kind of sexual experience for a

Personal Explanations

price. Fancy, Mrs Baylor of all people,
being prepared to move a motion in
this House-The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade~der! Mrs Coxsedge has
risen on a personal explanation and I
remind her that that is exactly what it
means. It is an explanation on how
matters affect honourable members. I
have given Mrs Coxsedge considerable
latitude in her explanation to the
House. I do not consider that any anticipation of the debate that may take
place in this Chamber should be canvassed at this stage. I intend now to
call the next item on the Notice Paper.
The Hon. H. G. BAYLOR (Boronia
Province)-I wish to make a personal
explana'tion. I want to m'ake it clear-The PRESIDENT-Order! Before the
honourable member starts her explanation, I shall read Standing Order No.
120, which is relevant to this matter.
It states:
I

By the indulgence of the Council a Member
may explain matters of a personal na,ture,
although there be no question before the
Coundl; but such matters may not be debated.
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it is also the practice that a personal
explanation should be made at the first
avaHable opportunity.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-I draw
attention to the weakness of the
motion.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-If it is
possible, a personal explanation should
be made immediately after the matter
arises. I 'explained to Mrs Baylor that
the statement by Mrs Coxsedge cannot
be debated and she understands that
perfectly well. However, she desires to
correct one reference made to her in
the statement and to do so briefly. I
suggest that it is appropriate that she
do so now, as it is 'the first available
opportunity.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade)-Order! I do not uphold
the point of order. If an honourable
member considers it necessary to make
a personal explanation, it should be
heard as soon as possible. I' invite Mrs
Baylor to make her personal explanation, but I again insist that the matter
should not be debated.
The Hon. H. G. BAYLOR (Boronia
Province)-Thank you, Mr President. I
simply want to clarify one point. My
motion does not in any way impugnThe PRESIDENT - Order! Matters
relating to the motion should await the
time ,when the motion becomes a matter
before the House.
The Hon. H. G. BAYLOR-I did not
make a personal attack on Mrs Coxsedge. She has every right to her views
and I did not question that in any way.
Her statement that I made an attack
on her was grossly misleading; in fact,
I attacked the Government.

I will not allow any debate on this
matter.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-On
a point of order, you, Mr 'President,
have been a strict President on this
matter. The practice has been that if a
personal explanation is forthcoming the
matter should be cleared firstly with
you as the Presiding Officer. If Mrs
Baylor wants to make a personal
explanation, it is incumbent that the
same rule applies equally to her as it
does to all honourable members in this
House. She should approach you during
the suspension of sitting for dinner to
receive a clearance on the substance
COMMAND PAPER
of her stand and personal explanation.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Having received that clearance, she Agriculture)-By command of His
should then raise the matter in the Excellency the Governor, I have the
House in the normal way, as applies honour to present the report of the
to Mrs Coxsedge and every other hon- Royal Commission into the Australian
Meat Industry. It was prepared by Sir
ourable member.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Edward Woodward.
I move:
Province)-On the point of order, the
That the report do He on the table.
Minister for Economic Development
The motion was agreed to.
has recounted part of the practice, but
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT

Royal Commission into Australian Meat
.
Industry
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture)-I wish to make a Ministerial statement on the report of Sir
Edward Woodward on the Australian
meat industry which has been awaited
with interest.
Appendix H of the report has not
been tabled. The Royal Commissioner
requested that this part of his report be
treated confidentially. In paragraph
2.121 of the report His Honour states:
Each of the allegations investigated is dealt
with in appropriate detail in Appendix H of this
report. The lessons to be learned in these
cases have been incoI'lporated in the findings
and recommendations in the body of the report.
In my view Appendix H to the report should
not be published until any criminal or quasi
criminal proceedings against persons referred
to in it have been finalized.

Ministerial Statement

'The previous Victorian Government
acted swiftly last year to press the
Commonwealth to establish a Royal
Commission on meat exports. It then
moved very promptly to provide the
Royal Commissioner with further terms
of reference to encompass all aspects
of processing and handling of meat for
consumption in Victoria. It was action
supported by all parties in this House.
At the same time the then Victorian
Government moved to strengthen controls and increase penalties for malpractices in the meat industry in Victoria. This was done through the Meat
Control Act 1981, which amended the
Abattoir and Meat Inspection Act 1973
and the Health Act 1958.

The House will be aware that one
meat exporter has been committed for
trial and charges have been laid against
I turn now to the substance of the some others. As presently advised, the
report. It is perhaps unnecessary to extent of these illegal practices is alindicate to the House the importance most wholly a Commonwealth matter.
of the meat industry for this State and
the Australian export industry gener- We should not assume that all those
ally. Victoria provides approximately persons engaged in abusing the trade
40 per cent of Australia's mutton and have been dealt with. The Attorneylamb exports and about 18 per cent of General has asked Victoria's SolicitorAustralia's exports of beef. It is General to re-examine some events
essential that our overseas customers relating to further individuals, particuas well as our domestic consumers con- larly in the light of the material continue to have confidence in the quality tained in this report.
of the meat provided to them and the
This report reveals yet again the
inspection services which are part of
familia·r
litany of Commonwealth inthat delivery chain.
action
and
indifference in correcting
In an assessment of the performance serious deficiencies
in its administration.
of its own meat inspection services in
evidence to the Royal Commission' of
It is necessary to draw the attention
Inquiry, the Commonwealth Depart- of this House to the fact that Mr
ment of Primary Industry admitted that Curran of the Australasian Meat Industhe service was inefficient costly try Employees Union and Senator Primpoorly managed, overstaffed' and, i~
some respects, corrupt. The Honourable mer alerted the relevant Commonwealth
Peter Nixon, Minister for Primary authorities in 1977 and 1978 of abuses
Industry, agreed with this assessment. in the meat indust·ry. It was not until
1980 that the Commonwealth appointed
So does Sir Edward Woodward.
the former Minister for the Navy, the
This situation had been revealed to
successive Federal Minister for Primary Honourable C. R. (Bert) Kelly, to chair
Industry by way of various complaints a small committee to advise on the
commencing in 1977. But little action problem of the dual inspection services
was undertaken by the Commonwealth by the State and Commonwealth. Mr
until after the discovery in San Diego Kelly characterized the state of the
on 27 July, 1981 of horse-meat in beef industry at the time as "shonky"-an
exported from Australia.
all too accurate colloquial description.

Ministerial Statement

M'r Kellyappropriately advised the Federal Minister for Primary Industry that
action could and should be taken to
rectify a very serious situation.
The Royal Commissioner has come
to the view Ithat the Minister, Mr
Nixon, did not deal either adequately
or effectively with allegations of corruption and abuse of power by meat
inspectors.
In contrast, the Royal Commissioner
has found that the Victorian Department of Agriculture has acted efficiently
in the discharge of its inspection functions. Sir Edward said:
I have been impressed by the standard of the
work of the Victorian meat inspection service.

And he added:
. . . the State inspection service in Victoria,
when compared with its D.P.1. counterpart,
appears superior in management and efficiency,
and less prone to corruption.

There were a few of the inspectors in
the Victorian service who failed to
comply with the expected standards.
They were dealt with. The same cannot
be said for a significant number of
Commonwealth officials.
I should add that the Royal Commissioner has commented on some aspects
·of the use of legal counsel in representing Government departments at inquiries. My Government intends' to
take up the issues which Sir Edward
has ,raised.
I now turn to some constructive
steps my Government will initiate.
Firstly, there will be greater involvement of the police in the investigation
of alleged malpractice. Secondly, there
will be continued promotion of the concept of the common Australian standard
of meat inspection and meat premises.
Thirdly, a review of the respective responsibilities of the Department of Agriculture, the Health Commission and
municipal authorities in relation to meat
inspection will be undertaken.
Turning to the national level, the
commissioner has referred to the unrealistic expectation:
that any final Australia-wide plan for a single
inspection service can be formulated which has
any prospect of universal acceptance by the
Commonwealth, ,the States and the Territories,
let alone the industry and the unions concerned.
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I do not sha1re that pessImIsm. My
Government appreciates the need for
a national uniform but not necessarily
monolithic meat inspection service.
The Commonwealth needs to be 'more
constructive and, I suggest, wholehearted in its discussions with this
and other States concerning a uniform
meat inspection service. My Government is committed to an economical
and efficient service. This service must
have as its charter the interests of
the producers, of the processing sector
and the consumers. Quality assurance
begins on the farm and ends with the
consumer.
An integrated service addressed to
these three groups should be our target.
There are a number of models for
Commonwealth-State regulatory bodies.
My Government extends an invitation
to the Commonwealth to participate
with it in the establishment of such
a service and I shall write to the
Commonwealth accordingly.
This House will be kept informed
about this matter as with others a....ising
from this report.
The Hon. D. G. CROZIER (Western
Province)-I move:
That the Ministerial statement and the
report be taken into consideration tomorrow.

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-The
Government does not accept the motion
in its present form, which proposes
that the House consider the Ministerial
statement tomorrow. It may well be
that that is the way the matter will
end up and I am not suggesting that
even the Honourable Digby Crozier,
with his well-known, wide-rangingintellect, could absorb all of the material
contained in the report in that time,
but the matter could be handled in
that way.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
Province)-I am a little concerned at
the time frame. I know that it is a
significant matter. Nevertheless, the
report has just been placed before the
House for the first time and Mr Crozier
wants the House to debate the issue
as early as 11 o'clock tomorrow.
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The Hon. A. J. Hunt-The Leader of
the Government wants it today!
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I believe
that is pushing the matter too hard.
My party would prefer to have an adjournment until the next day of meeting
and to debate the issue in two weeks'
time.
By leave, the motion was withdrawn.
On the motion of the Hon. D. G.
CROZIER (Western Province), it was
ordered that the Ministerial statement
and the report be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.
COMMAND PAPERS
The HoD. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) presented, by command of His Excellency
the Governor, the report of the Board
of Inquiry into certain 'matters within
the City of Richmond, Parts 2 and 3.
The HoD. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-I
move:
That the reports do lie on the table.

In moving the motion, I indicate that
a lengthy and comprehensive Ministerial statement has been made in another place and I do not propose to
read that Ministerial statemelllt to the
House. I understand, Mr President, that
the forms of the House enable honourable members in this Chamber to
refer to the Ministerial statement later
if the House, after this motion I have
proposed, carries the appropriate motion
to take it into consideration at the
appropriate time. At the same time
because it is a Ministerial statement,
albeit delivered in another place, reference can be made to it, in other words,
both documents, the Ministerial statement and the two parts of the report
can be taken into consideration.
The motion was agreed to, and it
was ordered that the report be laid
on the table.

Command Papers

The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province)-I move:
That the report and the related Ministerial
statement be taken into consideration
tomorrow.

The HoD. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)Again, without -wishing to be pedantic,
I take the point that the motion should
be 'in the form of "the next day of
meeting" if the Opposition is not desirous of discussing this matter today.
The Government is prepared to accept
a motion fixing the next day of meeting, but a motion on any other basis
is unacceptable to the Government.
The HoD. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Sessional
Province) -According to
Orders, "tomorrow" is the next day of
meeting. I know of no motion that has
been made to suspend the Standing
Orders and I anticipate being ready to
proceed tomorrow.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-I
put it to the Leader of the Opposition
that, until the House otherwise orders,
what he says is right. There may be
an opportunity of amending the Sessional Orders during the day. That is
a matter to be discussed in the norm'al
way by the party Leaders and the Government stands ready to do so. In the
meantime, I do not wish to see the
Leader of the Opposition or any other
honourable member make a proposal
formally or informally which commits
the House one way or the other.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) (By leave) -As I understand
it, the Clerk will doubtless record the
motion as including the expression
"next day of meeting" whether I use
it or not.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-I knew
that if the honourable member did not
use those words he would have a
reason!
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-Yes, because
the Opposition is ready and anxious
to proceed with the debate. The Opposition cannot proceed today because it

Medi'Cal Practitioners Bill

received the repDrt Dnly today and
needs time to' read and study it Dvernight.
The mDtiDn was agreed to', and it was
ordered that the report and the Ministerial statement be taken intO' CDnsideratiDn Dn the next day Df meeting.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister fDr ECDnomic DevelDpment) presented, by cDmmand Df His Excellency
the GDvernDr, the report Df the Supreme
CDurt judges fDr the year 1981.
It was Drdered that the repDrt be
laid Dn the table.

PAPERS
The fDllDwing papers, pursuant to' the
directiO'ns O'f several Acts O'f Parliament, were laid Dn the table by the
Clerk:
Planning-Report of Ithe Department of Planning for the period ended 30 June 1981.
Statutory Rules under the following Aots of
Parliament:
BoHers and Pressure Vessels Act 1970-Nos.
303 to 305:
Extractive Industries Act 1966-No. 299.
Lifts and Cranes Act 1967-Nos. 300 and 306.
Mines Act 1958-No. 298.
Public Service Act 1974-PSD Nos. 180 to
183.
Scaffolding Act 1971-Nos. 302, 307 and 308.
Sunda'y Entertainment Act 1967-No. 309.
Town and Country Planning Act 1961Hastings-Shire of Hastings Planning Scheme
-Amendment No. 2 (three papers with
forty-seven maps).
Melbourne Metropolitan Planning SchemeAmendments No. 71 (with ma,p); No. 160,
Pam 3A; No. 181, Part 1, (with two maps);
and No. 194 (with map).

MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
(PRIVATE HOSPITALS) BILL
The Hon. D.. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy) - I mO've:
That this Bitl be now read a second time.

One Df the first steps O'f the present GDVernment Dn its electiDn to' O'ffice was to'
annO'unce its intentiDn Df releasing the
repO'rt Df the Health AdvisDry CDuncil
Dn the Dwnership Df private hO'spitals by
medical practitiDners. This report was
SO'ught by the Health CDmmissiO'n in
April 1980, when it drew the attentiDn
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O'f the advisDry cO'uncil to' the prDblem
O'f medical practitiDners admitting
patients to' private hDspitals in which
such practitiDners had a financial interest. The cO'mmissiO'n asked the cDun-·
cil to' investigate the potential fDr a
cDnflict Df interest between the duty Df
the practitiDner to' his patient and the
financial viability Df the hDspital and
to' advise the cO'mmissiDn.
1 need nDt take up the time Df the
HDuse by canvassing the repDrt in great
detail. Suffice to' say that, while the
cDuncil did nDt find evidence Df malpractice, it did agree that there was
potential fDr a cO'nflict Df interest by
medical practitiDners with a financial
equity in private hDSpitals.
The Health AdvisDry CO'uncil identified three situatiO'ns in which such a
cDnflict O'f interest. cDuld be said to'
exist. These were if the practitiDner(i) admitted patients unnecessarily
to' the hDspital;
(H) prO'IDnged the length Df a
patient's stay in the hO'spital; Dr
(Hi) admitted patients to' the hDspital
when a hDspital in which there
was nO' financial interest may
have better served the patients'
needs.
The cDuncil went Dn to' make three
recO'mmendatiDns to' the cDmmissiO'n.
These were that(1) All private hDspitals ShO'Uld be

required as a cDnditiDn Df registratiDn to' have a prO'minently
displayed bDard listing the O'wners Df the hDspitals. If the Dwners were cDmpanies, the CDuncil
recDmmended that their directDrs
and sharehO'lders whO' were medical practitiDners, and their wives
and children, ShDUld be listed;
(2) A dDctDr with a financial interest
in a private hDspital ShDUld infDrm his Dr her patient Df his O'r
her financial interest befO're the
patient was admitted to' the private hDspital. On admissiO'n, the
patient ShDUld sign a fDrm stating that he Dr she had been in-
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formed of the medical practitioner's financial interest in the
private hospital; and
(3) The Medical Board of Victoria

should be empowered to take
action if medical practitioners
did not inform patients of their
financial involvement in private
hospitals.
Private hospitals in Victoria fall into
two broad categories. One category is
what could be termed the benevolent
private hospital, that is, those private
hospitals which are administered by
religious or other charitable organizations or by the Victorian Bush Nursing
Association. The other, and that which
is the subject of this Bill, is what could
be termed the "for profit" private hospital.
Research which has been undertaken
into the ownership of the "for profit"
private hospitals in this State and published by J. B. Morley, R. G. Taylor
and Professor L. J. Opit of Monash
University under the title of Patterns

of

Private Hospital Ownership in Vic-

toria, indicates that more than one-third
have doctors or their relatives as directors and at least one-quarter of hospital investors are doctors or their relatives.
The actual figures would be higher
when interests through nominee companies or by private trusts and benefit
trusts, which are more difficult to iden.
tify, are taken into account.

Medical Practitioners Bill

This is particularly true when it is
borne in mind that patients covered by
health insurance have little reason to
complain about unnecessary admission
to a private hospital or if their stay is
unduly prolonged because they are not
directly out of pocket.
The problem is epi tomized in the
rhetorical question in the report of the
Director of Consumer Affairs for the
year ended 30 June 1980. After expressing concern at the ownership of private
hospitals by medical practitioners and
surgeons who used such hospitals for
their patients, the director asks whether
this is akin to a judge having shares in
a gaol and being paid accommodation
charge for the inmates.
The Government recognizes that a
strong argument could be advanced for
totally prohibiting medical practitioners
from having any beneficial interest at
all in private hospitals. However, at this
stage, it is not convinced that any good
purpose would be served by precluding
investment in private hospitals by medical practitioners although it takes the
view that it is essential that any medical practitioner who chooses to invest
in the private hospital industry should
not put himself in a situation where
there is potential for a conflict of
interest.
As I have already indicated to the
House, the Health Advisory Council has
advocated "disclosure"-that is, that
doctors should be required to tell their
patients of any financial interest that
they may have in a private hospital.

When investments in nursing homes,
which under the Health Act are defined
as a class of private hospital, and, therefore, will also be subject to this Bill,
are added, it is clear that there is a substantial level of financial involvement
by medical practitioners and their families in the private hospital and nursing
home industry of this State.

The Health Commission has recommended to the Government the alternative of "prohibition". It has proposed
that a medical practitioner should be
precluded from referring a patient to a
private hospital in which he or a member of his immediate family has any
financial interest.

The present situation provides incentives for medical practitioners who do
have a beneficial interest in the conduct
of a private hospital to put their own
financial interests above the needs of
their patients.

After consideration of the issues involved, the option suggested by the
commission is preferred by the Government and, therefore, the BiII before the
House will substantially adopt the
course proposed by the commission.

The Hon. D. R. White

Medical Practitioners Bill

It is important that I make clear that
this Bill will not prohibit medical practitioners from investing or having a
beneficial interest in private hospitals.
What it does seek to do is to ensure
that any medical practitioner who has
such an investment or interest does not
put himself into a possible conflict situation between his duty to his patient
and his responsibilities to the financial
viability of the hospital.

There are two aspects to the Bill. The
first aspect, which follows the recommendation of the commission, is to prohibit a medical practitioner from referring a patient to a private hospital in
which he or a member of his family has
what is termed a "notifiable interest".
The second is to establish within the
Health Commission what could be
called "a register of pecuniary Interests" of medical practitioners in private
hospitals.
Under the Bill, it will be an offence
for a medical practitioner who has a
"notifiable interest" in a private hospital to arrange or facilitate the admission of a person to that hospital or to
treat the person at that hospital.
A medical practitioner will have a
"notifiable interest" in a private hospital if either he or a member of his
family, that is, a spouse, whether de
facto or de jure, or a child under
eighteen years of age who normally resides with him:
(a) Has directly, or through a corp-

oration, any interest in or is entitled to possession of the land
and buildings or in the equipment of the hospital;
(b) is the proprietor of the hospital

or has an interest in a corporation which is the proprietor;
(c) has an interest through a trust;
(d) as a director of a corporation

which has an interest in or is the
proprietor of the hospital; or
(e) otherwise has any direct or in-

direct financial interest in or
directly or indirectly receives
any financial benefit from the
private hospital.
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A medical practitioner will be deemed
to have a "notifiable interest" if his
partner has a "notifiable interest" or if
he is the employer or employee of a
medical practitioner who has such an
interest.
A maximum penalty of $5000 is fixed
for an offence under the provisions I
have outlined. However, it is important
that I add that any practitioner who is
convicted of an offence under the legislation will also render himself liable
to proceedings before the Medical Board
of Victoria pursuant to section 17 of
the Medical Practitioners Act.
This section enables the board, among
other things, to remove the name of
the practitioner from the medical register as a consequence of a conviction
under the Medical Practitioners Act
which, of course, this Bill will amend.
Potential deregistration, as I am sure
there is no need for me to say, will
represent a more meaningful penalty for
an offence under the Act.
Before leaving this point, it is appropriate that I mention to the House that
it has been suggested to the Government that there may be occasions
where, in an unforeseen emergency, a
doctor may need to admit a patient to
a private hospital in which he has a
"notifiable interest".
The Government appreciates that
such situations may arise but, while it
is not prepared to make an exception in
the legislation lest emergency admissions become accepted as the norm, I
can assure the House that it would not
be intended to initiate proceedings
against a medical practitioner if the circumstances relating to an emergency
admission are genuine.
Nevertheless, there may be cases
where for some particular reason it may
be necessary or desirable to permi t a
medical practitioner with an interest in
a private hospital to continue to admit
patients to or treat patients at that
private hospital for a period after the
commencemen t of the Act.
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The Bill, therefore, will give the Minister a capacity to exempt a medical
practitioner from the relevant provisions where the Minister is satisfied that
special circumstances exist. However,
a medical practitioner who does have
a notifiable interest, and who has been
exempted by the Minister, will be required to give notice of such interest
either to his patient or to a relative
of the patient.
The second aspect of the Bill is the
establishment of a register of "notifiable
interests". Any medical practitioner who
has a "notifiable interest" in a private
hospital will be required under the Bill
to provide the commission with details
of his interest and to keep the information supplied to the commission up to
date. A mediCal practitioner who fails to
notify the commission of such an interest or a change in his interest, or gives
false or misleading particulars will face
a fine of $1000 plus possible proceedings before the Medical Board under
section 17 of the principal Act as I have
already described.
To facilitate the enforcement of the
Act, private hospitals will be obliged to
supply to the commission any information the commission reasonably requires
relating to the admission or reception
of a person at the private hospital, the
name of any legally qualified medical
practitioner who treats or cares for a
patient at that hospital and details of
notifiable interests in that hospital.
An amendment to section 369 of the
Health Act proposed in clause 4 of the
Bill deems a conviction for an offence
against Part IVA of the Medical Practitioners Act to be a conviction against
the Health Act. The effect of this
amendment is that after a second or
subsequent conviction for an offence,
whether under the Health Act or this
legislation, or a combination of the two,
the proprietor risks suspension or revocation of the registration of the private
hospital.
I cannot stress too strongly that the
provisions in this Bill, are not designed
to prevent medical practitioners from
investing in the private hospital system in this State. However, they will
The Hon. D. R. White

Medical Practitioners Bill

help to ensure that the needs of a patient
do not become subordinate to the quest
for profits and to minimize the potential
for the over-use of expensive hospital
facilities and services. 1 commend the
Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. A. J.
Hunt, for the Hon. HAD DON STOREY
(East Yarra Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, September 28.
The sitting was suspended at 6.31
p.m. until 8.8 p.m.
DENTISTS (FEES) BILL
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy) - I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

This is a simple and straightforward
piece of legislation which has, as its
sole object, an increase in the maximum
level of fees which may be prescribed
under the Dentists Act on the recommendation of the Dental Board of
Victoria.
I might mention to the House that
it is the intention of the Government
to undertake a progressive review of
all the various registration Acts administered by the Minister of Health.
However, in the meantime, it will be
necessary for legislation such as this
to be introduced from time to time to
deal with problems as they become
evident.
There are just over 200 dentists currently registered under the Dentists
Act. The revenue derived from the payment of fees by the dentists registered
under the Act is the main source of
income of the Dental Board and, in
turn, is used by the board to meet its
expenses.
Indeed, section 7 (1) of the Dentists
Act specifically requires the board to
apply the fees it receives "in such
manner as the board thinks fit in defraying the expenses and carrying out
the provisions of the Act and in furthering dental science and education".

Dentists (Fees) Bill

The present maximum fees payable
under the Dentists Act were last fixed
by the Dentists (Amendment) Act
1976. These maximums were reached
following the making of the Dentists
Regulations 1981. There is now no further capacity for adjustments in the
fees payable under the principal Act.
The Dental Board recently drew the
attention of the Government to the fact
that it anticipated a deficit of between
$15000 and $20000 for its financial
year ending September 1982 because of
increases in administrative expenses
including rent, staff salaries and so on.
The board went on to seek an urgent
amendment to the Dentists Act to provide additional scope to vary fees as
necessary to offset its costs.
The Government believes it is important that the board should be able
to support and maintain its services to
the dental profession and, accordingly,
has accepted the recommendation of
the board.
The maximum fees to be substituted
by this Bill are those suggested by the
board itself and should generate sufficient additional revenue to meet the
needs of the board for the immediate
future. I commend the Bill to the
House.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East
Yarra Province) -In speaking on this
Bill I should, I suppose, make a declaration of almost interest, as I come
from a long line of dentists. At
present
I have
a
brother,
a
cousin, and a nephew, all of
whom are practising' in one form
of dentistry or another in this State.
Although it may be in their interests
to keep these fees as low as possible
and, therefore, not to pass the Bill,
the Opposition supports the Bill. The
reasons given by the Minister for
Minerals and Energy appear perfectly
satisfactory. The Dental Board of Victoria must carry on the responsibilities
entrusted to it under the Act and, for
that reason, it has to levy fees. The
maximum fee permitted by the Act,
having already been reached, it is
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necessary to make this amendment.
In those circumstances, the Opposition
does not oppose the Bill.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and
passed through its remaining stages.
DOMICILE (AMENDMENT) BILL
The House went into Committee for
the consideration of this Bill.
Clause 1 (Short title)
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
PrOvince) -During previous discussions, the suggestion was made that
clause 1 (3) would read better if the
words, "This Act shall be deemed to
have come into operation on 1 July
1982" were used. Obviously 1 July has
passed and a prospective reference of
the kind which exists in the clause (-;S
drafted is untidy, to say the least. I
suggest that it would be tidier if clause
1 (3) now read, the date having been
passed:
This Act shall be deemed to have come into
opel'l8ltion on 1 July 1982.

The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-Is Mr
Hunt moving that as an amendment?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-The Leader
of the Government undertook to investigate that suggestion and to inform
the Committee about the date and that
was the reason why the Bill was not
committed last week. The Committee
should hear from the Leader of the
Government before I proceed one way
or the other.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -The
advisers to the Government have suggested that the amendment that was
canvassed during the second-reading
debate by the Leader of the Opposition
is not necessary. However, the
Attorney-:General in another place is of
the view that it would remove all possible doubt if those words suggested
by the Leader of the Opposition were
used. However, the advice available to
the Government is that those words
are not absolutely necessary, but, in
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the interests of ensuring that the proposed legislation does do that which
the amendment sought to do, the Government does not oppose the suggested
amendment.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -I move:
Clause 1, sub-clause (3), line 9, after the
word "shall" insert the words "be deemed to
have".

The amendment was agreed to, and
the clause, as amended, was adopted.
Clause 2 (Amendment of No. 9231
s. 2)
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -I move:
Clause 2, Hne 12, after the word "shall" insert
the words "be deemed to have".

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -For
the same reason as outlined earlier,
the Government offers no opposition
to the amendment.
The amendment was agreed to, and
the clause, as amended, was adopted,
as was the remaining clause.
The Bill was reported to the House
with amendments, and passed through
its remaining stages.
MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
(PRIVATE HOSPITALS) BILL
The message from the Assembly
transmitting a resolution relating to referring the proposals contained the Bill
to Social Development Committee was
taken into consideration.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -I
move:
That the Council concur with the resolution

of the Assembly.

The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -I desire to move an amendment to the motion moved by the
Minister for Economic Development. I
move:
That all words after "that" be deleted with
the view of inserting in place thereof, "this
House declines to refer the Medical Practitioners (Private Hospitals) Bill to the Social

Medical Practitioners Bill
Development Committee in the form and
manner proposed by .the resolution of the
Assembly but that a message be sent to the
Assembly advising that the Council would give
favourable consideration .to a resolution in
usual form to provide for reference of the
proposals contained in that Bill to that Committee for inquiry, consideration and report.

The Government cannot claim that any
question of immediacy or urgency
arises on the passage of this Bill.
It cannot make that claim for, as a
result of an amendment in another
place, clause 1 (3) of the Bill provides
that the date fixed for it to come into
operation shall not be earlier than 1
July 1983. There "is almost a year at
the earliest before the Bill can come
into operation. The Minister of Health
has, by passage of the resolution, accepted the argument that controversial
matter is contained in the Bill which
does need to be considered by a committee. However, the motion for reference of the proposals in the Bill to a
committee was amended in another
place to provide that, after its enactment, the Bill be referred. That is
contrary to practice and it is contrary
to common sense.
If there is a valid reason for a Bill
to be referred to a committee so that
its controversial provisions can be examined. that ought to be done before
the Bill is enacted, not afterwards, so
that Parliament will have the advice
of the committee when it deals with
the Bill and before it determines
whether any amendments to the Bill
are necessary. When it cannot be
claimed that the Bill is urgent, when
the Government has acknowledged
that it will not be before 1 July next
year that the Bill will come into operation and that it could well be later,
the reason for the committee examining it first rather than later, before its
enactment rather than after, becomes
absolutely obvious.
No other course is logical and sensible; only the course of the reference
of the proposals before enactment
rather than after enactment can ensure that Parliament will obtain real
value from the deliberations of the
committee.

Medical Practitioners Bill

21' September 1982' COUNCIL

161

I make it clear that, in moving the
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
amendment, the Liberal Party in no way Province)-This matter presents some
takes the opposing view to the broad difficulty because I have had no opporthrust of the Bill, although the Opposi- tunity of consultation and I have not
tion in another place has pointed to had a copy of the suggested wording
parts with which it disagrees. The Op- of the amendment other than the handposition is aware that further representations are still being made--for ex- written one that I have just obtained.
ample. from religious and charitable
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-I gave it to
orRanizations that have some concern the Clerk some time ago.
over the provisions of the measure.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-As I am
These representations, together with the
concern voiced by the Opposition, having some difficulty in dealing with
ought to be the subject of careful in- this matter at such short notice, I
vestigation by a committee before the propose that the debate be adjourned
Bill proceeds to enactment by Parlia- until later this day-if it is a matter
ment. That is all that the Opposition is . that needs to be resolved today-or to
seeking. Much of the Bill the Opposi- the next day of meeting. Therefore, I
tion supports. At worst, it may be that move:
some amendments will be made as a
That the debate be adjourned until later
result of the committee's deliberations.
this day,

The Hon. H. R. Ward-At the very
best!
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-I agree with
Mr Ward. Certainly, I hope the committee's deliberations will result in an
improvement of the measure. If the
Government is concerned about improving the measure, the worst that
it can fear is that the Bill will be
improved. A Government which believes in a committee system and which
has established a new committee system should be prepared to ensure that
the committee's work is effective.
That is the objective of the amendment. It does not seek to create a situation whereby the Bill will be in operation one day later than it would have
been without the amendment that I
have moved. All the committee's undertakiings can be completed in time
for the Bill to be dealt with in the
autumn sessional period so that it still
can come into operation on whatever
day is selected by the Government on
or after 1 July next year. The Opposition and, I trust, the National Partyand 1 am sure the Government-desire
that the legislative measure should be
as good as possible and that the benefit of the report and advice of the committee should be obtained before the
measure is finally passed.

The motion was agreed to, and the
debate was adjourned until later this
day.
HEALTH (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon.
W. A. Landeryou (Minister for Economic Development) for the Hon.
D. R. WHITE (Minister for Minerals
and Energy), was read a first time.
SALINITY COMMITTEE
The message from the Assembly relating to the quorum requirements fi)f
the Joint Select Committee upon Salinity was taken into consideration.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -I
move:
That the Council concur with the resolution
of the Assembly.

The effect is to reduce the Salinity
Committee provision for a quorum from
four to three.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -The Opposition does not
propose to oppose the motion; nevertheless, it would appreciate an explanation by the Leader of the Government.
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The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-The
Government and members of the committee believe the suggested amended
quorum is more practicable.
The motion was agreed to.

MORTUARY INDUSTRY AND
CEMETERIES ADMINISTRATION
COMMIITEE
The message from the Assembly
relating to the quorum requirements
of the Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration Committee was
taken into consideration.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -For
the same reason, I move:
That the Council concur with the resolution
of the Assembly.

The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -The Opposition would deeply appreciate elucidation by the Leader
of the House on the reasons why the
Government believes the reduced
quorum is more appropriate and more
practicable. I take it the reasons are the
same as in the previous case, but members of the Opposition would appreciate
knowing what they are. A mere evasion of the issue does not help us at
all.
The Hon. Haddon Storey-Evasion
or avoidance!
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-The Government seeks both to avoid and evade,
but we believe the House is entitled to
an explanation of the reasons, at least
as a matter of courtesy.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) The Government d~es not seek to bury
the reasons as it is a grave matter.
As I understand the position, the committee believes it is a more practical
course. The Legislative Assembly obviously concurs in that view, as does
the Government.
The motion was agreed to.
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-Reply
The debate (adjourned from June 23)
was resumed on the motion of the

Governor's Speech: Address-in-Reply

Hon. J. M. Walton (Melbourne North
Province) :
That the ~unoil agree to the following
Address to HlS Excellency the Governor in
reply 1:0 His Excellerw:y's Opening SpeechMAY IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCY:
We, the Legislative Council of Victoria in
Parliament assembled, beg to express 'our
loyalty to our Most Gracious Sovereign, and
to thank Your Excellency for the gracious
Speech which you have -been pleased to address
to ~rliament.

and on the Hon. A. J. Hunt's amendmentThat the following words be added to the
proposed Address:
"but express our concern at the failure of
the Government to worm the people of Victoria fully, truthfully -and in advance of its
real intention, -particularly with resPect to
financial 'and industrial matters."

The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland
Province) -I welcome the opportunity
of joining in this debate. I pledge my
loyality to Her Majesty the Queen, and
I am certain I pledge to Her Majesty
the loyalty of the great majority of the
people of Gippsland Province. I congratulate the Governor, Sir Brian
Murray and Lady Murray, on the
wonderful job they are doing 'in
Victoria.
The Governor's Speech, as Mr Landeryou never tired of telling us when
in Opposition, was written by the Government. At page 3 the following
appears:
My Government has already acted to bring
firm financial control over Victoria's assets.
Modern management structures and updated
financial management techniques will be introduced into the public sector.

It is interesting to reflect on that be-

cause, when the Government first came
into office, it told us it had no idea of
the financial position of this State. That
was a rather alarming statement, in
view of the rash promises the Labor
Party made in those circumstances,
but it waxed loud and clear that the
deficit would finish up this year somewhere between $52 million and $73
million. In actual fact, the Government
finished up with a credit of $6.2
million.
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The Hon. E. H. Walker-It was was that it made no mention of the trepretty good book-keeping.
mendous problem of land acquisition
and
land compensation that exists in
The Hon. R. J. LONG-Yes, it was this State.
very good book-keeping, but everyThe Hon. E. H. Walker-You are not
body knew it would finish up that way.
The Government talked of modem and going to say that nothing has been done
updated financial management tech- about that, are you?
niques 'and it used those terms
The Hon. R. J. LONG-I will come
repeatedly and never even explained back
to that matter; I have not yet
them; I do not believe it is possible reached
subject. This is a subject
to explain them. At page 4 of the Speech that thethat
Minister
for Conservation
it is stated:
knows is of vital concern to a large
Too often there has been a tendency for number of people in the Gippsland Progovernment to blame overseas economic convince. Not only are power stations built
ditions and national trends.
It must be recognized and re-affirmed that within the province, but there is also the
there is a State economy and aotion can be problem of providing the corridors to
taken by State Governments to improve the distribute the power that is provided.
climate in which business operates.
It is very difficult for people to realThat is an interesting statement be- ize the psychological problems that are
cause the Government has shown the caused when 'a resident of this State
national trends. After all, it has in- receives a notice to treat. A notice to
creased hospital fees by 37.5 per cent, treat means the State intends to acquire
it has increased electricity tariffs, in one's property. I have seen it happen
my own case, by at least 25 per cent, over many years and it is a traumatic
and it has increased my gas bill as experience. Where do people go from
from 12 September, by what amount there? They have to pull up their roots
I do not know even at this stage, and move somewhere else. What comwhich to me is absolutely unforgivable. pensation will they receive? They canYet the Government carries on and, not buy another property until they
wherever there is a problem, blames know roughly what compensation they
the Commonwealth Government. It will receive. Also, what will happen
blamed it for not providing drought with the children's school plans?
relief. It blamed it in advance for the
These are the sorts of questions
difficulty it is having in framing its
first Budget, despite the fact that it people must ask themselves and many
maintains and has maintained for some other questions must be asked. A lot of
this happens in the Gippsland Province
timebecause some of the land overlays coal
The Hon. E. H. Walker-It was only and let me hasten to add, I have never
making up for the outrageous deficit heard anybody whose land overlays
you left.
coal complain about the fact that this
The Hon. R. J. LONG-There is no State is entitled to that coal.
such thing as deficit because of the However, these people complain about
Act of Parliament that prevents it. The the amount of compensation they
Government raged loud and clear about receive. I will go further than that.
One must consider, in a community
the rights of this State, what it could such
as Driffield, that people have lived
do and how it could carry on with- there all their lives; they have spent
out the Commonwealth Government time building the local tennis court and
and yet, at every opportunity, it blamed volley-ball court, and helping the
the Commonwealth Government for school and associated amenities. When
every deficiency. We will probably it comes to compensation, little notice
hear more about that in the Budget.
is taken of this aspect. Those are the
sorts
of things that everybody forgets.
That same part of the Governor's
Speech mentions the well-being of the
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Are you
whole community. What surprised me proud of your party in that respect?
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The Hon. R. J. LONG-I am not.
I make no bones about that, and I
will not walk away from it. People
tend to forget another important facet.
Where alse can one go and know that
children will be able to obtain employment? Employment is available in
places such as Morwell; that situation
does not exist elsewhere in Victoria.
One can also consider the situation of
a husband or wife who have been farming for a number of years. They may
have built their farm and house up to
a stage where they have things just
as they desire them. They may have
no debts and suddenly they are called
upon to uproot themselves and move
elsewhere. Should they be obliged to
incur debts and all the problems and
traumas that go with them?

Those are the sorts of things that
the land compensation laws fail to take
into consideration. If we are to have
justice, these aspects will have to be
taken into consideration. I have dealt
with the acquisition of property. However, one is also faced with the acquisition of easements for the provision of
distribution lines. In one case, the
removal of a house and sheds was
necessary for the construction of power
lines. In many other cases, the power
lines are close to buildings on a property and one must also consider the
visual pollution which power lines
create. Aerial spraying and travelling
irrigators are not possible in some areas
with overhead power lines. Faced with
these sorts of problems, the landowner
is forced to seek compensation; that is
the only remedy.
The first move to make is to seek a
valuation. The problem is that valuation
is not an exact science and it is the
variation which creeps into valuation
which the public cannot appreciate.
For example, in a case in point concerning the power line from Hazelwood
to Cranbourne, from memory, the valuat ions on a property ranged from
$44 700 to $86 000. Where does the
unfortunate landowner stand in that
situation? What is a reasonable compensation?
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Which Government made those valuations?
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The Hon. R. J. LONG-Those valuations were made by independent
valuers and had nothing to do with
the former Government, other than that
a couple of valuers may have been employed by the State Electricity Commission. I am illustrating the impossible
situation in which the landowner is
placed. In the case in pOint, the claim
was settled at about half way between
the two amounts mentioned which certainly did not meet the wishes of the
landowner concerned.
I have no doubt that one of the
valuers employed in this area by the
State Electricity Commission had quite
constantly made his valuations too
low. The gentleman concerned was involved in the valuation I mentioned and
has been criticized in another case
before the Land Valuation Board of
Review on the basis that his valuations
are too low. The State Electricity Commission could quite easily delete that
sort of valuer from its list.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Are you
going to have his name put on the
record?
The Hon. R. J. LONG-I do not want
to do so; but I will do so if necessary.
I will supply the name to the Minister
for Minerals and Energy if required.
We do not want people to provide low
valuations because they do not help
the situation.
To be fair to the new Government,
it has taken some steps to deal with
the valuation problem. The Government
adopted a strange attitude by instructing the Crown Solicitor to brief a barrister to advise upon the existing
legislation. As a solicitor, I cannot
accept that situation. I have read quite
a number of opinions by eminent
Queen's Counsel in response to recent
admissions about "bottom-of-the-harbour" schemes. I do not approve of that
because that is not the sort of matter
in which barristers should be involved.
Barristers should not be involved in
political documents. In the report titled
"Compulsory Acquisition of Land", the
barrister, Mr Morris, gives some interim
advice and proceeds to produce an
interim report, as he calls it. The report

Governor's Speech: Address-in-Reply
says that more detailed advic~ will be
supplied in mid-July. That tIme has
come and gone and nothing has
happened.
Obviously, Mr Morris refers to the
interim guidelines issued by the former
Government. As I said, Mr Morris
treated those guidelines politically and,
in the schedule, recommends "Principles for land acquisition, first draf.t".
It seems to be a common practIce
nowadays-even by the Public Bodies
Review Committee-to have first,
second and third drafts. I suppose the
idea behind that is that if one goes into
a matter long enough one must get it
right in the end!
It is interesting to note that the
recommendations of Mr Morris contain
quite a number of the principles
enunciated in the guidelines issued by
the former Government. Mr Morris
makes some wild statements and on
page 4 states:
Although the guidelines were said to have been
approved by Ca·binet, they were never implemented. This is not at all strange as many
aspects require legislative change; whi.lst others
are impracticable for one reason or another.

He does not give any 'reason as to why
there they are impractical for one reason
or another. He simply makes a bald
statement and expects it to be ·accepted.
At page 5, he states:
Unfortunately, the release of the guidelines has
created false expectations amongst certain
members of the public, particularly in the
Latrobe Valley.

I should like to know where the false
expectations have been created. I am
unable to find them and I am quite
certain Mr Morris would be unable to
explain them to me. On page 6, Mr
Morris states:
I also have little doubt that by and large,
authorities administer the Act fairly and sometimes even generously.

That is what I consider to be a wild
statement. I have yet to find an authority that does administer the Act generously. I shall give some examples of
that later. On page 7, when talking
about solatium, Mr Morris says:
In fact, most authorities pay the full ten per
cent in alJ cases.
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That is the biggest mistake in the
whole report. Obviously, Mr Morris
knows very little about the payment
of a solatium. I agree that in the
Loy Yang acquisitions, solatiums of 10
per cent were paid. That made the
acquisitions what I might term to be
bearable from ,the point of view of
the landholders, but since the land
deals inquiry by Mr Justice Gowans,
the Department of Property and Services has been interposed between the
acquiring departments and the landowners.
The Lands Compensation Act provides that solatium can be paid up
to an amount not exceeding 10 per
cent but, as the Department of Property
and Services has said-and I agree
entirely with this advice-when an Act
stipulates that up to an amount of 10
per cent may be paid, in order to
attract that 10 per cent a case must
be very deserving. In fact, most cases
are lucky to attract 5 per cent, and
some of them even less. Therefore, it
is not true to say that most authorities
pay the full 10 per cent in all cases.
In fact just the reverse is true-seldom
do they pay 10 per cent.
On page 8, Mr Morris deals with a
number of matters to which he proposes
to refer in his final report. I shall point
out some of the omissions. As I understand the present procedures, a landowner is entitled to only one valuation paid for by the acquiring authority, whereas the acquiring authority
usually has two or more valuations at
its disposal. Why is the poor landowner
so 'restricted and why didMr Morris
not say something in his report about
the fact that landowners do not have
equivalent valuations?
Why is it that when a landowner
chooses to go before the Supreme Court
or a Land Valuation Board of Review
he is called upon to justify his claim
or his valuation? After all, he is not
really a vendor, he is a person from
whom the State is acquiring property.
I should have thought it would be
merely justice that the State shoul.d
have ,to justify the value it puts on hIS
land, but that is not the case; it is the
reverse situation. That is completely
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That is another bald statement without
evidence to suggest even one example
of a too-generous payment to a landowner. I am one who believes and
has always believed, if the State wants
10 acquire my property or an interest
in my property, it should fully and adequately compensate me. The State
should ,realize that a person who moves
from house to house because he has
sold his former house of his own volition incurs burdens, but when he has
been forced to move because the State
has acquired his property the burden
is even worse.
It is imperative that the guidelines
should be changed as ifapidly as possible to deal with these problems. I have
been talking about the difficulties for
a considerable period. It is now becoming a matter of urgency. The people
of Gippsland want the new guidelines as fast as we can get them.
The 1andowners cannot possibly understand the proposed legislation. A number of solicitors do not even understand
it. It is because of that situation that
it must be simplified for the land- .
owners. The traumatic psychological
effect that the ·acquisition causes the
landowners must be taken away. The
waiting periods that are unforgivable
must also be taken away. The time has
been reached when ,the public and landowners in Gippsland are sick of the
situation and, before long, some direct
action will be taken. I hope that will
not happen. I hope the Government
takes action and ensures that at least
No Government department or ageney has some movement is made in the nottoo-distant future to amend the law
supported the guidelines.
He 'is referring to the guidelines of the relating to compensation of land. I
previous Government. That, of course, support the amendment moved by the
'is not surprising to me, because it is Leader of the Opposition and hope that
-only natural that Government depart- something happens in this area soon.
ments should support the existing proThe HoD. G. P. CONNARD (Higincedures. Those procedures are in their bothamProvince)-I address the House
favour. They can dUly-dally as they on the motion for the adoption of 'an
like and, as I said a moment ago, can Address-in-Reply to the Governor's
delay ·making an offer for more than Speech, 'which I understand is referred
two 'and a half yeaifs ,without incurring to as a maiden speech. I came into
any ·penalty. If that is so, why should thi's House on 29 June, so I note
they oppose the procedures? Later on that my gestation period as a
page 9, Mr Morris states:
maiden has been twelve-and-a-half
The guidelines are also open to criticism as weeks, which is a long period. This is
being unfa·ir to the 'tlPpayer and -being too
the first opportunity I have had to
generous with his money.

unjUst. Surely the onus should be on
the acquiring authority to justify its
·offer.
Under the Valuation of Land Act what
.aTe known as land valuation boards
of review have been set up for the
purpose of making determinations in
cases in which agreement cannot be
reached. I have always been ~oncerned
about those boards of review because
each is composed of a chairman, to
whose appointment I offer no objection,
and two other members who Me valuers
taken from a panel. What happens in
practice is that the two valuers may be
sitting on the board in judgment tod'ay
and tomorrow they may be appearing
before the board as adversaries. Many
years ago, I ifeached the conclusion that
wolf seldom eats wolf. I believe the
present situation to be improper and
it should not be allowed to continue.
. The land valuation boards of review
should be composed of two permanent
members who have the necessary valuation experience.
Mr Morris also failed to deal in any
detail, so far as I understand it, with
the way in which it is proposed to
speed up the process of settlement. I
can name cases in which, after two
and a half years or 'more, there has
been no offer of settlement from the
acquiring authority. Anybody who says
that is fair does not have any real
understanding of justice.
At page 9, Mr Morris makes an
astounding statement that is worth
noting:

The Hon. R. J. Long
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speak. I shall paraphrase Keats in his
Ode on a Grecian Urn as being the

ode to a maiden member. Keats said:
Thou still unravish'd bride of quietness!
Thou foster-child of Silence and slow Time.

It may be applicable to me at present.
I express to the House the loyalty o·f
the vast majority of constituents of the
Higinbotham Province to Her M·ajesty
Queen ·Elizabeth 11. I congratulate the
Royal family on the birth of the heir
apparent, Prince William of Wales. It is
interesting to note that Victoria as a
State was founded in the reign of King
William IV 'and probably on Vic,toria's
200th anniversary in 50 years' time,
King William V will be reigning.
As Her Majesty's representative in
Victoria, I congratulate Sir Brian
Murray on his appointment as Governor. I know that Sir Brian is fulfilling
his role 'and following his predecessors
with distinction, and honourable members look forward to continued contact
with him. I certainly congratulate my
predecessor in the province, Murray
Hamilton, who served with distinction
in this Chamber ,for fifteen years and,
on behalf of my constituents, I thank
him for his service. The Higinbotham
Province comprises 110 000 voters and
a population of 147 000. On the
possibility of a redistribution, I emphasize that the Higinbotham Province
is the only electorate in the State that
has the right number of voters. The
others have fewer or more than the
correct number. The Honourable Robert
Lawson and I enjoy representing the
only electorate that is almost e~actly
the right 'Size. The province includes
the four muniCipalities of Sandringham,
Brighton, MordiaUoc and Moorabbin. I
indicate my desire to represen;t the constituents of that area without any
discrimination against the political
persuasion of my constituents. H was
and is a privilege to be elected to serve
them and I will certainly do my best to
attain their aspirations.
I report to the House that, in my
opinion, each of the four municipalities
with which I am concerned is fulfilling
its functions as the third tier of
government in a proper and orderly
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manner. Each of the municipalities is
being led by mayors of outstanding
ability, three of whom are women. I am
delighted in this "decade of ,women"
to be working with them. They are
Councillor Julie Cooper of Moorabbin,
Councillor Lesley Ftalloon of Sandringham and Councillor Doris Stockton of
Mordialloc, who are serving their community well, together with Councillor
Les Coysh of Brighton. They will take
those municipalities into the 1980s.
There is no doubt that municipal
councils will have an increasing role to
play in· local cultural activities and in
social development and social welfare.
Each of those councils is progressively
moving towards those goals.
On entering this Chamber on 29
June, I noted that only two provinces
were named after people, namely,
Monash and Higinbotham provinces.
Sir John Monash is 'well-known to most
of us, but few people seem to be
acquainted with Higinbotham. I have
done some research on George Higinbotham, who had a most interesting
life. He was born in Dublin in 1826 and
graduated from Trinity College, Dublin,
with a B.A. He tried to become a
barrister, but was not too successful in
that field 'and turned to journalism,
becoming a reporter on the Morning
Chronicle in London. Some of our
journalist 'associates will probably find
this interesting to listen to. While he
was involved in journalistic activities,
he entered Lincoln Inn and was subsequently called to the bar and then
emigrated to Melbourne. He decided
not to go to the goldfields, which was
while the gold rush was at its peak,
but practised asa barrister. Again, he
was not highly 'successful as a barrister
and, in 1856, became editor of the
Argus. After three years, he could not
reconcile his opinions with ;the conservative views of the proprietors and
returned to the bar. In 1861 he stood
in his electorate unopposed for the seat
.of Brighton. He lost that seat at the
next election and regained it in the
following election. He held the seat for
nine years, during which time he
became
Attorney-General.
Mildly
reminiscent of some of today's problems, he was involved in the struggle
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between the Assembly and the Council
over finance Bills. He lost his seat in
1871 to Thomas Bent, not for the reason
I have just mentioned. He returned to
Parliament as the honourable member
for East Bourke Borough and then
became disgusted by the waste of time
in politics generally and left politics
for ever. He became a Supreme Court
Judge and subsequently Chief Justice.
He refused the opportunity to become
Lieutenant Governor because of interference of the colonial office in Victorian affairs.
George Higinbotham was best known
for completing the consolidation of ,the
entire statute la'w of the Victorian
Colony in the 1880s in two years. When
one considers the work he did, one
realizes that his abilities were remarkable. Honourable members will have
not~d George Higinbotham's statue on
the corner of Spring and Collins streets.
Since 3 April I have noted that the old
gentleman has tears running down his
cheeks. Undoubtedly, he is distressed
at the present Government in Victoria.
I look forward to the days when the
tears are removed and the Liberal Party
is returned to Government in this State.
During the autumn sessional period,
I listened with attention to the maiden
speeches of my colleagues on the
Government side of the House. I was
particularly
impressed
with
Mr
McArthur's remarks on education and
Mrs Caroline Hogg's speech. Mrs Hogg's
remarks and concern with the development of a multi-cultural society, which
is being encouraged in Australia, were
laudable. There is no doubt in my mind
that access to an alternative language
in schools is desirable. However, I wish
the House would carefully consider all
the implic.ations of the matter. As Australia is attracting migrants, it is
essential that we do not permit any of
the migrant populations to degenerate
into cultural and intellectual ghettos.
Experience in other countries has indicated that this can occur.
It is important that English remains
the language of primary importance in
schools and elsewhere. Australia has
been enriched by the culture of many
The Hon. G. P. Corinard
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and diverse nations over the past 30
years, but it is extremely serious when
many of these people cannot speak or
understand English properly, particularly women. I am concerned with the
apparent limited abili,ty of one or two
groups in the ethnic community to be
integrated into Australian society.
Because of some original national concepts, women are sometimes not being
permitted by their families to take
equal status with men. This gap will be
overcome only when all the family,
including women, can speak the
universal language of English fluently.
It c'an be extremely difficult at times to
enter into the family life of the groups
to which I refer, but it is important for
succeeding generations that we do so.
In recent years I have served as an
elected community representative to the
Regional Consultative Council of the
family and community services programmes-the FACS programme. This
was an incentive of the former Government and is again an excellent ideological concept for the distribution of
social welfare funds. However, it is no
secret to any in this Chamber that
there are not sufficient funds to satisfy
all the real and the supposed needs
of the community.
It was recommended by one of the
new members that similar projects will
be available with sufficient funds after
his party has "redeployed the resources". I would warn my political
opponents that if they attempt to massively redeploy resources of the community there will not be any resources
to deploy and consequently less money
will be available for the truly needy.
However, as this programme has
gone on, there is no doubt that the
process of funding requires refinement.
It is of concern to me that the majority
of people who are endeavouring to
serve their community are bogged
down by social welfare jargon and, at
the same time, many of the people are
social welfare officers who are anxious
to spend a maximum of funds to research and develop unapparent needs
of the community rather than spend
available dollars on the existing urgent
requirements of peoDle.
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As our society progresses and for a
variety of reasons, including the fact
that more married women are entering the work force, we are told that
fewer people will volunteer to assist
social development programmes, and
we are told that more money is
required. I for one do not believe that
volunteerism is dead. Let me tell honourable members of one marvellous
programme.
Some years ago when the City of
Mordialloc built a new library building,
the old building became vacant and the
council held a public meeting to determine the use of the old hall. Several
groups came together at that meeting
and formed a group called the Aged
Persons Service Committee, with the
intention of using the hall as a day
hospital and day care centre. Unfortunately, the council bowed to other
pressures and the hall was not used.
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Higinbotham Province. Firstly, it is important that the widening of the
Nepean Highway to South Road be
continued as rapidly as possible.
Secondly, it is essential that the Nepean
Highway be connected to F6 Freeway
so that traffic to and from the Mornington Peninsula and Westemport is not
retarded. Thirdly, it is equally essential
that the third line from Caulfield to
Mordialloc and perhaps beyond be
started as soon as possible. Fourthly,
together with the Honourable Robert
Lawson, I will be pressing the Government for proper development of hospital services at Sandringham, Moorabbin and Mordialloc. Fifthly, it is also
essential to continue the excellent conservation programmes of the foreshore
from Brighton to Mordialloc.
I thank the members of the Council
for their welcome to me and I look
forward to working with them and
with you, Mr President, in the years
ahead.

The committee continued, however,
and attracted to itself a number of
local organizations, with the intention
The HOD. F. J. GRANTER (Central
of looking after the variety of pro- Highlands Province) -The Minister for
blems of the aged. Last year the com- Conservation asks me, by interjection,
mittee regularly serviced nearly 2000 whether this is my maiden speech. I
aged persons, with an outstanding point out to him that it is nine years
29 000 man-hours of voluntary labour. since I have participated in the debate
Within the committee there are a mul- on the motion for the adoption of an
tiple sclerosis service agency, swim- Address-in-Reply to the Speech of His
ming groups of over-60s, over-70s, Excellency. I put my name down to
over-80s and over-90s, a socialization participate in the debate after hearing
group, a hospitality group and a co- Mr Baxter and a member of the Labor
ordinated self-help programme of the Party, Mr Butler, speak. I then decided
aged themselves. All this has been that I should like to join in this worthdone with a $5000 grant from the while debate.
FACS programme, together with a
Victoria has a distinguished new
small grant from the city council.
Governor who, with his wife, Lady
I am suggesting that a large number Murray, took part in an impressive
of volunteers in society are willing to opening ceremony of the new State
serve. We must encourage this and
not necessarily permit laudable projects Parliament. It was a ceremony that
to die because of lack of funding. really made me proud to be an AusSurely as a Parliament we must re- tralian and to live in a democratic
sponsibly indicate that Government can- country.
not supply paid staff for all projects
I express my loyalty and that of the
and that the community must also be constituents of the Central Highlands
responsible for assisting its own with
Province to Her Majesty the Queen.
Government support.
I know that I express that loyalty not
Finally, during my presence in this only on my own behalf but also on
Chamber, I will be pursuing the com- your behalf, Mr President, as do other
pletion of several projects important to elected representatives of that province.
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I congratulate Sir Henry and Lady
Winneke on their distinguished service
to this State. I think Sir Henry was
the first Victorian-born Governor and
he brought a deep sense of dedication
to his task. Perhaps he stayed in the
job a little too long for the good of
his own health and that of Lady Winneke. I understand that he has not
enjoyed the best of health since leaving
Government House. He, with Lady Winneke, visited many parts of Victoria
and I am sure Sir Brian and Lady
Murray will follow that example.
At the time I put my name down to
particlpate in this debate, John Walton
and Dolph Eddy were members of this
Chamber; they were the mover and
the seconder of the motion. I think Mr
Walton said it was the first time since
1954 that he had moved the motion
and I know that he was proud to do
so on behalf of his party and Mr Eddy
was proud to second that motion.
I add my congratulations to the
newly-elected members for their contributions to this debate. They have
aCQuitted themselves well and should
be -proud of their contributions.
A number of events on which I
should have liked to make comment
are no longer relevant because circumstances have changed. For instance, the
Premier has made a statement on probate duty. Another matter on which I
should have liked to comment was mentioned by the Governor on page 9 of his
Speech. That relates to primary production in Victoria.
His Excellency the Governor mentioned that the Government recognizes
the significance of primary industry
which injects almost $3 billion into the
State's economy each year. When I considered that comment in April last, I
thought that country districts in Victoria were in for dry times--perhaps
not a drought but heading that way.
Honourable members know what has
happened since then. As a member
representing a country electorate I receive many calls from young people
who are in trouble financing their farming operations. The Government indicated that it will provide assistance. I
The Hon. F. J. Granter
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hope it can assist these young people
who want to carry on to make a contribution to Victoria in future. It will
not be easy for them. Times will be
hard for a number of years because
they have suffered a severe setback.
I now mention something that is dear
to my heart-the Special Branch of the
Victoria Police Force. I trust that the
Labor Government will not disband the
Special Branch. That branch did not
give me any concern during my nine
mon ths as Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I conducted inspections and had discussions with the
Chief Commissioner of Police because,
like others, I was concerned about the
pUblicity the Special Branch had received. To my joy I learned that its
operations were to the advantage of
Victorians.
The operations of the Special Branch
are inspected at regular intervals by
former Judge Nelson who writes a
report to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I am sure the Minister would have already received a
report. Previous recommendations for
the better operation of the Special
Branch have been put into operation by
the Chief Commissioner of Police.
It is interesting to note that there is
very little trouble in Victoria with respect to public demonstrations. This is
because the Special Branch contacts the
leaders of demonstrations and provides
them with the guidelines for demonstrations with the results that no problems
arise. People are allowed to march and,
by and large, there is no conflict with
the police or other citizens. I hope that
situation will continue. There is conflict
in another State but I do not think
conflict is necessary. I believe the police
and citizens can work together.
I trust that the Special Branch will
not be disbanded. I do not think it will.
While I realize that it was Labor Party
policy prior to the election to disband
the Special Branch, having been in Government for some time the Labor Party
will have realized what the Special
Branch is achieving for the people of
Victoria. If it were disbanded Victoria
would be the only State, other than
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Tasmania, without a Special Branch. I
am not sure whether or not Tasmania
has a Special Branch.
The Hon. Joan Coxsedge-What do
they need it for in Tasmania? It is not
a hot-bed of revolution.
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER-Victoria
is not a hot-bed of revolution either
but it is something that is needed.
The HoD. Joan Coxsedge-What for?
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER-For many
things-for the better operation of the
Police Force.
The Hon. Joan Coxsedge--Come on,
you have to do better than that!
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER-It is
needed for the operation of the Police
Force and for the police to be the
guardians of the people and property,
and for the well-being of the people of
this State.
The Hon. Joan Coxsedge-The police
can do that.
The HoD. F. J. GRANTER-I know
that -Mrs Coxsedge has a phobia about
the Police Force. I do not see any problem. Perhaps not all -members of the
police are 100 per cent loyal but by far
the greater majority are loyal.
The Hon. Joan Coxsedge-Loyal to
whom?
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'me. The authority comprises dedicated
people who are always endeavouring to
advance road safety in Victoria. The
drink driving provisions have been a
model that other States and countries
have followed. There have been between 50 and 60 fewer fatalities this
year compared with last year. That is
an improvement. 'Perhaps one can put
it down to better weather conditions
but I consider that it is the result of
better education by the Road Safety
and Traffic Authority and the policing
of the roads by the Victoria Police
Force. When I was Minister I came
in for some criticism when the Government introduced the radar system.
There are not many radar guns in
Victoria at present-probably about 20
or 30. However, when one sees a policeman on the road with a radar gun,
one certainly gets the message that one
should not exceed the speed limit of
100 kilometres an hour.
As I said initially, it is a pleasure to
join in this debate and to make a few
comments. The State and the country
are experiencing hard times. I sympathize with young - people ,who cannot
find employment today. It is of deep
concern to m'e when parents of young
people state that they cannot find employment for them. It is of even deeper
concern when young girls are involved,
because I believe they are at a disadvantage. Probably a young man or boy can
make his way in life, but a young girl
who cannot find employment finds it
extremely difficult; although she may
not consider herself as an outcast, she
does worry a great deal.

The HoD. F. J. GRANTER-Loyal to
the community and to the Chief Commissioner. Victoria's Chief Commissioner of Police is the best in Australia.
The
Commonwealth
Government
realized that fact and made advances
to him to go to Canberra. He rejected
I support my Leader in the amendany moves to go to Canberra because ment he moved to the motion for the
he wanted to stay in Victoria. Victoria adoption of an Address-in-Reply. We
is very lucky to have him. The Victoria look forward to criticizing the GovPolice Association also shares my view ernment's programme over the months
and supports the Special Branch and ahead. It is the duty of an Opposition
the Chief Commissioner of Police.
to offer constructive criticism.
Another subject I wish to raise is
Country members will no doubt offer
that of road safety. This topic is somethe
Minister of Forests and the Minister
thing that is no doubt dear to every
member of Parliament. During my of Agriculture many suggestions, and
period as Minister, the activities of the I hope they will take notice of them.
Road Safety and Traffic Authority under We live in country districts; we know
Doctor Peter Vulcan really impressed the country people. We lmow what
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they want and we live in the hard times
in which they Jive, because we live
with them day and night.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE (Melbourne West Province) -Even if somewhat belatedly, I am pleased to speak in
the Address-in-Reply debate because I
suspect that for the first time in 27
years the Speech by the Governor has
made some sort of sense. not because
of his views but because he was reading Labor's programme for the next
three years, because Victorian people
had enough sense to throw the Liberal
Party out of office. Of course, as I am
sure honourable members will appreciate, I am speaking as a Republican
who gives allegiance to the Australian
people.
Since honourable members last met,
horrible events have taken place around
the world, especially in Lebanon, where
Israel's. invasion and bombardment has
devastated the country. Three cities, 34
villages and 14 Palestinian refugee
camps have been razed to the ground
and half of Beirut lies in ruins. Approximately 50 000 Palestinian and
Lebanese civilians have been killed or
injured and 1 million more are homeless. Falangists, whose Leader, Bashir
Gemayel, was recently assassinatedsome claim by the Israelis themselves
-openly follow Fascism. Recently this
group moved in and slaughtered many
hundreds of Palestinian men, women
and children in an act which horrified
the world.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
W. M. Campbell)-What section of the
motion for the adoption of an Addressin-Reply deals with this matter?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-I am
speaking in a global sense; we are part
of the world.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-I am
sorry; Mrs Coxsedge is dealing wholly
and solely with a matter under the
jurisdiction of the Commonwealth Department of Foreign Affairs. She is
well aware of that and, because we are
all happy, she is trying to get away
with it, but I suggest she return to the
motion before the chair.

Governor's Speech: Address-in-Reply

The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-Thank
you, Mr Deputy President. I really was
not trying to get away with anything.
It is just that even though it could
elude us in this august House that we
are part of the real world and although
we discuss matters that honourable
members believe are important, other
extremely important events are taking
place outside the House which might
affect our lives in ways we just cannot
envisage. So I am speaking in a global
sense. I accept the comments you have
made, Mr Deputy President.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-Earlier today
you showed you believed in the division
between church and State.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-I do,
totally.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-Why not between the Commonwealth and State?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-I should
not be diverted if I were Mrs Coxsedge.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-I will
not be diverted, Mr Deputy President.
Speaking in a sense that I am sure you
will accept, Sir, I believe that the only
winners in this situation are the arms
dealers, and that is something not
necessarily just involving the Federal
Government; it also involves the State
Government. Arms dealers seem to
have no morality whatsoever about
their customers, so long as they make
a fat profit, and the military are not
too fussy either, so long as they can
tryout their lethal new toys.
The growth of the arms industry is
obscene at any time, but it takes on
an even more' obnoxious aspect when
it is claimed, as it is today, that there
is not enough money for essential social
needs and in the areas of unemployment.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-I am
terribly sorry; Mrs Coxsedge is dealing
with another Commonwealth Government department dealing with the
armed services, which has nothing
whatever to do with State Parliament.
It is the second time now, so Mrs
Coxsedge should not start talkirut
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about the Minister for Manufacturing
Industries or something like tha t; she
should sti'ck to the Victorian Government.
The HoD. JOAN COXSEDGE-Thank
you, Mr Deputy President. The point
I was getting to, which I am sure you
will not object to, Sir, is the unemployment figure--a matter which is relevant and involves the State. I was
drawing a comparison between money
spent in the arms industry and money
that ought to be spent in assisting the
unemployed. That matter is relevant
to all Australians.
In March 1982, the official figure for
Australians out of work was 460 000,
which is a conservative figure because
one must take account of the hidden
unemployed. It has been claimed by
many that there are actually in excess
of 1 million unemployed in this country. That is a totally scandalous state
of affairs because Australia is not a
poor country; it is a wealthy country,
and it should be able to look after its
own people better than it is.
With those sorts of figures, economists now have to admit that Australia
is in a full-blown depression and that
it is the worst Australia has experienced for 50 years. It is a particularly
difficult time for any Government, let
alone a Government of reform such as
the Labor Government in Victoria, and
it is even more difficult when the Prime
Minister changes the ground rules when
it suits him and allocates State moneys
to his own "mob". ! understand that
Victoria will have a shortfall of at least
$450 million in the next financial year.
What is now emerging more clearly
than ever is that international capital
is virtually out of the control of any
national Government, let alone a State
Government, and transnational corporations have internationalized key areas
and the means of produc,tion,and have
therefore managed to centralize economic power for their Own purposes
on a world scale, undreamed of in past
times, and, as a ,result, the power of
individual countries to control their own
destinies has been considerably weakened, and no international political
Session 1982-8
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institution has yet been created to step
into the breach. This has profound
implications for Australia, and naturally
for Victoria, because next to Canada,
of all the Organization ,for Economic
Co-operation and Development countries Aust'l"alia is the second most
penetrated by transnational corporations. In this economic climate it is
hardly surpris'ing that a lot of interest
has been aroused by the election of a
Labor Government in Victoria, especially in the business community, which
certainly has not wasted much time.
Within weeks of the election, two
'rather boring and innocuous newsletters
emerged that provide general background information on the new Government. They were obviously written by
Liberal Party members for their mates
in the business community, but U is
the third one that is the most intterestiog, although it is highly confidential
and not a newsletrt:er in the strict sense
of the word. It is a detailed report
on the Labor Government as well as on
individual Labor Min'isters.
This report: was published in November last year when it beca1me faidy
obvious to most people that there
would be a change of Government in
this State. The force behind this report
is one Alan CatroIl. For those who
do. not know him, Carroll is better
known for his excruciatingly boring
comments on ABC current affairs programmes as an economic apologist for
so-called free enterprise, and his talks
are absolutely loaded with incomprehensible jargon.
In Australia, Carroll is the director
of Client Services for Australia and
South-East Asia on behalf of Business
International, which acts as a corporate
mouthpiece for multinationals operating
here, such as IBM Australia Ltd, General Electric and the Chase Manhattan
Bank, to name but a few. Carroll is
also part of a Business International
Strategy Unit, which, according to its
own promotional brochure, sets strategic assumptions, contingency planning
and scenario planning for Australia,
Indonesia, Malaysia, the Philippines,
Singapore and Thailand. This is not the
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first time that Ca·rroll has functioned
as an unofficial king-maker. It has
been claimed that Ca·rroll played a
major part in the downfall of the
former Premier of·this State, one Rupert Hamer, who apparently was considered to take too moderate a ·line
for certain vested interests operating
in Victoria.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
W. M. Campbell)--What transcript is
Mrs Coxsedge reading from now?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-I am
not reading from any transcript. I am
quoting from certain materials that
have been written about Allan Carroll,
some of which were contained in the
National Times, and I have tapes of
Allan Carroll's comments.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-It seems
tome to be a very long quote.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-It is
not really a quote at all.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-Would
Mrs Coxsedge mind telling me what
it is. Fi'rst of all, it is not her words,
then it is not a quote; then it was
a transcript, -and it appears to me that
Mrs Coxsedge is really reading a
speech.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-No, I
am not, but "I am quoting words Allan
Carroll has said himself. This was said
at a seminar conducted in March last
yea!" at Noahs Hotel in Melbourne. It
was a seminar run by Business International for corporate interests operating in this State.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-I think
Mrs Coxsedge is bending the rules
tonight and she knows quite well that
she is. Mrs Coxsedge is well aware
what is specifically stated in May. It
has been read by the President and
myself on numerous occasions and she
knows it -as well as I de. It is clear
from May that an honourable member
is not supposed to read someone else's
speech when making his or her speech.
A speech to this Parliament is supposed
to be the thoughts of the member of
this House, not the thoughts of someone outside this House.
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I am not going to warn Mrs Coxsedge
again. I really believe I have stretched
myself to make Mrs Coxsedge come
within the bounds of the House and
I think she has treated that with disdain. It is the third time I have tried
to be reasonable with the honourable
member and I believe now that she
is being unreasonable with 'me. If she
does not become reasonable with me,
I will have te ask her to resume her
seat.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-With
all due respect, I do not think I am
being unreasonable because I am quoting from a lot of my own research.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-Mrs
Coxsedge knows as well as I do that
she should not be quoting from her
research. She is supposed to be quoting
her thoughts in Parliament.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-They
are my thoughts.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-They
were a transcript before; they were
a tape before, now they are your
thoughts. I am terribly sorry, Mrs Coxsedge should be expressing her thoughts,
not the thoughts of someone else, and
I ask her to please stop reading from
the transcript, the photocopy, the tape
recording, whatever it may happen to
be. The House wants to hear the
thoughts of Mrs Coxsedge and no one
else.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-These
are my thoughts and I want to talk
about a report that was written by
Allan Carroll, as it has Significance to
this State. It was a report written in
collaboration with a Or Jeffrey Race
and unknown collaborators, and it was
called HAnalysis of the Strategic Implications of a New Labor Government
1982-1985".
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-In this
State?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-In this
State, and it provided for the business
community a run-down of the new
Labor Government and how the Labor
Ministers could be cc'manipulated",

Governor's Speech: Address-in-Reply

would be the right word, ,to provide
information to the business community.
I have a copy of that report.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-I will
answer that by reading from May, page
414:
An attempt to influence the course of a
debate by the reading of arguments or letters
from persons of authority outside is repugnant
to the spirit of debate.

That has always been the rule held
in this House and M,rs Coxsedge has
gone beyond that ruling. As I said
before,Mrs Coxsedge had read more
than sufficient from the gentleman she
speaks of.
The Hon. lOAN COXSEDGE-I am
not reading it, I am telling you.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-As I
said earlier, it has reached the stage
where Mrs Coxsedge should put to
the House her thoughts on the matter
and no one else's.
The Hon. lOAN COXSEDGE-I have
just been providing the House with
my thoughts, which I have not been
reading, and I have been :telling the
House about them because I have a
copy of the particular report in question. lam concerned with what I see
as an attempt to manipulate a new
Labor Government. This is 'a highly
secret report and it is available, apparently, only for the top executives
of certain business companies. It sells
for $2450 a copy, and, according to
CarrolI, approximately ten or twelve
copies have already been sold. Having
read i,t, I regard it as a complete rip-off,
because although it purpol1s to give an
analysis of the Labor Party and the
factions in the pa'l"ty, it is an
inaccurate run-down of the Vic'torian Branch of the Labor Party.
However, I do not want to devote all
of my time to Alan Carroll. I am raising
the matter to highl'ight the problems
that face a Labor Government in Victoria after an absence of'" 27 years in
office. The argument has validity when
one considers the present economic
climate in which the Government is
operating.
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One of the problems that the Government faces is the growth of Ithe transnational banking companies. This problem has not been properly addressed.
The trans-national banking companies
cannot be controlled. These companies,
which are starting to make their
presence felt in Victoria, will further put
the Victorian economy out of kilter if
their growth is allowed to continue.
There can be 'no doubt that one will
witness the banking regulations being
changed as a result of the Campbell
report, which will allow the ent·ry into
Australia of foreign banking companies
so that they can perform more profitable
financial functions without having to
look after the small savings of Australians, which represents a less profitable area. These matters are of enormous
Significance because the trans-national
companies also play an 'important role
in transmitting cullture.
These companies play an important
role not only in manipulating economies
but also in influencing entire news-gathering and (i'issemination sources, such
as books, films, educational facilities and
so on. The companies have an enormous
influence on the entire cultural life of
this country, which obviously includes
Victoria.
Unfortunately, in a related area, book
publishing is becoming more and more
concentrated in trans-national corporations, with a consequent dependence
developing. All honourable members
should be deeply concerned about that
development.
I urge honourable members to consider the impact on society of transnational hardware-like satellites and
computerization. That impact has not
been fully comprehended; inldeed, it has
been largely ,ignored in the hope that
it will go away, but there is a real fear
among some of us that this new technology will actually institutionalize
Australia's so-called cultural cringe.
It is interesting :to note that Alcoa
of Aust·ralia Ltd is headed by a person
with the name of Haymaker, which I
believe is a most appropriate name
because Mr Haymaker is always raving

176

COUNCIL 21 September 1982

on about urugged individualism". However, when he speaks of rugged individualism, he refers only to those persons
who are unem'ployed and who are on the
lower rungs of society because he is
always happy to hold out his corporate
hand for huge public subsidies as a right
rather than as a charity. Indeed. the
entire Alcoa operation has been used
as a means to rip off the Victorian taxpayers. Mr Chamberlain, who is interjecting, may disagree With my views,
but he cannot argue against my consistency on this matter.
Alcoa of Australia Ltd has ripped off
Australia's raw materials. All honourable members should be concerned about
that matter because there is a world
glut of aluminium and Victoria's leaders
of industry are no better when it really
comes to the crunch. For example, there
is another group of persons whom I
have named in this House from time to
time and that group is Smorgon Consolidated Industries. I have criticized
Smorgons-The HoD. B. A. ChamberlaJn-Has
Mrs Coxsedge taken up their invitation
to visit their factory?
The HoD. JOAN COXSEDGE-I have
never had an invitation from Smorgons
to visit its factory.
The HoD. B. A. Chamberlain-Is Mrs
Coxsedge sure of that?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-I am
absolutely sure of that. For years
Smorgons has run its sweat shops on
sel1l'i-feudall'ines. I have made the point
many times in the House. Smorgons
has polluted major areas of the western
suburbs while it has· hypocritically given
money freely to tax deductible charities.
However. Smorgons now stands exposed
as a major tax dodger. Smorgons was
named in the McCabe-Lafranchi report
as being involved in approxima;tely 44
tax-avoidance companies. Those companies do not appear to be content with
getting stuck into the consumer and the
worker. Those companies also expect to
increase -their financial gains by ripping
off Governments in the form of subsidies and tax deductions.
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Without taxation, Australia would
not possess adequate education and
health systems. However, the so-called
respectable people in society, who are
often the mates of members of the
OppoS'ition, are the ones who are
mentioned in the Imperial honours list
and those are the persons who denounce
the unemployed as ccdole bludgers". I
wish that members of the Opposition
would not use that phrase.
The abolition of the Imperial honours
list was a good move by the Labor Government, and I congratulate the Government for its abolition. Naturally, it is
those persons who express views similar
to my own who ineVitably come under
the notice of the security agencies which
act on behalf of the so-called respectable
people in society. In this context I also
congratulate the Labor Government on
its speedy action to remove the cameras
that were installed for the Commonwealth Heads of Government Meeting.
I am sorry Mr Granter is not present
to hear my contribution to the debate
because I would like him to know that
I am looking forward to the disbandment of the Victoria Police Special
Branch. The disbandment of that branch
is Labor' Party policy that was unanimously passed by numerous State conferences.
I do not have too many illusions about
the disbandment of this branch because
during the week or so prior to the State
election I was informed by reasonably
good sources that the Special Branch
was busy culling its files and passing
material on to whichever body would
take over its function once it was disbapded. It does not really matter what
it cans itself but, unfortunately, in any
case the material is duplicated in the
files of ASIO. However, the overt disbandment of the Special Branch will
prove once and for all that the absence
of the~e usnoopers" will not lead to
Victoria being over-run by terrorists.
The HoD. P. D. Block-Mrs Coxsedge
knows this is all being recorded?
The Hoo. JOAN COXSEDGE-I am
not very worried about that. The Leader
of the Opposition in another place is
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reported in Hansard as having. made
some rather intem'porate and quite
absurd comments about this Labor Party
policy initiative. Indeed, the honourable
gentleman became quite agitated about
the entire question. One would hardly
expect either the Chief Commissioner of
Police or the Victoria Police Association
to support the Labor Party because
neither would want to see any part
of his little empire disappear.
However, I now refer to environmental pollution. I have to put up with
environmental pollution in this House.
I refer to the use of insecticides,
which I am sure will interest the
National Party. This is an important
issue and one I have raised many times
in the past. I have talked often about
Smorgon Consolidated Industries and
B. F. Goodrich Chemical Ltd and of
2A.5- T and 2,4-D. I have been concerned about the amount of dumping
of chemicals in Australia which was
very pronounced from the end of the
Vietnam war, partcularly when the
Americans had surpluses that they were
unable to dump in their o'wn country
because of their more stringent regulation and that they were readily able to
dump in Australia. Australia has very
slack environmental controls and that
is 'Something about which concern
should be expressed. I probably will
not convince members of the rural
rump about pot en·ti al environmental
dam·age and about people damage if
they go on using the current methods
of agricultural farming. I have the impression-and I would love to hear
members of the National Party correct
me--that the profit motive is their
major consideration.
The Hon. B. A. CbamberlaJn-They
want to make enough to eat.
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-And a
bit over. I do not wish to be flippant
about it, but overseas there is growing
interest in system's of agriculture that
are less energy intensive and have a
lesser adverse environmental impact.
One that does not rely on pesticides is
org·anic or natural farming. In fact,
nine-tenths of the world's food is still
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grown by organic methods and the onetenth which is chemically in'Significant
is being presented as the only way in
'which food can be grown in a commercial environment. It is claimed that
at best organic farming is useful -for
subsistence farming while chemical
fertilizers and pesticides form the basis
of all large-scale farming. That has been
proven to be untrue. With the price of
chemicals rising, it is becoming more
and more economic to apply organic
methods. One factor that is generally
disregarded is the heavy subsidy placed
. on many chemical subs,tances such as
2,4,5-T which makes the economic
argument even more lopsided.
It has been shown that; although
chemical methods lead to initial increases in productivity. the long-term
costs are actually no lower. The only
difference is ,that the actual -farm labour
costs are higher wUh organ-ic farming
whereas with chemical farming the
extra money goes to chemical companies. In the process of chemical farming, not only employment opportunities,
which ought to be of concern to all,
are destroyed, but also the ability of
nature to maintain its balance. The
land,as it were, becomes hooked on
chemicals just as people are hooked on
technology and on drugs and, unfortunately' there are no pressures to
counteract the lobbying of chemical
companies. Also, a large percentage of
farmers take chemical farming for
granted because they know that an
established chemical farming system
cannot easily revert to natural methods.
It should be the policy of Governments to spread through various
agencies material -which at least tries
to balance out the glossy propaganda
of the pedlars of insecticides, pesticides and fertilizers. To assist in this
process and provide a healthy perspective and to stimulate thinking on
natural farming, I have a document that
I shall be pleased to make available to
honourable members called, "The
Economic Performance and Energy
Intensiveness on Organic and Conventional Farms in the Corn Belt".
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The Hon. J. 'V. S. Radford-Is this
Australia or America?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-This is
America, but the criteria can be applied
to Australia. Not enough material has
been written in Australia. Probably,
honourable members will find this
document useful and I am happy to
hand it to any honourable member who
is interested.
The Hon. l. W. S. Radford-What
rainfall area is it?
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE-This
applies ina fairly limited part of the
United States of America. I shall be
happy to let the honourable member
read the document later.
The Hon. J. ·W. S. Radford-It will
be in a high rainfall area.
The Hon. lOAN COXSEDGE-Perhaps, but certain aspects of it would
be quite relevant to Australian experience-I urge the honourable member
not to dismiss it out of hand.
I take the opportunity also of once
again warmly congratulating the Victorian Labor Party Government on its
decision
to
introduce
legislative
measures to make the State of Victoria
a nuclear-free State. All honourable
members will agree ,that it is a most
important initiative. The policy was
carried unanimously by many Victorian
Australian Labor Party conferences and
as one of the Premier's campaign statements was one of the reasons he polled
so well in the last election. It indicates
clearly that the Victorian Government
is not prepared to place the health of
its citizens at risk by exposing them to
any aspect of the nuclear cycle.
I wish to conclude by saying that,
given the limitations under which the
new Labor Party Government has to
operate, it is obvious' that miracles
cannot be expected. However, that
should not prevent the Government
from working along lines of greater
political and economic independence in
contrast to the policies of its predecessors and to the tune of the Alan
Carrollsof the world, which isa policy
of selling Victoria down the drain to
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multi-national interests. I believe
greater emphasis must be given to more
power for the people which is only
meaningful if there is more independence.
In conclusion, I refer honourable
members to a statement by the wellknown British economist, John Maynard
Keynes, which 'was given to me by
Professor Ted Wheelwright of Sydney
University. John Maynard Keynes
would hardly be caUeda radical but he
made this statement in the middle of
the great depression of the 1930s. I
believe it is 'an appropriate statement
to be made in this country as we live
through the depression of the 1980s.
He stated:
'
The decadent international but individual
capitalism, in the hands of which we found
ourselves after the war, is not a success. It is
not intelligent; it is not beautiful; it is not
just; it is not virtuous-and it doesn't deliver
the goods. In short we dislike it, and we are
beginning to despise it ... We should like to
have a try at working out our own salvation.
We do not wish therefore, to be at the mercy
of world forces . . . Trying to work out some
uniform equiUbrium according to the ideal
prinCiples . . . Of laissez-faire capitalism . . .
We wish to be our own masters, and to be as
free as we can make ourselves from the interference of the outside world.

The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East
Yarra Province) -I am particularly
pleased to take part in this debate. I
join with other honourable members
in wishing the Governor, Sir Brian
Murray, and Lady Murray, well in their
term of office which they have commenced so well. I also join with other
honourable members in the commendation of many of the speeches that have
been made, particularly the speeches of
the new honourable members who
spoke for the first time in this House
when they entered this debate.
One pleasing feature of the Governor's Speech was an emphasis on law
reform and aspects of activity in the
field of law. I commend that and will
be watching with much interest, as I
am sure all honourable members will,
to learn whether the promises of the
Government are carried out.
It is not often that honourable members have the opportunity of discuS9ing
these matters in this House and it is

Governor's Speech: Address-in-Reply

pleasing that this opportunity arises
because of the references in the Governor's Speech. Mr Kennan referred to
this matter in his maiden speech to
which I listened with much interest.
I shall comment on one or two matters
that he raised and will put a slightly
different point of view. It is necessary
to be clear on the objectives in law
reform and to realize the complexities
of problems. One thing which will perhaps become apparent to this Government is that many matters which seem
simple in Opposition become much
more difficult when they must be carried out in Government.
Law reform covers a vast number
of things. It does not just cover the
spectacular legislation which is sometimes introduced by Governments for
the purpose of obtaining publicity more
than anything else. It also requires
extension and revision of the law in
bringing up to date matters which are
no longer appropriate for the time. It
calls for innovations in areas where the
law at present does not provide the
assistance it should provide for a particular activity in the community and
it also involves general tidying up and
cleaning up of statutes. It is necessary
to have the objectives clearly in mind.
All honourable members agree that
laws should be just and responsive to
today's problem and that they should
be accessible; that means not only
available in written form for people
to see but also available in a comprehensible form.
One should approach these matters
with an open mind and, to a large
extent, avoid politics. Of course, polities will always be involved in certain
aspects of these activities, but in the
important issues one must avoid politicizing and try to work out the most
appropriate method of resolving a problem that everyone agrees can be resolved. I shall give an example of
politicizing. The proposition of optional
juries has been discussed. In the previous Government I had occasion more
than once to talk about the concept
of optional juries in criminal cases.
Under that concept it is for the accused
to elect whether to have a jury in a
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criminal trial. Whenever I made the
suggestion about an optional jury by
way of trying to engender some debate
on the proposition, the then Opposition
gave a knee-jerk reaction and criticized
the proposition on the basis that it
was an infringement of the basic right
to have matters tried by jury. It is
interesting to note that the system of
optional juries has been introduced in
New South Wales for certain types of
criminal trials. It was introduced by a
Labor Government and was criticized
and opposed by a Liberal Opposition.
The Hon. Robert Lawson-Mr Deputy
President, I draw your attention to the
state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

The Hon. HADDON STOREY-The
Liberal Opposition in New South Wales
and the former Labor Opposition in
Victoria both gave a knee-jerk reaction
against suggestions made by their
Governments. They did so, no doubt
for political reasons, without thinking
the issue through. The notion of optional juries in particular cases has
been introduced in New South Wales
by a Labor Government. It has been
in force in Canada for more than 100
years and has been in force in many of
the States of the United States of
Ameriea for many years. In at least
one State in the United States of
America, where I have discussed this
matter with the Attorney-General. It
appears that approximately 50 per cent
of accused persons elect to have their
trial without the benefit of a jury. Mr
Kennan put the proposition, when
addressing the subject earlier in this
debate, that this would be a denial of
the right to trial by jury. That was a
motherhood type of statement that
should be analysed.
People accused of criminal offences
in Victoria frequently elect not to have
a jury because in many cases they
have the right to be tried by a magistrate, and not to have the matter determined in a higher court by a judge and
jury. Therefore, it is not new in Victoria, and it should be looked at dispassionately and sensibly rather than
simply being made a political football.

180

COUNCIL 21 September 1982

Strong grounds exist for introducing
this concept, at least in the area of
white collar or corporate crime, where
the complexity is such that it would
be more likely to produce justice for
the accused if tried by a judge than
if tried by a jury.
The other major area on which I
shall touch is the question of court
delays which are endemic in the world.
They certainly exist in the Western
World. They are productive of much
stress and trauma and, in the end, much
injustice, and they need to be tackled.
Again, these problems need to be
tackled in a sensitive and comprehensive fashion. They should not be tackled
by making instant decisions off the
top of the head as to what can be done.
One of the first things that must be
done is to determine what constitutes
delay. This is something which is not
really thought about sufficiently in this
country.
Mr Kennan referred to the number of
cases outstanding in 1972 and the number of cases outstanding more recently,
which was approximately the same
number. He said that clearly the question of delay has not been properly
tackled. Certainly the delays have not
been resolved, but when one puts into
the equation the fact that the average
criminal trial takes 5·4 days to be
determined, whereas in 1976 it took
2·6 days, one realizes that, if one has
the same number of cases outstanding
now as one had then with approximately the same personnel, the courts
are processing nearly twice as many
cases with the same facilities as they
did earlier.
In other words, figures can be
plucked out of the· air and made to
prove anything one likes. Delays take
place and there needs to be a proper
analysis of what the delays are in any
attempt to deal with them. To determine how the delays should be anaJysed we need far more facilities for
taking account of court proceedings
than exist anywhere in Australia at the
moment. In some states of the United
States of America, computer programmes have been adopted which do
not ~ost a great deal and which can
The Hon. HiJeldon Storey
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be adapted to a mini computer which
provides more information than is
currently available anywhere in Australia in our system of courts.
This would be of enormous assistance
in determining how to tackle the question of court delays. For instance, in
Louisiana, a mini computer deals with
all civil cases and takes only half a
man year to operate. This gives a more
comprehensive set of records than any
available in Australia in our superior
courts. The benefit of the computer is
that it has accessibility to information
which can be attained to answer the
real questions that arise in analysing
these matters.
Mr J ohnston of the research section
of the Law Department visited the
United States of America recently and
brought back us.eful information which
will be of assistance in tackling the
problem in Victoria. It is easy to have
a knee-jerk reaction to questions of law
reform and to say that particular matters can be dealt with simply.
A typical reaction to court delay is
to say, "Appoint more judges". I used
to share the view when I was a member of the Bar Council before I became
Attorney-General. After some time in
that place, I realized that it was not
that simple. In fact, Victoria's Chief
Justice, Sir John Young, made that
point at a seminar recently. He said
that sometimes the proviSion of more
judges will actually have the effect of
retarding the disposal rate of litigation
and he gave the analysis of why that
should be so. It is not enough simply
to say, "Appoint more judges".
The American States have demonstrated that one has to analyse the
whole system. The whole system must
be examined, not just the courts. One
must make an examination of the role
of the legal profession, the Government
and the courts. Together, those three
areas constitute what in the terminology of the United States is known as
"the local legal culture". That culture
can often determine the attitude of that
area to the disposal of court· proceedings. If the attitude that is developed
in that particular area is one which is
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in an atmosphere of delay, delay will
continue, no matter what tinkering with
the system takes place.
Equally, if the attitude is one that
generates fast disposal of cases, that
will take place no matter what volume
of work emerges. The National Centre
for State Courts in the United States
·of America has completed a considerable amount of work on the matter and
in a report headed "Executive Summary" it concludes that in the United
States processing time is most strongly
related to the informal attitudes,
expectations and practices of the local
community, which includes judges,
attorneys and court personnel.
The centre's report also mentions
"local legal culture" and the three
elements I mentioned. The same report
incidentally supports the view of Sir
John Young that simply appointing
more judges does not resolve the question. They describe that as an article of
faith accepted by the legal profession
but they do not put it any higher than
that.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-It must be
of partial assistance.
The Hon. HADDON STOREYAlmost any of the alternative steps
which are av~i1able have some immediate effect. If one appoints additional
jud~es, it will have immediate effect.
If one generates more cases from that,
according to the system of adjudication,
it is likely to have immediate effect.
However, this does not answer the
problem unless one has a comprehensive over-all approach. It is more likely
to be that after a short time one goes
back to the former standards of the
"local legal culture" of the past.
That is borne out by what is happening in Victoria and other States
of Australia over the years, irrespective
of the political complexion of the Government. In my conversations with the
New South Wales Attorney-General, I
can say that Victoria is doing better
than New South Wales. I do not attribute that to any aspect of the political
parties of either State, but rather to the
"local legal culture" in each State.
Therefore, the study of the .National
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Centre for State Courts in the United
States of America says that management is the key to the question. This
was also the conclusion arrived at by
the New Zealand Royal Commission on
court delays.
In two courts studied by the National
Centre, Phoenix and Cleveland, where
case management was adopted, pending case loads dropped by 36 per cent
and 12 per cent respectively in less than
a year by the introduction of time standards, changes in judge working styles
and stricter monitoring policies. This
was a complex approach.
These courts adopted a "court delay
reduction" programme which used a
number of methods, including a justice
systems co-ordinating committee, an
analysis of the case processing system,
locating points of delay, collecting
statistical data and an important point
that the court should manage the case
instead of contesting lawyers, and other
aspects.
One interesting description of the
notion of the lawyers managing cases
rather than the courts managing 'cases
is that it is described as the "cuckoo
clock system", in that the judge simply
comes out when the parties are ready
for something to be dealt with and
then goes back into his chambers until
the parties summon him out again. It
is suggested that that is not the right
way to deal with court management.
Because I am not making this a
political speech, I do not want to recount the various steps that were taken
over the years in this State except to
mention recent steps that were taken
following a report of the Bar Council
some twelve months ago. That led to
the creation of a court listing section
within the Law Department and the
preparation of proposed legislation that
would have set time limits on the disposal of cases in the criminal field.
Under that proposal, if a criminal case
had not been dealt with within so many
months, it would automatically be dismissed and would not proceed. That
would have provided finality for those
cases. That proposed legislation was
made available to members of the Law
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Institute of Victoria and the Bar Council to examine. They pointed out a
number of problems-the measure was
made available to them so that they
could point out those problems. There
was no opportunity to proceed.
I hope the present Government will
facilitate the experiment of the creation of the court listing section and
that it will also consider the introduction of that proposed legislation,
after studying the results of the test
and taking account of the views of the
courts and the profession as well as
the practicability of the system. It was
certainly an attempt to introduce a
new degree of management within the
court system, in this case in the criminal jurisdiction.
In recent times, there have been
welcome trends towards the management of courts with a view to the
elimination of delays in the future.
The first and perhaps the most significant step has been the formation of
the Australian Institute of Judicial
Administration. This was a concept
formulated by the judges and brought
to fruition by them without involving
government-I think deliberately without involving government. It was an
initrative of the court system. It is good
for two reasons: The first is the work
that will be done and the second
is that it shows the determination
of the courts to tackle this problem
in a systematic and efficient way. The
first project will be an investigation
of delays in civil cases in three Australian Supreme Courts. That study
will be conducted by Dr Ross Cranston
of the Australian National University.
It is expected to be a two year project
and, even then, will be only the first
step in resolving court delays. I t is
obvious that it is not thought that
there is any immediate solution to the
problem, but Australia will benefit imm:easurably from this activity.
The second project is that being
undertaken by the Law Foundation of
Victoria, which has been going on for
more than twelve months. It is a study
of proceedings in civil cases and is
being carried out under the direction of
The Hon. Haddon Storey
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Professor lan Scott, who is now the
Director of the Law Foundation of
Victoria and is a world authority on
court administration. We are very fortunate to have him in Victoria to see
this project through. Again, it will be
of great assistance in solving the problem of court delays in future.
The fact that the. profession, through
the Law Foundation, the bar, through
the Bar Council report, and the courts,
through the Australian Institute of
Judicial Administration, are all involved
shows that, perhaps for the first time,
there is a willingness among all the
parties involved to do ~hat they can to
work out. answers to the problem of
court delays.
The last of the recent trends of
which I shall make mention is the
Government decision to refer the question of court delays to the Legal and
Constitutional Committee. I hope the
Government has discussed this reference with the courts, through the Chief
Justice, and with the Law Foundation.
I certainly hope the committee's investigations will be conducted in a
fashion that is complem'entary to the
other work that is heing carried out,
because nothing could be more futile
than to have different groups and
bodies carrying on researches of their
own when what is needed is to bring
together all the resources possible to
made sure there is a co-ordinated
attack on the problem. If it is done in
that way, the work of the committee
will be a valuable adjunct to the other
work that is going on at present. Having regard to the fact that the project
of the Law Foundation has already
been going on for twelve months, and
it is just the first part of that project
and will, if it is to continue, probably
go on for a lot longer, and bearing
in mind that the project being carried
out hy Dr Cranston is a two-year project that is merely a first step, it is
clear that even the Legal and Constitutional Committee, with 'all the talent of
members of Parliament available to it,
is not likely to be able to resolve the
problems within the next few months.
Nonetheless, no doubt it will contribute
in due course.
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I should like to make one suggestion,
which I bring to the attention of the
Government in the hope that it will
examine the suggestion as a step that
may be taken before the several years
that will go past before all these inquiries come to fruition: That is, to
consider the adoption of compulsory
arbitration in certain groups of cases.
By "arbitration" I am not referring to
arbitration in the industrial area, but
to decisions in cases being made by
somebody outside the court whose
decision does not have to be accepted
by the parties. The parties would then
have the right to go to the court but,
if they did so and were not able to
do any better before the court than
they did before the arbitrator, they
would be required to pay costs. That
would inhibit them from going off to
the court for every action.
This system· has been tried with some
degree of success in several States in
the United States of America. If we
think we have problems, we should
compare ourselves with New York
State, which has 3367 judges. In January 1982, it had a backlog of 65 163
felony cases and 48 062 civil cases.
Even just dividing the number of judges
into the number of cases reveals that
the delays in that State would be much
greater than the delays in Victoria.
The State has a system: of compulsory arbitration. A fairly recent review
of that system was carried out and it
was discovered that it saves time and
the hearing of cases. The average case
tha t was expected to take several days
before a judge took about two and a
half hours before an arbitrator, and the
average cost of the arbitration was
much less than the cost of court proceedings. Perhaps the most important
figure is that, in 91 per cent of the
cases heard by an arbitrator, the
parties accepted the verdict and
did not go to the courts.
Many cases were diverted from the
court so that the court was free to deal
with other cases. The conclusion reached in that study was that the system
reduced the backlog, met with approval
and saved time. California similarly
introduced a system in 1979 which extended to all civil cases, whereas in New
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York it applied only to cases under
$25000. It is believed that the system
is meeting with the same success in
California.
In cl recent conference of the Australian Institute of Judicial Administration In'corporated, Chief Justice Street
of the New South Wales Supreme Court
referred to the matter of arbitration with
some approval as something that ought
to be considered in Australia. I put that
point of view to the Government. It is
normally done in the United States of
America by employing lawyers to do the
arbitrations, but it is not merely an idea
of jobs for lawyers because they are
paid a small .fee compared with the
normal appearance fee. There is a larger
group of people available and they
do not need the resources of the
courts, the court room, reporting services and many of the back-up -services
that the courts require. Therefore, a
considerable amount of capital and recurrent expense is saved and a matter
can be dealt with informally and much
more expeditiously.
I hope the Government will consider
this suggestion seriously as something
that can be introduced with the cooperation of the courts and the profession in advance of the final result of all
these inquiries. I am pleased that the
Government is interested in these matters and I will certainly want to hear
about it at the appropriate stage from
time to time.
N.aturally, I support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition
in this House. It highlights the important aspects of the Government's lack of
performance since it came to Government. The amendment was moved a
few weeks ago and all that has happened
since then only 'serves to reinforce the
words of the amendment and make it
more appropriate that it be carried.
The House divided on Mr Hunt's
amendment (the Hon. F. S. Grimwade
in the chair).
Ayes..
18
Noes..
23
I

Majority
against
amendment ..

the
5

184

COUNCIL

21 September 1982
AYES

Mrs Baylor
Mr Block
Mr Bubb
Mr Campbell
Mr Chamberlain
Mr Connard
Mr Crozier
Mr Houghton
Mr Hunt
Mr Knowles

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Lawson
Long
Radford
Reid
Storey
Ward

Tellers:

Mr Granter
Mr Hayward
NOES

Mr Amold
Mr Baxtor
Mr Butler
Mrs Coxsedge
Mrs Dixon
Mr Dunn
Mr Evans
Mr Henshaw
Mr Kennedy
Mr Kent
Mrs Kirner
Mr Landeryou

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mackenzie
McArthur
Murphy
Pullen
Sandon
Sgro
Walker
White
Wright

Tellers:

Mrs Hogg
Mr Kennan

The motion for the adoption of an
Address-in-Reply to the Governor's
Speech was agreed to, and it was
ordered that the Address be presented
to His Excellency the Governor by the
President and members of the House.
ADJOURNMENT
Public
transport
in
Camegfe
Ministerial management-Water In·
dustry-8ale of newspapers OD road·
ways - PoUce pursuit veh,iclesDrought assistance for bee keepenClosure of Nestl~s condensed milk
factory - Registration of business
names - ''Vinelander'' - Refugee
status for Lebanese migrants-Power
line duplication over private property
-Vermin Md Noxious Weeds Destruction Board-Planning for pedestrians in city-Port Phillip Bay foreshore works-Sideshow equipmentDrcught-Pollution at Murrumbeena
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister of Economic Development) -I
move:
That the Council, at tits rising, adjourn until
tomorrow at half-past two o'clock.

The motion was agreed to.

Adjournment

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -I
move:
That the House do now adjourn.

The Hon. D. K. HAYWARD (Monash
Province)-I raise with the Minister
of Lands, representing the Minister of
Transport, a matter of urgent public
importance pertaining to a transport
problem being experienced in Carnegie.
There was a private bus service which
ran from Gardiner along Darling Road
and Koornang Road to McKinnon. It
was vital to people in that area and
of special importance to elderly people
and mothers of young children without
transport. It allowed them access to
essential services, such as doctors,
dentists and to retail shopping areas,
particularly the shopping area in
Koomang Road, Carnegie. The service
has been discontin.ued and it is essential, in the interests of the local community, that a substitute service be
instituted.
The suggestion has been made that
perhaps a community mini bus could
be used. It would require joint action
by the two municipal councils concerned, namely, Malvern and Caulfield,
and by other interested bodies-possibly the Carnegie Chamber of Commerce. There is even a suggestion that
a volunteer driver could be obtained.
This is a critical matter to the local
community which I ask the Minister to
take up urgently with the Minister of
Transport.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern
Province)-The matter I raise is for
the attention of the Minister of Agriculture. On 29 June I raised with the
honourable gentleman a matter relating
to wheat marketing and the World
Food Organization. On 16 September
I reminded the Minister that he had
not been able to supply an answer to
that and some other matters, and the
Minister replied that I should read my
mail.
The Minister replied to me by letter
on 16 September, opening his remarks
with the term "recently". I remind the
honourable gentleman that the question
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was raised on 29 June. The Minister's
letter was not posted until 9.30 p.m.
on 17 September and it was received
by me on 20 September by the earliest
available post, so there was no way
in which I could have received the
letter to read it earlier.
This was not a matter of mismanagement in the Department of Agriculture
and the Minister's section of it; it was
a clear case of lack of management.
Coupled with this lack of management is the fact that the Minister and
some of his Ministerial colleaguesin one case, to my knowledge, the
Premier-have visited electorates represented by Opposition members without a courtesy letter advising that they
would be in the electorate.
I ask the Minister: Is it his intention
to continue this policy of not advising
local members of forthcoming visits to
their electorates? Is it the directed
policy of the Government that Opposition members are not to be advised
of forthcoming Ministerial visits? If it
is not the. directed policy to continue
to treat Opposition members with disdain and discourtesy in. these matters,
when can some improvement in Ministerial management be expected, even
in the small matter of courtesy?
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North
Eastern Province) -I raise with the
Minister of Water Supply a matter concerning the implementation of the
recommendations of the Public Bodies
Review Committee with respect to the
restructuring of the water industry.
I have a copy of a circular letter
dated 16 September from the State
Rivers and Water Supply Commission
to a number of water trusts and sewerage authorities within the province that
1 represent. On my reading of the document, it appears to fly in the face of
the recommendations made by the committee. As an example, 1 will quote
from the final report of the committee
with respect to the Shire of Numurkah:
The Committee recommends that the Shire
of Numurkah Waterworks Trust, the Numurkah

Sewerage Authority and the Strathmerton
Sewerage Authority cease to exist, and that the
Shire of Num urk ah assume direct responsibility
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for all necessary urban water and sewerage
provision within ,the Shire. (Recommendation
105).

That recommendation has the agreement of all the bodies named in that
paragraph, yet the letter that was circulated last week by the Water Commission says, in part:
It is not intended at this stage that any
existing water and sewerage functions would
be handed over to the municipal counci.ls to
operate as part of ,the municipal function.

It refers to the establishment of a water
board in that area.
1 ask the Minister to turn his attention to the question, and perhaps give
some explanation to the House, of
whether the Water Commission has
taken it upon itself to unilaterally
modify the recommendations of the Public Bodies Review Committee. Am 1 misinterpreting the document, or what is
the situation? Is the Minister able to
enlighten the House?
The Hon. L. A. McARTIlUR (Nunawading Province) -I raise with the
Minister of Lands, in his capacity as
the representative in this place of the
Minister for Police and Emergency
Services, the selling of newspapers
from the carriageways of suburban
streets. Especially during the evenings,
many young children dodge in and out
of traffic, sometimes on three-lane highways, such as the Burwood Highway,
to sell the evening newspaper. The
practice is extremely dangerous. The
children are often young and on winter
evenings are sometimes wearing dark
clothing. They are risking life and limb
for what is probably not a large
reward. I admire their industry and
their courage, but 1 doubt that the exercise is worth the risk they run and the
risk in which motorists are involved.
On four-lane carriageways, it is often
necessary to swerve to miss the paper
vendor.
1 understand that the regulations provide for a fine of up to $100 on the
paper seller, if he is over the age of
eight years, whereas the fine prescribed
for motorists soliciting to buy newspapers is only small. The police are
obviously unwilling to enforce the
regulation, and I agree with that
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attitude: I would be unwilling to charge
a paper boy with an offence that may
cost him $100.
1 ask that this matter be referred
to the Minister for Police and Emerg·ency Services and suggest that perhaps
a major fine be imposed on the distributor of the newspapers, that a major
-tine be imposed on the motorists soliciting to buy newspapers, and that a
minor fine be imposed on the newspaper
boys. I am sure that the Herald which
has conducted a long. vigorous and
successful campaign for road safety
over the years, might support this
measure.
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo
Province) - I raise a matter with the
Minister of Lands representing the Minister for Police and Emergency Services. It refers t6 the safety of members of the Victoria Police Force. It is
my understanding that a number of
Holden Commodore sedans which are
used for highway pursuit work have
recently been fitted with a V8 motor
when they had previously been fitted
with a six-cylinder motor. I am not
claiming that there is anything wrong
with the Holden Commodore but this
additional weight gives the Holden Commodore a wedge shaped appearance
which when used in highway pursuit
work, can become dangerous. The additional weight which is placed on the
front of the vehicle gives a fish tailing
effect to the Holden Commodore when
driven at high speed that can become
dangerous. It is also my understanding
that the Commodore cars used by the
South Australian Police Force have had
the necessary modifications carried out
on the front suspension to enable the
VS motor to be fitted to the Holden
Commodore. This modification makes
it a safe vehicle.
1 understand that there are at least
two instances of conver~ions of this type
being carried out in Victoria-one at
Hamilton arid the other at Portland. I
ask the Minister to investigate the
safety aspect of these Holden Commodores which are fitted with a VB
motor and used for highway pursuit
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work. I ask that the matter be brought
to the immediate attention of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North
Eastern Province) - I raise a matter
with the Minister of Soldier Settlement
relating to an area of drought assistance that perhaps is not normally considered as one which would be appropriate. I refer to the bee population of
Victoria, particularly the beekeepers
who are not normally regarded as possibly requiring drought assistance.
The current drought has had a very
drastic affect on beekeepers. One contacted me as recently as today indicating that a considerable proportion of
his business was the -pollination of crops
such as oil seed, rape, lupins, clover
lucerne seed, and so on. As a result
of the terrible drought conditions there
are very few of those crops so his bees
are going hungry. There is an additional
problem: Because of heavy frosts due
to clear skies and drought conditions
which have had a substantial effect
on the amount of blossoms on the Australian gum trees, a further source of
fodder has been reduced-classic symptoms of a drought situation. He also
suffers from classical problems of
farmer drought circumstances in that
he has to travel long distances searching for an ever diminishing fodder
supply for his bees. That involves substantial additional costs. There is even
the possibility of having to provide the
same bees with drought fodder in the
form of sugar and water which he will
have to purchase and which has a low
productivity value and is only good
enough to keep the bees alive for a
short time.
The bee industry requires assis-tance
for additional transport costs and for
the purchase of fodder for the bees. I
ask the Minister to consider having
such matters included in the current
guidelines, because they are not included at this time. If bees ate straw
or hay beekeepers would be eligible for
assistance. Bees eat sugar or pollen and
these items are not included in the
current guidelines. The workers are the
biggest problem.

Adjournment
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. ~.
Grimwade)-Order!
Mr Evans
IS
developing his remarks on the motion
for the adjournment of the sitting into
a full speech. He has outlined the problem to the Minister and the Minister
will reply.
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland
Province) -I raise a matter with the
Minister of Agriculture concerning the
closure of the Nestles condensed milk
factory. It is a matter of concern to
the local council and the people of
Maffra. That factory has been in operation for over 50 years in the Maffra
area and is to suddenly close.
I raise two points. The first is the
matter of the people who have been
working there for a long time and who
are perhaps too old to move to another
town because they have a commitment
to a home and children attending school.
What will happen to them in any redundancy scheme? The second matter
relates to marketing. I was recently
speaking to Mr Long who also represents the Gippsland Province and
he made the point that when he was
overseas recently on a trip he could
not buy a tin of Nestles condensed
milk. He went right through the European countries including England and
Nestles condensed milk was not available. When he went to Yugoslavia he
could buy tinned condensed milk which
shows that some countries are wise in
their choice.
Either Australia is not marketing its
. products well enough or there are
other reasons. One thing that worries
me about the company closing is that
it is not a multi-national company and
condensed milk is being produced in
the Philippines cheaper than in Australia.
Can the Minister inform me about
the redundancy scheme and does he
believe the company should have made
this unilaterial decision to close the
factory?
The Hon. H. G. BAYLOR (Boronia
Province) -I raise a matter with the
Minister for Economic Development
representing the Attorney-General. I
draw to the attention of the Minister
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what appears to be a weakness in the
application form for the. registration of
a business name. I have had drawn to
my attention the experience of a constituent of mine who has had difficulty
regarding the registration of a nameNatural Swimming Pools. The Office of
Corporate Affairs has in fact allowed
another name-Kerry Lawson Natural
Pools-to also be registered which has
incurred a large amount of confusion
and difficulty, one way and another,
and inconvenience to the parties concerned.
It appears on investigation that the
Business Names Act does not provide
a trademark protection for people registering business names. I hope the Minister may take on board the suggestion
that the form completed by applicants
wishing to register a business name
should point out that there is no legal
protection for their name, that another
name similar to theirs could be registered and the only recourse they have
is to take legal action in the courts
against a person using a very similar
name. I ask the Minister to draw this
matter to the attention of the AttorneyGeneral.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province)-I bring to the
attention of the Minister of Lands
representing the Minister of Transport
persistent complaints which I have
been receiving about the Vinelander-the excellent train. that op~r
ates between Melbourne and Mildura.
Two recent complaints have come
from the Merbein High School and the
Mildura High School.
For reasons of its own, the management of VicRail, with or without the
knowledge of the Government, appears
not to be encouraging the custom of
school groups. The complaints that I
received recently state that the teachers
in charge of the excursions endeavoured
to book an open-type carriage but
were informed that it is not VicRail
policy to make these carriages available; it offers the compartment-type
carriages referred to as "dog boxes".
The disadvantages of these carriages
are that the teacher in charge of the
students cannot supervise the safety
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and behaviour of the students. There
The Hon. CLIVE BURR (BaJIarat
is a canteen on the train, and unfortu- Province) -I direct a matter to the
nately inebriated young men tend to attention of the Minister for Minerals
seek out the young girls in the party. and Energy and ask whether he recalls
With their loutish behaviour, they make a letter that I forwarded to his office
a ·nuisance of themselves in a danger- some months ago about a Mr and Mrs
ous fashion and make things very diffi- Von Diebitsch of Pioneer Ridge near
cult for the teacher in charge and, Meredith, objecting to the 220 kilovolt
indeed, for the conductor.
power line duplication which crosses
their property. A series of telephone
1 ask the Minister to take up this follow-ups have been made to the Minmatter with VicRail to ascertain ister's office seeking clarification of the
whether it has given up its efforts to position. The last word I received was
obtain this type of carriage for use by that the Minister was seeking a departwhat ought to be reasonably profitable mental response to the question.
customers. I ask him to keep in mind
The problem is that the traffic easethat even if the students are travelling
at half fare, they are full fare-paying ment which is immediately adjacent to
the existing line will be on the western
customers of the future.
side of the existing line, and in general
The Hon. G. A. SGRO (Melbourne that is not a problem in the electorate
North Province) -1 raise a matter with I represent as most of the power lines
the Leader of the Government in this travel across open farming country.
place concerning the status of refugees The problem arises where it crosses the
in Victoria. I would like to know why Moorabool valley. One farmer in that
area has cut up a section of his land
the Federal Government has given refu- into
sm'aller blocks.
gee status in this country to refugees
Mr and Mrs Von Diebitsch have purfrom all over the world but has refused
to give it to Lebanese people. We all chased a very picturesque block of land
know what has happened in the last and, not having been forewarned that
few days in Lebanon; people have been the power line would be duplicated,
slaughtered there-massacred by the they have built their house reasonably
right wing Falangists-but the Federal close to where it is to be sited to take
advantage of the view. Consequently,
Government up to now has refused to if the additional line is placed on the
allow people from that part of the western side of the existing line it will
world to come here as refugees.
be closer to this couple's house, so
The PRESIDENT (the HOIl. F. S. they would like it to be on the eastern
Grlmwade)-Order! Mr Sgro should side.
relate his remarks to the administration
The best response Mr and Mrs Von
Diebitsch got from the State Electricity
of the Victorian Government.
Commission was an offer of a trade-off
The Hon. G. A. SGRO-Yes, but I in that the commission would not cut
ask the Minister to make representa- down many of the trees of this proptions on our behalf to the Federal Gov- erty. As I said, it is a picturesque
ernment and to ask why it has refused property in a naturally wooded area
to give the Lebanese people refugee immediately adjacent to the Geelong
status in this State and this country Water Works and Sewerage Trust
when it allows many other people to catchment area. The family is most
come here as refugees. The only con- upset that it has not been able to obtain
clusion I can com,e to is that the reason "ny response stating what the likely
is because people from the Middle East result of the objection will be.
are dark-skinned, although the Federal
Mr and Mrs Von Diebitsch have
Government advertised and asked asked m'e to put their case to the
people from Poland and other parts of Minister and seek a response. The questhe world to come here to stay.
tion is: Has the Minister received a
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departmental response and, if so, would
it be appropriate for him to let me
have the result of that response so that
1 can at least talk to my constituents
and they may subsequently talk to the
Minister?
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
Province) -The Minister of Lands has
confirmed that he has undertaken a
major restructuring of the Lands Department in Victoria and that he will
completely restructure the Vermin and
Noxious Weeds Destruction Board.
Can the Minister inform the House
whether agreement has been reached
between the primary industry organizations, himself and his department about
the proposed restructuring changes and,
if so, when the ne'w structure will come
into operation?
The Hon. B. T. PULLEN (Melbourne
Province) -I direct to the attention of
the Minister for Planning the inadequate provisions made for pedestrians
in planning schemes and developments,
both public and private, in the City of
MelbDurne. I raise this in the context
of the Melbourne hDme interview travel
survey of 1978-79, in which it was reported that in the metropolitan area,
walking trips accounted for 25 per cent
Df all trips and were second to the use
of the car in all trips. I point Dut that
only walking trips Df more than 0·4
of a kilometre-that is Dne-quarter O'f
a mile, for imperialists-were counted.
In the more densely settled part of
MelbDurne, the inner sectDr, which
coincides fairly largely with the MelbDurne PrDvince that I represent, the
percentage of walking trips on that
measurement was as high as 30 per
cent, and in some municipalities
reached 40 per cent. My observations
are that in many ways this is not
reflected in the provisions made in road
widenings and intersections, where
there is inadequate provis~Dn for
pedestrians, shelters in the city and the
prDvision of verandas. Many new buildings have token vernadas that are so
high and inadequate that they do not
afford protection.
The design of many buildings is such
that wind velocities at the ground level
are so high that they cause discomfort
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to' pedestrians. No provisions are made

for .planning in a co-ordinated fashion
in these matters. 1 ask the Minister to
give attention to this matter in the
planning context and whether he can
provide a report on the matter to' the
House.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotham Province) -I remind the Minister of Lands of a letter I sent him
a short while ago on the subject of
proposed foreshore works in Port
Phillip Bay by the Ports and Harbors
Division. One prDject that concerns
me is a rubble wall proposed
for "Quiet Corner" in Black RDCk.
1 wrote to the Minister and asked if it
was possible to delay this work, at
least for a time, so that he could come
down and inspect the area and see the
value or otherwise of the proposed
wall.
Over the years, a number. of engineering solutions have been applied to
the shores of Port Phillip Bay to overcome the problems of tides, winds and
the movement of sand. Some have been
successful and some have not. In the
main they have been aesthetically disastrous amDng which I include two large
basalt groynes that have been built out
into Port Phillip Bay within the
Province of Higinbotham.
Before the Ports and Harbors
Division does any more work of this
nature, I request the Minister to come
down and see for himself. Therefore, 1
repeat the invitation to him to come
down and inspect "Quiet Corner".
The Hon. J. W. S. RADFORD
(Bendigo Province) -I raise with the
Minister for Economic Development,
representing the Minister of Labour
and Industry, the subject-matter of
sideshow equipment. Now that the
Royal Show season is with us, can the
Minister undertake to ensure that strict
checking of sideshow machinery is
done on a regular basis to protect
this equipment throughout the State.
Unfortunately, in the past, accidents
have occurred, and every effort should
be made to protect the public.
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Having visited the Royal Melbourne
Show today, I was amazed at the complexity of some of the machinery that
was being used by the sideshow
operators, and when one looks at the
loadings that must be placed on vital
parts of that machinery, it seems that
suitable inspectors should be made
available to inspect this machinery, not
-only while it is in the metropolitan
area, but also when it is in country
areas. I ask the Minister to ensure
that trained inspectors are available to
check the machinery outside the metropolitan area as well.
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER (Central
Highlands Province)-The matter I
wish to raise comes under the portfolio
of the Minister of Soldier Settlement.
I am sorry that he has been overworked tonight, but I did give him
notice of this matter.
In his capacity as Minister looking
after the drought situation in Victoria,
I ask him whether cattle and horse
studs are entitled to apply for drought
relief, knowing that these studs are
vital to Victoria, and being aware that
they have to pay high prices for their
products, whether it be oats, chaff or
hay. The Minister also would realize
that they employ a large number of
people, especially in country areas.
I was informed last week that one
stud has moved its entire stud, namely
its stallions and mares, from Hopetoun
to Cranbourne because there is no
pasture available for them in the area
where the stud was located.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN
(Western Province) -I raise with the
Minister for Conservation, for the
fourth time, a matter about pollution
in Murrumbeena.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade)-The honourable member
cannot repeat a question.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I
would like to repeat a little bit of
history, because it is relevant. On 25
May the Minister for Conservation
advised the House that he fixed this
problem of continuing pollution in Murrumbeena that was causing serious
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illness to the constituents in the area.
On 8 June he stated that the problem
was not fixed, but that he ordered that
the offending polluting equipment was to
On 1 July
cease to operate.
he informed the House that he
was going to attend a public meeting that evening, but due to the incompetence of the Leader of the House
he was unable to do so.
The HoD. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -I take exception to
that terminology. That is precisely what
1 did not say, and that should not
be read into the record in any sense.
invite Mr
The PRESIDENT-I
Chamberlain to withdraw that.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I
withdraw only to the extent that the
Minister misunderstood what 1 said.
What I said was that on 1 July the
Minister told the House that he would
be attending a public meeting to discuss this issue. However, due to the
incompetence of the Leader of the
House, he was unable to go there. That
is irrefutable. The people of Murrumbeena have had to put up with this
pollution for a number of years and,
as a lead into the election, a number
of specific promises were made by the
Minister and his colleague, the honourable member for Oakleigh, about
how this matter would be fixed.
1 support today's announcement by
the Minister, and by the Government,
that there will be a package of assistance to enable the factory to relocate
to Dandenong, which will have a twofold effect of preserving employment
and getting rid of pollution. 1 support
the actions of the two Ministers in
that regard.
The question ought to be asked of
the Minister or his colleague, the Minister for Economic Development, what
is the time-table for these events.
In other words, when can the people
of Murrumbeena expect that this
nauseous pollution win cease and when
will the relocation take place?
The Hon. E. H. Walker-I suggest
that question should be put to my colleague, not me.
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The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I
do not know how much the Minister
knows, and how much his colleague
knows. In view of the Minister's action
in calling off the Environment Protection Authority on this issue in the
early days, in direct contradiction of
his stated election policy, will the Minister give consideration to making a
Ministerial statement to this House on
the role of the Environment Protection
Authority, and the relationship of the
Minister to the Environment Protection
Authority?

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -As
I understand the question posed to me
by Mrs Baylor, my understanding of
the law is that there is some protection of registration of some specific
business names. That is not how wide
the law goes at the moment in terms
of protection, but the general thrust
of the matter I will take up with the
Attorney-General. I believe there ought
to be some specific protection.
Mr Giovanni Sgro referred to refugee
status for the Lebanese people. The
Minister of Immigration and Ethnic Affairs has raised that matter with the
national Government. It is a matter
which is of continuing concern to all
members of the House with respect to
the constant trouble in that area. I do
not think I can recall a period in my
lifetime where that region of the world
in one part or another of it, was not
subjected to some degree of considerable violence and what appears
from this distance, to be considerable and unnecessary loss of life.
The Minister has made representations
to the Federal Government to grant
refugee status to those persons who
are affected by the present conflict in
Lebanon.
I was unsure whether or not Mr
Radford had been experimenting with
some of the sideshow equipment at the
Royal Melbourne Show. Mr Radford
raised a matter that is of ongoing concern to the Government. In the past insufficient attention has been paid to the
sideshow equipment and a number of
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other areas at the Royal Melbourne.
Show. It is a matter· that falls within
the province of the Minister of Labour
and Industry. I will raise the matter on
the ongoing potential movement of the
equipment to rural shows. The Government will be ·concerned to apply some
rigid standards for showground equipment across Victoria.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -Mr Pullen asked me
a question on the planning provision
for pedestrians ·and he brought to the
notice of the House some sltatistics that
I found quite extraordinary.
The realities are that inner suburban
residents walk a great deal and, as Mr
Pullen points out, not enough provision
is made for the comfort of pedestrians.
I examined the document that Mr Pullen
quoted briefly and I noticed that ther~
is a direct correlation of statistics on
pedestrians and those persons who use
public transport.
The suggestion is that if the Government was to make inner suburban
areas more attractive and comfortable
for pedestrians, the Government would
improve the use of public transport in
those areas. Mr Pullen asked me
whether I would direct the Ministry for
Planning to undertake a study of providing attractive and safe areas for pedestrians not only in the inner suburbs
but also in other suburbs. I will be
pleased to do that because such a study
is overdue.
Mr Pullen asked me whether or not
I will provide a report on the matter :to
the House. A report would be a natural
outcome of a study being carried out.
However, that report should also be
made generally available. Mr Pullen
suggested the widening of roads and the
provision of cover and protection for
pedestrians. While Mr Pullen was making those suggestions, I added to his list
the necesssity for seating, improved
safety and interest to attract to people
to walk. All of those are planning matters that are not given enough attention.
I thank Mr Pullen for bringing my
attention to the report that he mentioned and to the pedestrian issues. I

192 . COUNCIL

21 September 1982

will direct officers of my Ministry to
make a report on the sorts of possibilities that exist in this area.
Mr Chamberlain, after a long lead up
to 'a question, revealed that the issue
he raised with me had little substance.
The m'atter of timing is one for the Minister for Economic Development. Nevertheless, the transfer of Tennyson Textiles from Murrumbeena to a site near
Dandenong, which is a suitable site well
zoned for the operation of the company,
will occur early next year.
The second question was whether or
not I will make a Ministerial statement
on the role 'and relationship of the Environment Protection Authority with the
Ministry for Conservation. I will give
consideration to that. I had not intended
making a Ministerial statement, but
there may be some purpose ina general sense because I have had a
general review carried out of the
Environment Protection Authority and I
am having further work done in due
consideration to the request of Mr
Chamberlain.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister
for Minerals and Energy) -Mr Bubb
raised the concern expressed by Mr and
Mrs Von Diebitsch on the construction
and duplication of a 220-kilovolt line
and the fact that they do not consider
the State Electricity Commission to have
given a satisfactory response on the matter. At the completion of the adjournment I look forward to meeting Mr Bubb
to determine an appropriate time to
receive a deputati<>n from that couple.
Mr Haxter raised the matter of the
municipalization of the Numurkah
. Waterworks Trust and the belief in his
mind that there is a degree of ambiguity
emerging from a memo that has been
sent out by the State Rivers and Water
Supply Commission to the effect that in
those areas where there has been agreement, the Water Commission does not
intend to proceed with municipalization.
There has been some concern that when
a waterworks trust has merged into
a municipal council, there has been the
possibility that the Government could
have identified water activities within
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the municipality especially where there
are subsidized loan funds going to the
body.
However, if there is agreement by
local bodies on municipalization, I will
look forward to introducing an amendment to the Local Government Act, in
addition to the relevant water and
sewerage Acts to put the proposals and
recommendations into effect. On behalf
of Mr Baxter I will have further discussions with the head of the task force
of the Water Commission, Mr Sam
Rodgerson, to clarify the point that
Mr Baxter has raised and I will communicate the outcome of that discussion
with him.
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Forests) -Mr Hayward raised
an urgent transport problem in the
Carnegie area. It involves the closure
of a private bus line which catered for
many elderly persons and family groups
in the area. Mr Hayward suggests that it
may be possible, with the co-operation
of the various councils concerned, to
provide a mini-bus service. I will pass
that matter on to the Minister of Transport and express to him the urgency
of the matter in an endearour that discussions might take place between the
Ministry of Transport and the various
councils with a view to replacing the
lost bus service along the lines suggested
by Mr Hayward.
Mr McArthur raised the matter of the
selling of newspapers by small boys in
suburban streets. At times I have
watched the newspaper sellers darting
in and out of traffic at busy intersections. Mr McArthur pointed out that a
heavy fine of up to $100 could be imposed on young boys wh'J are carrying
out this activity. One can understand
the reluctance of members of the Victoria Police Force to prosecute for the
fines.
Mr McArthur raises the point that
it may be possible to fine the buyer of
the newspaper. I will raise that matter
with the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in an endeavour to discover whether the matter can be taken
up with the Herald and Weekly Times
Ltd as part of a safety campaign to
eradicate this dangerous practice.
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Mr Reid raised a m'atter of the safety
of members of the Police Force who
are driving modified Commodores in
which six-cylinder engines have been
replaced 'with V8s. The' extra w'eight is
causing problems with the front suspension and making the cars dangerous.
I was not aware of the situation and,
if it is 'so-apparently from what Mr
Reid said the South Australian police
have realized the problem and introduced a modification to the front suspension-I will pass on the information
as a matter of urgency to the Minister
to ensure that members of the Victoria
Police Force are not placed at risk by
using vehicles of this nature.
Mr Evans raised an interesting point
on the current drought situation and
subsidies available to various people
affected by the drought, particularly
those involved in beekeeping. I certainly
understand his point that bees can be
directly affected by the drought through
the loss of various flowers and
blossoms. A pollen subsidy is certainly
not available, but guidelines laid down
recently by the Federal Government in
its plans to provide assistance to small
businesses in country areas would make
it not unreasonable to consider favourably an application by someone whose
sole income is derived from beekeeping. My understanding is that subsidies 'are available to people who are
directly affected by the drought in
country areas and whose sole income
is derived from that industry. I will
take up the point with the Rural Finance Commission and inform the honourable member of the outcome.
Mr Wright mentioned problems
oC,curring on the train trip between
Mtldura and Melbourne, especially in
regard to the lack of encouragement
by the Victorian Railways for school
groups to travel on board the train and
lack of proper faciHties for school
groups as carriages supplied do not
allow sufficient control of the children
I will take up the matter with th~
Minister of Transport. The Government
wan~ to encourage as m-any people as
poSSIble to travel on public transport.
The Mini'Ster has already put forward
many innovative measures to do this
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and I am sure that if he knew problems
were being experienced, he vrould do
his best to ensure that they were
elimin'ated.
Mr Dunn mentioned the restructuring
of the Lands Department. I inform him
that the restructuring has been continuing for some time with all people
who will be affected being consulted at
every possible opportunity, They have
.all had some input and I con'sider that
we have arrived ata restructure that
will provide for the integration of the
divisions of Crown Land Management
and Inspection and Vermin and Noxious
Weeds Control into one Division of
Land Management. This will provide
that the Vermin and Noxious Weeds
Destruction Board will be replaced by
a divisional corporate management
team.
It will also provide a more efficient
utilization of human and financial
resources and the strategic placemen't
of inspectors around the State taking
into account the number of land boards,
percentage of Crown land, terrain and
climatic conditions and extent of
vermin and noxious weeds problems.
A greater emphasis 'will be placed on
the planning for the eradication of
vermin and noxious weeds and the
development 'and management of
Crown land. It will also provide the
placement of advisory officers in each
region to educate the rural community
on the correct methods of using poisons
pesticides and so on and the correct us~
of public land.
In addition, the current district
advisory committees will still be retained
and regional advisory committees will
be made up of members of the district
advisory committees, which will also
provide advice to the region and help
in the implementation of the regional
plan. The concern of Mr Dunn on the
matter of farmer input will be met as
the former Central Advisory Council is
to be changed to the Land Protection
Council, again comprised mainly of
farmers, but with a full-time chairman.
It will have additional power to make
recommendations straight to the Minister and will be one of the major
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policy-making bodies. Full-time farmer
representatives will be part of the corporate management te'am of the Divi:sion of Land Management.
The HoD. B. P. Dunn-Who will
appoint the chairman?
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE-I will
appoint him, on a recommendation of
the farming community.
M~ Lawson raised the matter of
"Quiet Corner". This matter has been
brought to my attention by several
members on both 'sides of the House.
I have had considerable correspondence
on the matter. Obviously, many people
are concerned about the proposal of
the Ports and Harbors Division to carry
out works in that area. I have been
asked to step in and stop these works.
Before I do so, I want to examine the
area and talk to the local citizens,
including the local members. I understand that my department has made
arrangements for Friday week. It was
to be this Friday, but unfortunately I
had another engagement. All local
members will be invited to attend, along
with local groups, so that discussions
can be held at the foreshore.
Mr Granter raised another matter of
concern that has probably not been
considered 'at this stage. Only this
morning coming to work by car I
passed a couple of hobby farms with
five or six horses on 1 acre with not
one blade of grass available for the
horses. I consider that honourable members ought to consider how the drought
is affecting horses. I have had correspondence from the horse breeders'
association expressing concern and
requesting that perhaps subsidies be
macle available to people whose livelihood is dependent on horse breeding.
I do not know whether this problem
has occurred in the past, but I certainly
understand that problems are being
experienced by people who breed
horses- and keep horses in large numbers. They require fodder and water,
the same as every other farmer who
carries stock. As soon as I have a

Adjournment

reply from the Rural Finance Commission on what assistance will be available and whether' the Government can
assist, I will contact the honourable
member.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
AgricuIture)-Last week Mr Ward
raised a matter on the motion of the
adjournment of the House to which I
gave a reply, which I believed to be
correct at the time. I informed him that
an answer to a question he had raised
in the previous sessional period had
been forwarded to him. Apparently, a
misconc'eption occurred in my office
and I discovered later that the answer
of which I was aware had not been
forwarded to him until a later date.
If I made suggestions that may have
implied an intention to bring Mr
Ward into disrepute by my answer
last week, I apologize most sincerely.
I accept the Westminster tradition
of Ministerial responsibility and I
attribute no fault to anyone else.
The other point Mr Ward raised
concerned Ministers of the Government
not extending members of the Opposition the courtesy of informing. them of
impending visits to provinces they represent. It is a Doint on which I have
insisted and Mr Ward assures me there
has been an omission on my part on
one occasion. Certainly. I have endeavoured to ensure that this does not
occur and I believe other Cabinet Ministers have endeavoured to do the same.
I will refer Mr Ward's remarks to them
to ensure that this discourtesy does not
occur again.
Mr Murphy raised a matter about the
closure of the milk canning section
of the NestJes milk factory at Maffra.
This has not occured as yet. It is intended by NestJes that the factory
will close next March with the displacement of approximately 120 people
working there, a considerable number
of whom are female.
Nestles has attempted to orovide
employment for a large number of
these employees at either Tongala or
Pakenham which, of course, means displacement of family life and many of
those people have worked in Maffra for
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a long time. Mr Murphy asks what can
be done to remedy the situation and
to encourage Nestles to review the decision and continue operations at
Maffra.
It is well known that the plant and
equipment at Maffra needs renewing
and there is the capacity to undertake
these operations at Tongala. It is known
also that Nestles plans expansions at
Pakenham and elsewhere in Victoria.
I shall do all I can to investigate and
encourage where possible the maintenance of activities at Maffra, which
is in the very heart of the best dairying
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industry in Victoria, so that continued
employment may be maintained in the
area. Maffra is a magnificent and true
country town which is very sound and
I hope it is able to continue its economic
viability. It is true that Nestles is a
multi-national company and that opportunities for marketing have not been
fully developed. I believe all those issues
can be examined and I hope that
Nestles factory may be retained and
reaotivated in Maffra.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 11.53 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PROBATE DUTY REVENUE

COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY

(Question No. 9)

(Question No. 70)

The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash
Province) asked the Minister for Minerals and Energy, for the Treasurer:

The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province) asked the Minister
of Forests, for the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(a) What estimated revenue will be received
from probate duty under the Government's proposals for the extension and continued levying
of such duty from all estates subjected to duty.
or from estates not at present subjected to
duty. in-(i) the year to 30 June 1983; (ii) the
year to 30 June 1984; (Hi) the half-year to
30 June 1983; and (iv) the half-year to 31 December 1983?

(b) What estimated revenue will be received
from probate duty under the present law in
each such period?

The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy)-The answer supplied by the Treasurer is:

( a) Is the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services aware of the considerable voluntary
contribution made by members of Country Fire
AuthOrity brigades?
(b) Will he favourably consider representations for subsidies for construction and maintenance of fire brigade training tracks?

The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Forests)-The answer supplied
by the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is:
Yes.
I am prepared to consider any representations on this subject in the context of the
over-all budgetary situation.
(a)
(b)

VICTORIAN COALFIELDS
(Question No. 111)

When the Probate Duty Bill was introduced on 1 July it was made clear that the
Government was not setting out to rush the
legislation onto the statute books but that it
was providing an opportunity for all aspects
of the proposal to be examined and considered
before it was proceeded with.

The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN
(Western Province) asked the Minister
for Minerals and Energy:

The Government has given careful consideration to the matters which have been raised
and, as the honourable member will now be
aware, has decided, in all the circumstances,
not to proceed with the Probate Duty Bill.

The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy)-The answer is:

(a)

(b) (i) $34 million; (il) $16 million; (iii) $15

miJIion; (iv) $10 million.

Does the Government support the development of the Gelliondale, Holey Plains, Gormandale and Stradbroke coalfields; if so, what
priority will be given to their development?

I would draw your attention to my press
statement of 30 June 1982, wherein I referred
to the Brown Coal Resource Development
Study. In that statement I said that "This
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study will be vital to future energy planning
in this State. and particularly in the Latrobe
Valley. so we decided that the planning process
should be opened up".
I was quoted as having asked the consultants,
Kinhill ~ Ltd. to produce a report setting out
the study s terms of reference and method of
conduct. This report is available from the Victorian· Brown Coal Council.
I also said there was no doubt that Victoria·s brown coal reeources provided the basis
for future expansion of the manufacturing and
tertiary sectors.
I was further quoted as follows-CC I also
want them to examine the best sequence for
development while bearing in mind the need
for conserving resources for future generations".
This report is scheduled for completion by
30 November 1982. Arising from the recommendations, Government support and priority
for the development of any or all of Vktoria's
coalfields will be determined.

Questions on Notice
vation Act 1970 and in accordance with the
Order in Council issued on 4 May 1982 and
published in the Government Gazette on 12
May 1982.

SALINITY
(Question No. 146)

The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province) asked the Minister of
Lands:
(a) What on-farm salinity improvement loans
have been granted each year since the inception of the scheme, shOwing the various rates
of interest applicable?
'
(b) What rate of interest is contemplated
for the financial year 1982-83?

The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE
(Minister of Lands) -The answer is:
(a) Loans approved by the Rural Finance
Commission for on-farm salinity works since
the inception of the program in February 1980
have been:

ALPINE NATIONAL PARK

AmOWlt approved
(Groll excludlllff
till_me", /0'
cancellallolll

(Question No. 112)

The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN
(Western Province) asked the Minister
for Conservation:
In relation to the Ministers statement of 29

June 1982 concerning a proposed extended
Alpine National Park, will he provide the text
of the request to the Land Conservation Council that it investigate that proposal?

The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Min4ster
for Conservation) -The answer is:
The Land Conservation Council was required
to investigate the Alpine area under the provisions of section 8 ( 1) of the Land Conser-

YH'
1979-80 (Part Year)
1980-81 ..
1981-82

..

I 1uly 1982 to 14 September
1982

''''en"
rale

S
100 500
636500
218000
90000
72000
338500

pe,ce'"

412500

9·0

7·,
7·,
11·'
13·0
It·,

9·0

1868000

(b) The
loan funds
in 1982-83
context of

interest rate to apply to further
to be allocated for salinity works
is a matter to be dealt with in "the
over-all budgetary considerations.

Questions without Notice
Wednesday, 22 September 1982
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade) took the chair at 2.33 p.m.
and read the prayer.
.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

DROUGHT
The Hon. D. G. CROZIER (Western
Province) - I 'ask the Minister of Agriculture whether, in the event that the
Drought Advisory Committee recommends the introduction of a sheep
slaughter bounty, the Minister will give
the House an unequivocal assurance
that the Government will implement
such a scheme forthwith?
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -I understand that the
Drought Advisory Committee is an advisory committee; for that reason 1
cannot give an unequivocal assurance
that the Government will accept its
recommendation.
REGIONAL TOURIST BODIES
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province)-I ask! the Leader
of the House, as Minister for Tourism,
can he indicate to the House whether
our most effective regional tourist
authorities will be funded at a similar
or increased level to the previous year.
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VICTORIAN ECONOMIC
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
The Hon. M. J. SANDON·· (Chelsea
Province) -My question is directed to
the Leader of the Government in his
capacity as Minister for Economic Development. Is the Minister involved in
a review of the overseas operations of
the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation and in particular what is
the current status of the Los Angeles
office?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-As
I understand the question, it is directed
at the operations of the overseas offices
of the Victorian Economic Development
Corporation, a matter that I have referred to in the House on at least
two occasions during previous sessional
periods. With respect to the ongoing
review, it is true that I have instigated,
in co-operation with the· corporation,
a review of all of its offices. When I
became Minister for Economic Development, the corporation had already
begun that process and it was at that
tim:e that I became aware of its decision
last year to close the office in New
York. That decision has not been implemented.
With respect to the Los Angeles
office, that office was started by the
Premier twice removed, the Honourable
Sir Rupert Hamer. Mr Brereton, who
was the former Director-General of
State Development, was placed in
charge of that office. 1 have to report
to the House that Mr Brereton resigned
from that post. That makes the review
of the Los Angeles office or its continuance a lot easier.

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Tourism) -As Mr Wright
would know, the Budget is before the
other place. I do not want to draw on
too much detail in respect of it on
TABUNG OF DOCUMENTS
this occasion. However, I can assure
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Mr Wright that Government policy is
one of ongoing commitment for the Province) -The Leader of the Governdevelopment of tourism. Apart from the ment will doubtless recall· that last
fact that the Government is proud of week I raised with him the desirability
pres·enting to the House a schedule of
our State and would like to show it off, of
the proposed legislation for this sessional
tourism represents a major potential period in accordance with practice. Yesemployment growth in this State. terday I raised with him the prospect
Obviously regional tourism wili play of tabling the Budget Papers in this
a greater part in that Government House in accordance with sentiments
programme and its approach on the he had expressed whilst in Opposition.
ge.neral question of tourism.
On both occasions the Leader will re-
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call that he undertoo~ to investigate
these matters. Can he now advise the'
House with respect to all of those
documents?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)With respect to the general approach,
might I say that problems often appear
to have a different dimension from this
side of the House than they do from
the other side.
With respect to a schedule of proposed legislation, that matter is under
constant investigation. I have met with
the Leader of the other House and we
have had meaningful discussions and
have agreed to meet again.
With respect to the Budget Papers,
having examined the matter and discussed it with the Premier, I am of the
view that at this time there would be
no useful purpose in this House beginning prematurely a discussion on the
Budget Papers while they are before the
other House.
If there is co-operation from the
much reduced Liberal Party in the other
Chamber, one expects that the Government's programme, in terms of time,
will give this House time to consider
the Budget and the measures contained
in it well before Christmas-in fact,
very shortly.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-It will not be
the Budget, it will be the Appropriation Bill and the Works and Services
Bill.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUObviously, the proposed legislation involved in the Budget process should
give this House an ample opportunity
·of discussing all of the matters raised
in it. I look forward with some eagerness to those discussions.
GOVERNMENT WAGES POLICY
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Melbourne
West Province) ---Can the Minister for
Economic Development advise the
House whether it is correct that one
of the major pressures on the Budget
was the incoherent public sector wages
policy of the previous Government; if
so, can he further advise what damaging effects this has had on the Budget

Questions without Notice
and' what action the Government is
planning to ensure that these pressures and their effects do not continue?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -I raise a point of order.
Members of the Opposition would welcome the opportunity of discussing
just such issues as those raised by
Mrs Kirner, but the Leader of the House
has, by his previous answer, precluded
that possibility and pointed out that
the Budget is not before this House and
that he believes it would be undesirable
to canvass the issues raised in the
Budget Papers.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Developm'ent)---On
the point of order, as I understand the
question it refers to the poliCies of the
previous Government, which have created pressures on the framing of the
present Budget.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-It refers to the
policies of this Budget.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUIt refers' to the pressures on this Budget
caused by the policies of the previous
Government and the difficulties involved
in trying to frame the Budget in view
of the mess left by the previous Government.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade)-Order! In my view, the
question refers to previous Government
administration and action, although it
does, in one sense, seek an opinion concerning the Budget, which is in another place and the opportunity to
debate it is denied to this House at
present. The Leader of the Government
should reply to the question in a manner that will not preclude this House
from discussing the Budget in full
detail at, a later stage.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-I
shall endeavour to confine myself to
those directions. The Government is
continuing negotiations with employees,
aiming 'at a centralized approach to
wage fixation. I am bound to say, as I
think honourable members are already
aware, that the maze that was the socalled industrial relations approach to
wages by the former Government was
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extremely complicated. It has taken The Government intends making a
some time to sort out a path through decision in the future on the possibility
that maz,e, but what has no'w emerged of having a wood pulp industry in east
is that the approach by the previous Gippsland. It has looked at several
Government to wage fixation w'as ex- methods of conducting an inquiry and
tremely costly.
at present is considering several of
In response to the interjections, I these aspects, ranging from a fullpoint out that sums of almost $400 scale inquiry, an inquiry by a Parliamillion are involved with just five mentary committee and also to a Green
major projects, as I have pointed out Paper approach. The Government is
previously. I have also previously given investigating these various options to
other examples, such as the barristers' find the most applicable and economical
banquet the previous Gove'rnment way of dealing with the matter. It is
financed by providing watching briefs the Government's intention to establish
before the Australian Conciliation and an inquiry of some description into the
wood pulp industry in east Gippsland.
Arhitration Commission.
assure the honourable member that
The Government set itself the tas~ Iwill
take place as soon as we can get
of introducinp order into that chaos
and. although that has not been an easy it under way.
task. it now apoears that the policies
DROUGHT
of the present Government and its approach to the centralizing of public
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North
sector wage negotiations is coming to Eastern Province)-I ask the Minister
fruition.
of Soldier Settlement, in view of the
overwhelming support throughout rural
EAST GIPPSLAND
Victoria for a slaughter subsidy to
WOOD CHIP PROJECT
enable surplus sheep to be disposed of
The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland hum·anely, and in the light of the advice
Province) -Can the Minister of Forests of his colleague to the House yesterday
advise whether, prior to the last elec- that this was a matter for the Drought
tions, the then shadow Minister of Advisory Committee to decide, will the
Forests, now the Minister of Agri- Minister indicate to the House when
culture, approved of the pilot wood this committee will meet to consider
chip scheme introduced in e'astern Vic- this aspect and from what source that
toria? Further. can the Minister advise committee is drawing its advice?
when he proposes to announce the
The Hon. R. A.MACKENZIE (Minmembership of the committee to inauire ister
Soldier Settlement)-In regard
into wood chippinp: in east Gippsland to theofslaughter
bounty, I make it clear
and, in the meantime, will licences for that
the
Government
wood chippin~ in the area be renewed best advice available. is acting on the
so as to avoid the need to burn timber
that could be used for wood chipping?
The Hon. W. R. Baxter-Where from?
The PRESIDENT-Order! Before the
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE-If the
Minister replies. I point out that the honourable member will be patient I
first portion of the question does not will explain to him from where that
relate to Government administration.
information is coming. The Drought
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Min- Advisory Committee is comprised of a
ister of Forests) ----On taking office, the vast range of people, including repreGovernm'ent put an embargo on the sentatives of the Victorian Farmers and
pilot wood chipping programme and Graziers Association. the Australian
when the licence ran out in July of this Meat and Livestock Corporation, memyear, even though only a small propor- bers of Treasury, the Department of
tion of the 100000 tonnes that had the Premier, the Department of Agribeen allowed by the previous Govern- culture and the Rural Finance Commisment had been taken up, the Govern- sion. The committee met last Wednesment decided not to renew the licence. day and intends meeting next Wednes-
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day. It has now decided to meet on a
weekly basis. When those meetings are
held, I can assure the honourable member that- every piece of advice that is
possibly available will come through
the computer system of the Rural
Finance Commission. A daily report is
received daily and there is no indication from that expert advice-not
from a whole lot of people and emotive
farmers who have been roused. by statements made by country members about
a slaughter bounty; there has never
been a slaughter:. bounty in this State,
even in the worst drought situationsthat a slaughter bounty will put a floor
price in the market. There has been a
slaughter bounty in South Australia and,
from our discussions with people in
South Australia, it appears that a
slaughter bounty has nothing to do with
the floor market price.
If the honourable member thinks that
by putting a bounty of :$2 a head on
sheep, they will be slaughtered more
humanely, I cannot follow that argument, and that is the Government's
view. As few people are applying for
a food subsidy, it is apparent that there
is not a great demand at this stage.
The Government believes there will be
enough depletion of stock without
encouraging a slaughter bounty.
I suggest that honourable members
go back to their electorates and tell the
people what is going on, and that the
Government is acting on proper advice.
WATERWORKS TRUSTS
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Thomastown Province)-I direct a question to
the Minister of Water Supply following
a matter raised by Mr Baxter last night
in relation to the absorption of waterworks trusts into municipalities. Can
the Minister advise the House of the
attitude of the State Rivers and Water
Supply Commission on this issue?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister of
Water Supply) -Following discussions
with the Water Commission, I indicate
for the benefit of the House, and Mr
Baxter in particular, that it is the view
of the commission tbat where recommendations of the sixth report are to
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absorb waterworks trusts into municipalities, the commission looks forward
to producing amendments to the Water
Act, the Sewerage Districts Act and
the Local Government Act, where appropriate. I hope to implement those
proposals some time during this sessional period. Nevertheless, the commission has foreshadowed that it has
some res'ervations about a small number of proposals and in tends to submit
a list of these particular municipalities,
but at this stage it is unable to indicate whether that includes Numurkah.
The commission will provide the list,
which will be made available to Mr
Baxter, and it will be the Government's
responsibility to determine what response should be m'ade to that advice.
I assure the House that in the normal
course of events the recommendations
of the sixth report will prevail if strong
support is given fro~ local areas.
WARROCK HOMESTEADS
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN
(Westem Province) -The question I
direct to the Minister for Conservation
relates to the Warrock group of homesteads north of Casterton, which is
regarded by the Historic Buildings Preservation Council as one of the most
important group of buildings in this
State. It dates back to the 1840s. In
view of the danger of deterioration to
those buildings because of the high
cost of maintenance, will the Minister
investigate the funds available to his
department in order to make an urgent
allocation of funds towards this homestead to prevent an irreparable loss
to the heritage of this State?
The Hon. ~ H. WALKER (Minister
for Conse·rvation) -Mr Chamberlain
was good enough to hand me some
material on the Warrock homestead
prior to question time. I must say that
I did not have considerable knowledge
of it. The matter concerns the Victoria
Conservation Trust which is within the
purview of the Minister for Conservation, rather than the Historic Buildings
Preservation Council.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-It is on
the Register of Historic Buildings,
though.
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The Hon. E. H. WALKER-This
group of buildings has com:e within the
maintenance and care of the Victoria
Conservation Trust, if I am not mistaken, and Mr Chamberlain will be
pleased to sight the Budget Papers in
due course which will indicate an increase in funds to that body. I agree
with him that the buildings are important. The registration was correct and in
that regard the State accepts certain
responsibilities for maintenance of the
buildings, but I will have to look into
the matter to provide further details
in due cours'e.
DROUGHT
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
Province)-My question to the Minister of Soldier Settlement relates to
the proposed visit by the Premier,
other party Leaders and the Ministers
of Agriculture and Soldier Settlement
to drought-affected areas of Victoria
next Tuesday. In a statement on Monday of this week the Premier announced that he would visit Warracknabeal, Ouyen, Kerang and Stawell as
part of that tour.
Is it a fact that Warracknabeal has
now been excluded from the visit? I
ask the Minister why the party has
now excluded the southern Mallee and
northern Wimmera from the visit,
which is one of the most severely
drought"affected areas of Victoria. Will
the M'inister and the Government reconsider the itinerary and include a
visit to Warracknabeal in the southern
Malleearea?
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Soldier Settlement) -I fully
underst'and Mr Dunn's concern that the
party the Premier has 'Organized to visit
drought-stricken areas does not include
Wiarracknabeal, as it was first thought.
However, the programme has been
finalized only now and the party is
endeavouring to investigate a vast area
of ground in one day. The Premier considered that some of the areas to which
Mr Dunn referred have already been
visited.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-When was
Warracknabeal visited?
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The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE-The
Minister of Agriculture has relatives in
the Warraclmabeal area and has been
there himself. The party is endeavouring to cover a vast area in one day
and I am disappointed for Mr
Dunn's sake about the change in plans.
However, I assure him that if he will
settle for second best, I am prepared
to tour the area with him as soon as
possible.
STANDING ORDERS
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE (Melbourne West Province)-Will the
Leader of the House give consideration
to changing Standing Orders to ensure
that, in future, the Budget Bills will be
presented simultaneously to both
Houses?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -The
matter of the Standing Orders of the
House is not strictly within my jurisdiction. However, I believe the arguments that were advanced by members
on the other side of the House when
our positions were reversed had much
validity. The honourable member's suggestions should be taken on board by
the Standing Orders Committee.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-It can be done
by a simple resolution.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUThe suggestion made by the Leader of
the Opposition is perhaps one that the
Government could contemplate. Perhaps, as an experiment. that part of
Standing Orders could be suspended.
Frustration is shared by my Ministerial
colleagues that, because of Standing
Orders. we are not able to respond as
objectively as we may wish to respond
on Budget matters. Honourable members
ought not to be denied an opportunity
of asking questions or Ministers of raising matters on the Budget. It would be
of advantage to the Parliament as a
whole if the Budget Papers were presented simultaneously in both Houses
and I undertake to raise that matter~
with some trepidation, I indicate-with
the Treasurer and my Cabinet colleagues, and I will report to the House
at an appropriate time.
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~e Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
ProvInce) (By leave) - I point out to
the Leader of the House that, without
all the fuss and delay of amending the
Standing Orders, the result that Mrs
Coxsedge obviously wanted in answer
to .her quest!on could be achieved by
a Simple motIon that the Budget Papers
be l.aid upon the table, followed by a
motIon that they be taken into consideration.
The Hon. D. R. White-You had 27
years in which to do that.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-The difference is that the Leader of the House
argued that he agreed that that action
ought to be taken.
The Hon. D. R. White-And you disagree.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-He also indicated that he would like to take that
course; yet earlier today he refused to
do so.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) (By
leaye) - I do not believe the interpretatIon placed on the Standing Orders by
the Leader of the Opposition is correct.
Nevertheless, I indicate in good faithI am not trying to politically pOint score,
!lnd I hope the Leader of the Opposition
IS not attempting to do so-that I am
prepared to give consideration to what
I suggested earlier in my response to
the question asked by Mrs Coxsedge.

WOOD CHIPPING IN
OTWAY RANGES
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) By leave, I move:
That there be I'aid before this House a copy
of the report of the Inter-Departmental Task
Force on Pulpwood Harvesting for Woodcbips
in the Otways.

In proposing the motion, I briefly indicate that a task force was established
by the f?~mer Government consistiI?g
of the Ministry for Economic Development, the Forests Commission of Victoria, the Ministry for Conservat.ion the
State Rivers and Water Supply Commission, the Department of Planning, the
Soil Conservation Authority and the
Ministry for Tourism. The results of the

Questions without Notice
deliberations of that task force are now
being tabled.
In passing, I point out that the task
force has drawn four general conclusions from its investigations:
Waste from sawlog operations in
mountain _forests which are economic
to harvest for sawlogs only, and which
must be clearfelled for regeneration
purposes, can be harvested with little if
any additional impact on the environment a!ld on water quality provided
appropnate management practices are
adopted.
The majority of members of the task
force conclude that the harvesting of
pulpwood in foothill forests and in un~conomic mountain forests potentially
Involves greater hazards to the environment and to water quality.
In general these types of pulpwood
harvesting operation should not be
permitted until ,there is more adequate
information on the impact on the environment and on water quality. The
Forests Commission does not concur
with this conclusion.
If any approval for pulpwood harvesting is given, then the quantity of pulpwood to be harvested should be of sufficient magnitude to make the operation
economically beneficial to Victoria as a
whole. A level of harvesting of around
70 000 tonnes per annum is sufficient
for reasonable confidence that this
criterion can be met for a wood chip
export opera1tion, but a level of 45 000
tonnes per annum is not sufficient for
reasonable confidence thal this criterion
is met.
Significant potential hazards to water
quality and the environment could arise
from pulpwood harvesting on private
land. The existing controls on private
forestry within the region should be
rationalized and amended in a consistent
manner to make ,them more effective
before any puJpwood harvesting is permitted on public land. The recommendations of the task force have been framed
around these conclusions.
It 'is my intention in tabling the
report to indicate to interested parties
and the public in general that those
interested persons or organizations with
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a view or interest in the report or on
the subject-matter of the recommendaUons, will have a period 'Of 60 days in
which to advise me, as Minister for
Economic Development, of their recommendations.
In tabNng the report I do not indicate
that the recommendations are Government policy. The Government is concerned to ensure that widespread debate
and discussion take place and that the
community makes a conrtribution to the
decision-making process prior to a
Cabinet determination on the matter.
I table the report on that basis and look
forward to an ongoing contribution from
the wider community on the basis of
the recommendations contained in the
report.
The motion wars agreed to.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) presented the report in compliance with the
foregoing order.
It was ordered that the report be laid
on the table.
On the motion of the Hon. B. A.
CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province), it
was orde'red that the report be taken
into consideration on the next day of
meeting.
MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
Industrial relations
The Ministerial statement relating to
industrial relations, made by the Hon.
W. A. Landeryou (Minister for Economic Development) on September 15,
was taken into consideration.
The Hon. D. K. HAYWARD (Monash
Province) -I move:
That the Council take note of the Ministerial
statement.

I am pleased that the Ministerial statement of Mr Landeryou hars presented
an opportunity for this House to discuss the question of indusrtrial relations.
This House is particularly fortunate to
have amongst its members people who
have had experience in 'industrial relations from various aspects and perceptions. There is no more important or
critical aspect of Victoria's development
than industrial relations.
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From time t'O time, industrial relations
practitioners speak of industrial relations in a rarther complicated way as if
in an attempt, to make it seem to' have
a mystique of its own. In essence, industrial relations is about people rather than
about relations between Government
and unions or even between employers
and unions.
Fundamentally, industrial relations is
about effective two-way communication
between employers and employees and
about commitment to common goals. In
other words, the objectives should
always be to try to engender a sense of
common economic enterprise. The basis
for good industrial relations is an understanding and acceptance of two vital
propositions. The first proposition is
that those associated with a firm can
prosper only if the firm prospers. The
second proposition is that there must
be a fair-and I say fair, as distinct from
equal-distribution of the wealth of the
firm amongst those who have contributed to its prosperity.
These two propositions seem basically
common sense and perfectly logical and
sensible. However, they are rarely the
basis for industrial relations practices.
Tohe sad aspect is that Australia is the
victim of the British tradition of indus'trial relations which is based upon confrontation or upon the attempt at all
times of one group to score off the other
group rather than following the belief
that a firm or an enterprise can go ahead
only if all work together for the common
good of that firm. The tragedy is that
our whole industrial relations structure
enshrines that confrontation ,to the
degree that nothing happens in our
industrial relations structure unless a
dispute exists.
In other words, one always needs a
dispute to trigger the mechanism of the
industrial relations structure. Harmonious employer and employee relations
are a necessary prereQuisite to improving product'ivity and for imprOving
international competitiveness. Unfortunately, Australian industrial relations
structures have. if anything. tended to
drive a wedge. between such relationships. After experiencing industrial
relations for more than twenty yea'rs at
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a senior management level, I bel'ieve
there is no prospect of significantly
improving industrial relations in Australia without a logical change of attitude amongst management in organizations.
Most Australian managers believe that
industrial relations means ba·rgaining
between company industrial relations·
officers ·and trade union officials. In other
words, it is a pr~ess whioh goes on
only between those two sets of specialists. Many Australian senior managers
do not consider j.t necessary to become
personally involved with industrial relations. They think this can be left to
those specialists in their own particular
areas.
However, present-day industrial life is
such that industrial relations must be
.the first and foremost responsibility of
every chief executive and. every senior
manager in AustraHa. Victorian industry
is entering such a phase of such intense
competition that unless management,
through effective two-way communication, is able to convince all the employees that their well-being is intrinsically
tied to the· prosperioty of the finn, the
prospects for the growth. of the firm
are extremely limited. This two-way
communication must be direct with the
work force; by direct. I mean between
management and employees as distinct
. from management and trade union
officials. Experience I have had in the
various difficult industrial relations
situations is of.ten that we, as managers,
often faliled to communicate di·rectly
with the work force. This involves the
chief executive meeting the entire work
force in a group or in groups.
The Hon. D. G. Crozler-Mr President. I draw your attention to the state
of the House.
A quorum was formed.
The Hon. D. K. HAYWARD-I was
referring to the preferred technique of
industrial relations in individual firms.
That technique involves the chief
executive meeting with the entire work
force, either in a group or in various
groups, at least twice a year to outline
the current situation of the firm, including its products, its market and its
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financiat outlook as well as the outlook
and plans for the future. A good
example of this occurs at Mitsubishi in
South Australia, where the chief executive of that firm makes a practice of at
least twice a year meeting with the
entire work force in the plant cafeteria.
There are two major plants of Mitsubishi in South Australia, so he meets
each group separately.
In those meetings he outlines to the
work force the current situation in the
company in financial terms and the
outlook for the rest of the financial
year. He talks about the progress of
the products in the market, how successful or otherwise they are in sales
terms, and also talks about forward or
future plans of the company in terms
of product and market penetration.
This involves all levels of management
down to and including the supervisor
or foreman meeting regularly with
those whom they directly supervise to
discuss the performance of the grouJ:
and seek their comments and interest
in the performance of the operation.
I refer again to Mitsubishi in South
Australia, where at the beginning of
each day the supervisors have a quick
meeting--of only a few minutes where
they review the plans for the day and
seeks comments from the employees.
Then at the relief periods twice during
the day, they again call the work force
together in a little area and informally
discuss these plans.
.This has had a dramatic affect on
the operation of Mitsubishi. I use that
company as one example. There are a
number of other examples of that type
of activity in Australia. The firm with
which I previously worked, General
Motors-Hoiden's Ltd, undertook similar
activities. The effect of those 'activities,
which are similar to industrial practices
in Japan. for example, has been a
dramatic improvement in productivity,
a reduction in manhours per unit and
so on.
This process of involvement is
especially important in product quality.
Quality must be built into a product.
It does not matter how many quality
control inspectors there are to inspect
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the product when it comes off the line;
that is not what it is all about. The
quality must be built into the product
right from the beginning, and therefore
it is important that workers are involved
in setting 'and auditing quality control
standards. It is also important that
groups who do well in the quality
control area receive proper recognition. I again use Mitsubishi as an
example; once a month the top management team meets with the section of
the plant that has the best quality
record for the month. They go to
Hahndorf in the Adelaide Hills and
have dinner there.
Lack of communication between
management and employees is most
evident amongst non-English speaking
workers. Many of these workers have
an inadequate knowledge of the firm,
its products and their job, and they
exist in a type of limbo, uncertain of
their place in the firm and their role
in the over-all operation. In those
circumstances how can they be expected to have any degree of commitment to the common goals· of the firm?
Often the only communication medium
between the firm and non-English
speaking workers is through a fellow
countryman who is bilingual. However,
the workers may become dependent
upon what is called the link man, ,who
is often a very good type of
person and very supportive of them,
but in other cases may exploit this
dependence.
At times militant trade union officials
make an unreasonable demand on a
firm which, if agreed to, would damage
the economic viability of the firm,
reduce its competitiveness and put jobs
in that firm at risk. In those circumstances the management has a responsibility to the firm, to its employees and
to the community to resist such
demands.
A problem that we face all too often
in Australia, and in Victoria particularly, is where, ina fairly protected
manufacturing environment, in the
interest of a quiet life, managers sometimes accede to such unreasonable
demands on the assumption that, be-cause they are in a protected market,
Session 1982-9
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they can automatically pass on such
wage increases to the consumer. This
is one of the reasons why so much
manufacturing industry has become increasingly uncompetitive and why so
m'any problems occur in Victoria at
present when firms are attempting to
compete on world markets.
I turn now to the role of State
Government in industrial relations: The
first role and responsibility of the State
Government, as in all things, is to
protect the public interest. There are
many aspects of this responsibility. One
example is where a union or unions,
by their actions, are causing harm to
the wide community and holding it to
ransom. In those circumstances, the
Government has a responsibility to
protect the community.
An example of this occurred in July
1981 when the Thompson Government
invoked the Essential Services Act to
ensure that there would be an adequate
supply of milk to the community.
Another example is where union
officials use gangster-like standover
tactics to serve their own ends and to
enrich themselves. A classical example
of this is the activities of Mr GaUagher
in exploiting the Builders Labourers
Federation, as stated in the report of
the Royal Commission, which said that
the
Gallagher-dominated
Builders
Labourers Federation, both in its relationships with the employers and other
unions, acted in a lawless way, frequently resorting to tactics of violence,
intimidation and victimization.
Another responsibility of a State
Government in industrial relations is to
set up the machinery for dealing with
industrial matters where these cannot
be settled by negotiations between the
parties. Some machinery was considerably reformed by the Industrial Relations Act 1979, which established the
Industrial Relations Commission and
the conciliation and arbitration boards
and which appears to be working effectively.
Another important responsibility of
the Government is that of an employer.
The State Government, as must all
Governments, must set an example to
the rest of the community in engender-

206

COUNCIL

22 September 1982

ing the maximum amount of two-way
communication and consultation with
its employees.
An important aspect of the State
Government's relationship as an employer is the need for restraint in
-claims for improved wages and conditions, because if this is not exercised
there is a danger that the State Government will act as a pace-setter for such
wages and conditions, and there could
be a -wages explosion as was experienced during the Whitlam years in
Canberra. The problem of wage
restraint becomes acute in the case of
a Labor Government; because of its
organizational. links with the trade
union movement, it has difficulty in
withstanding union demands.
In his Ministerial statement, the Minister for Economic Development made
much of conciliation, but he must be
-careful that conciliation does not become concession under a Labor Government. It is easy to buy industrial
peace, but the price to the community
is high. The price the community pays
for such generous treatment is increases in Government 'determined
charges and taxation,' and the escalation of costs throughout the community.
Evidence of such generous treatment is
already appearing in ne~oHations between the Industrial Relations Task
Force and various unions operating -in
the Dublic sector, especially in the
Latrobe Valley. Those negotiations will
m'ost surelv result in an even greater
escalation in electricity charges if they
proceed on their present course.
The other 'aspect of the problem is
the need for the Labor Party to provide the pay-'off for contributions that
unions made to the Labor Party's election campaign funds, including the
$140000 contributed by the teacher
unions. These pay-offs have already
begun to have an impact on State
finances and will help to make the
present Premier the highest taxing
Premier in the history of Victoria.
It is sad to note that the cost of
increases in teachers' salaries will ex'ceed the total increase in money available for education, including teachers'
·salaries.
The Hon. D. K. Hayward
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An'Other aspect of the problem flowing from the organizational link between the Labor Party and the trade
unions is the policy of positive discrimination in favour of trade unions,
as was evidenced in the Municipal
Officers Association case where an attempt was made to obtain retrospective
pay increases for union members only.
In his Ministerial statement, the Minister for Economic Development provided the House with a long litany of
industrial disputes in the public sector
starting with the West Gate Bridge
project and going right through to the
Lay Yang power station project. The
Minister tried to lay the blame for
these disputes at the door of the
former Government.
If one studies the hist'Ory of these
disputes in detaU it becomes clear that
many of them were demarcation disputes between unions and that many
others were the results of irresponsible
action by militant and unscrupulous
trade union officials that even the Labor
Party would disclaim.
In many of these disputes, Mr Gallagher figured prominently and he
could be held responsible for the
gre'ater proportion of any additional
costs incurred at the expense of the
taxpayer.
Perhaps the most interesting aspect
of the Ministerial statement was the
claim by the Minister on the reduction
of 'industrial disputes in Victoria. An
analysis 'Of the figures on industrial disputes fo'r Victoria and Australia-wide
makles it clear that there has been a
dramatic reduction in the number of
industrial disputes Australia-wide in the
past twelve months. That reduction has
occurred for two main -reas'Ons: Firstly,
because of the economic climate, and,
secondly, because of the no-claim provisions in the various industrial 'agreements like the metal industry agreem'ent, which was completed last year
and which has a life of twelve months.
The Cain Government cannot take
credit for either of those factors.
Indeed, the use of the figures by the
Minister reminds me somewhat of a
negotiation that I had 'On behalf of
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my company with some oriental gentlemen some years ago on a possible join't
venture with those gentlemen. I started
to quote some figures to them -and 'One
said, "Mr Hayward, you are using those
figures like a man who has been celebra·ting and uses a lamp post. You are
using them more for support than for
illumination". That is the way in which
these figures have been used on this
occasion. These figures have been used
for support of an unsound argument
rather than for illumination of the true
situati'On of industrial relatiDns in Victoria.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea
Province) -I wish to contribute to' the
debate as a person who has spent the
past five years working for the Municipal Officers Association, during which
time I was involved in negotiating various agreements with the former Government. Prior to that time, I lectured
in industrial relations at the Swinburne
Institute of TechnDlogy.
It was an illuminating experience for
me to move from teaching at Swinburne. If 'One reads the various text
books on industrial relations, 'One discovers the necessity of responding to
people, initiating discussions, giving
and taking 'and a whDle host of factDrs
and characterizations that the text
bDOks would have one believe are integral and appropriate for a viable
industrial relations system and exercise.
Hence, I entered the "real wDrld"
with some interest when I joined the
Municipal Officers Association and began negotiating agreements with the
former Government. At the tim'e I was
interested to learn what type Df response the union would obtain from the
former Government. At the time I did
not believe in the old cliches spoken
by members of the former Government
who canned the trade unions and who
k·nocked the trade union leaders. I did
nDt believe those persons would act
like that. However, thDse persDns consistently attempted to claim that the
blame for industrial unrest lay with
the militant trade union leaders. That
is rubbish.
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Many factDrs need to' be taken' intO'
account in industrial relations. It is
nonsense for someone to concentrate
entirely and precisely upon canning
trade union leaders. The time has
arrived for the Liberal Party to adopt
a twentieth century approach to industrial relations.
Mr Hayward suggested that it is
appropriate for the Government to consider and 'Operate in the public interest.
Of course that is appropriate, and that
is what the Government is doing. Mr
Hayward suggested that the Labor
Party is obliged to pay back the trade
union movements for the contributions
it made t'O the election campaign. By
way of an aside, the Government is
prepared to indicate what financial
cDntributiDns it received from the trade
union movement during the election
campaign. However, is the Opposition
prepared to state what contributions it
received frDm the business sector?
It is apprDpriate that Opposition
members recDgn-ize whO' is Dperating in
the public interest. I ask Opposition
members to reflect on the recently
negotiated wage settlement with the
Municipal Officers Association. In December 1981 the Municipal Officers
Association negotiated with the former
Government. The negotiations Dn behalf of the Governm'ent were led by the
then Leader of the Government in this
HDuse, whO' is now the Leader of the
Opposition. The negotiations on behalf
of the Government were not led by the
then Minister for industrial relations,
whDever he was. The representatives of
the Municipal Office,rs AssociatiDn never
saw that M'inister or heard that Minister make any statement 'on what was
happening to industrial relations in Victoria. The Municipal Officers Association negotiated with the then Leader
of the Government in this HDuse. At
that time the honourable gentleman
agreed to a 9'2 per cent across-theboard wage movement for all saladed
'Officers of the Municipal Officers Association in Vict'Oria on the basis Df the
Aird nexus.
Mr Hayward is concerned about the
present GDvernment operating in the
public interest. That is an appropriate
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concern to I"aise. I ask Opposition mem- One needs to know why disputers have
bers to note the contribution of the occurred-whether as a result of certain
present Governme'nt to industrial rela- anomalies or inequitable treatment of
tions.Mr Hayward made mention of a 7 employees, blue collar or white collar;
per cent wage rise for memibers of the and one needs to go to the cause of the
Municipal Officers Association. How- dispute to try to ascertain why it has
ever, on the basis of what was agreed arisen. One then examines the varrious
to by the former Government, if the mechanisms required to alleviate the
Municipal Officers Association had re- problem and to resolve the dispute.
jected the ag,reement negotiated with That is a basic and logical process. It
the Industrial Relations Task Force, it is what is required and it was not hapcould have obtained a 10'1 per cent pening prior to the Labor Party Gova-cross-the-board wage increase for its ernment. Now, employers understand
members because of the Aird nexus. the need for that process and they are
The Government has acted with delighted to have a Governmen't task
equity in industrial relations. The Gov- force that is imaginative, 'innovative and
ernment has demonstrated concern fOor hard working, that knows what industhe public interest and it is to be con- trial relations is about and that can
gratulated on its appl"oach. The Minister provide the leadership so necessary for
in charge of the Industrial Relations the economic recovery of the State.
Task Force, the Leader of the GovThe Hon. W. R. Baxter-Would you
ernment in this House, is to be con- not get results without concede, congratulated for his vision, integrity and cede, concede?
the way in which industrial relations
The Hon. M. J. SANDON-I have
in Victoria have, at long last, been put referred
to a particular case in point
ona proper footing.
where the Government discounted by
Those honourable members who pay 3'1 per cent across the board what an
particular attention to what employers organization could get if it went to
have to say about industrial relations the umpire. That is what happened then.
would be delighted to know that the That is the sort of process initiated by
employers prefer to deal with the Labor the Labor Government that operates in
Government because it is more honest the interests of the State. People should
and it has demonstrated more integrity be treated equitably, and that is what
than the former Government ever did. the Government is doing.
During the time I worked for the
Other important factors that need to
Municipal Officers Association. the per- be considered include the number of
sonnel managers of the Board of man days lost. Although man days lost
Wor~s.· Country Roads Board, the State
is not an appropriate measure to quantElectridty Commission and dozens of ify whether a system is good or bad, in
other statutory authorities were unable the absence of any other measurement,
to negotiate with either associations or I shall use it. The current reports indiunions because the former Government cate that a record number of man days
had directed those bodies not to negoti- were lost under the previous Governate.
ment. Before the Cain Government, Victoria
had more man days lost than South
How can one obtain effective' industrial relations policies and programmes Australia, Queensland, Tasmania and
if some faceless men are giving Western Australia combined. Now, the
direction not to negotiate? Those per- situation is being reversed. The Governsonnel mana~ers would come to the ment can take credit for providing a
Municipal Officers Association and ex- situation in which employers and unions
plain in exasperated voices that they now understand that the Government is
could
not
even
negotiate
the concerned and compassionate for both
colour of the toilet paper. The sides, not just one side. The Government
former
Government
would
not is prepared to stand up and criticize
allow those personnel managers to unions that are not acting in the public
engage in any form of give and take. interest just as it is prepared to criticize
The Hon. M. J. Sandon
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into taking action and going along to
union meetings, putting up their hands
and voting.
I can understand why they do not. It
is very hard when a union member gets
to Festival Hall and there is some smartalec on the stage haranguing the membership and the heavies are standing
round, and the union member knows he
has to put up his hand and vote as
directed, otherwise he might not get
out of the hall alive.
I well remember the milk transport
strike twice removed when some of the
drivers in the province that I represent
from the Kraft Foods Ltd factory at
Strathmerton went to a meeting at
Festival Hall, three in a car, and
attempted to vote "No". I met them two
days later at a sports meeting at Molyullah and they were literally still shaking because they believed they were
lucky to get out with their bones intact
because they attempted to exercise their
democratic right a't the union meeting
and were set upon by thugs of the fellow
haranguing the meeting at Festival Hall.
A shearer 'in the province that I represent went to Dubbo last Sunday week
to a strike meeting and he came back
to me and said that he had thought
Hitler had died in a bunker in Berlin in
1945; but that, it was not so because he
was at Dubbo on that Sunday. He said
that those who went to the meeting to
put a moderate and different point of
view were completely denied their rights
and that they had no chance of doing
so. That is neither unusual nor unique.
It is happening at union meetings all
over the country. That is what is
destroying the great nation of Australia
and that is what must be fought against.
It has to be fought with secret ballots
Today, Mr Sand on has glorified union and
by galvanizing the rank and file
leaders. Union leaders are bringing this union members in the street into taking
country to it knees. That is the very action.
trouble facing the economy of the nation.
time there is a strike, I can
They are bringing the economy to its goEvery
all over Wodonga and I would
knees. Union leaders still get paid when scarcely find one person who would
strikes occur-they still get take-home want to be on strike, but people say
pay and they still get thei,r "perks". that they have received a telegram from
It is the poor people that they claim the Trades Hall telling them not to ~ork
to represent who are hard done by. It tomorrow and what can they do about it
is high time that the rank and file -they a're accepting it and being put
workers of the nation were galvanized upon and being sway'~. Mr Murphy
an employer who fails to act properly
in a legitimate claim. Surely, there are
occasions when one must stand up and
be critical of employers engaging in :that
behaviour. Not to do anything when
faced with a legItimate dispute is tantamount to creating a dispute. That fact
should be recognized-the lSooner that
is done, the sooner one will be in line
with modern day thinking on industrial
relations.
I congratulate the Leader of the House
for the magnificent job he is doing for
the people of the State. It is long overdue. His Minlisterial statement is the
best I have read and, on behalf of the
people of the State, I applaud the job
he is dOing.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North
Eastern Province) -I believe the
arrangements between parties were that
I should seek the adJournment of the
debate. Having just listened to Mr Sandon, I cannot allow that .luxury and
must respond. The Ministerial statement
of the Leader of the House was one of
the weakest and most pathetic Ministerial statements I have heard for a long
time. It wais an hvste'rical document that
made all sorts o'f allegations about the
former Government-some perhaps
correctly-and it salid little about what
the Minister for Economic Development
intended to do in the future. His Ministerial statement merely glorified the
Industrial Relations Task Force that
apparently he chairs. He said that this
would solve everything and anything.
On results so far, lit will be the honourable gentleman's greatest embarrassment while he is Minister because it will
get him into trouble.

210

COUNCIL

22 September 1982

Ministerial Statement

talks about where the employer concedes and concedes. One sees it often in
the fuel industry.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea
Province) -I raise a point of order. I
have been misrepresented. I did not say.
"concede and concede"; I said "give and
take".
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
W. M. Campbell)-It is not a point of
order but a point of correction.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North
Eastern Province) -One sees this often
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER-In five at the Caltex refinery in Kurnell in
months of a Labor Party Government, Sydney, which has held this country
there has been selective pa'tronage of to ransom on many occasions. Each
certain people and obviously there will time it occurs, the employer gives
be more of that. Friends will be fixed up. in, on the basis that his doing so
The business of shifting a factory from will bring about industrial peace and
Murrumbeena to Dandenong is a case that everything in the garden will
in point and, if there is not pol'itical be rosy ftrom then on. However, it
is rosy for only three or four months,
patronage in that, I shall eat my hat.
and then another episode occurs and
It is encumbent on all honourable more concessions are given. There is
members to get out and talk to the only one way of dealing with union
rank and file workers in factories and leaders who hold the whole country to
in all work places and to the people ransom-never concede! There is no
Mr Sandon allegedly represented before future in appeasement. Chamberlain
he became a member of Parliament. found that out in 1938. There is no
Honourable members have to !somehow future in conceding to unions. I am pregalvanize ordinary union members into pared to mount any platform anywhere
getting out and having their democratic and voice the view that giving in is not
say to ensure that those who are elected the way to bring about industrial peace.
to lead unions do represent their views. It does not work in the long term. I am
An improvement in productivity will extremely disappointed that there is now
save the country. Productivity is declin- a task force that may as its prime coning at a greater rate than it need be. sideration Rive legitimacy to concesCertainly, machinery technology and so sions and give in to every demand. Vicon all help improve productivity but it toria can only go down the drain if that
is the attitude inculcated in the worker is the motive of the task force that the
that is destroying productivity in the Leader of the House heads.
·country-the abuse of the workers
This nation could be one of the great
compensation system, the people nations of the world along with Canada
-who consider it all right to take and the United States of America but
'a "sickie" wi,thout any particular it simoly will not make it because we are
reason if it happens to be a race allowing ourselves to be overcome by
,day, mother's birthday, or whatever. industria) blackmail, to be submerged
That has become traditional and accept- in a great sea of unrest.
able. One can virtually rob one's emHonourable members interjecting.
ployer by faiJin~ to turn uo for work
without a ~ood and sufficient e~cuse.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT- Order!
'That attitude must be overturned if this Mr Sandon and Mr Kennan have made
State is to be restored to its former posi- enough interjections. Mr Sandon has had
tion and vitality. There is no future in his turn to speak and should not have
the types of negotiations that Mr Sandon a seco'nd one.
interjects and says that these people
have a vote; they do not. In many cases
these decisions are made without consultation with the rank and file members. That is quite disgraceful. It is
destroying the nation. Most workers in
the country realize that they are better
off now than they have ever been
before.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-That is due
toa Victorian Labor Government.
The Hon. R. J. Long-It is because
of five months of it.

Local Government Bill

Mr BAXTER-Australia is a small
community of 14 million people. It
should be a close knit community and
it could be. That community could be
homogeneous, but we are allowing ourselves to be pulled in all sorts of directions by a small coterie of people who
are not true Australians and who have
taken it upon themselves to grab power,
often in the first instance through the
alleged democratic process of being
elected as union leaders. Unless we as a
community stand up to these people,
there is no future for this nation. It is
simply a matter of sticking to our guns
and not giving in on every occasion. I
hope the next Ministerial statement
from the Minister for Economic Development will address itself to the future
rather than dragging up all sorts of allegations from the past, many of which
are wrong.
On the motion of the Hon. CLIVE
BUBB (Ballarat Province), the debate
was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT
(DIRECTOR-GENERAL FOR LOCAL
GOVERNMENT) BILL
This Bill was received from the
Assembly and, on the motion of the
Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister
for Economic Development), was read
a first time.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) I moveThat this Bill be now read a second time.

It is a simple measure, the purpose of
which is to amend the Local Government Department Act 1958, the Public
Service Act 1974, the State Co-ordination Council Act 1975 and the Building
Control Act 1981 to rename the Secretary for Local Government as the Director-General for Local Government.
The old cliche of what is in a name is'
appropriate in this situation. I believe
the approach of the previous Government was in tune with that of the present Government which strongly believes there should be some clarity in

22 September 1982

COUNCIL 211

the titles of departmental heads. Our
approach is to use the word "director"
as distinct from "secretary". The name
"secretary" tends to be misinterpreted
and to mislead people. In those circumstances the Government has proposed
that, in the case of local government.
the departmental head should be recognized to be on a status level with his
counterparts in other departments.
This approach is consistent with the
general approach to the matter in recent times.
As I understand the situation. it is
the Government's intention to update
the title of the various departmental
heads, using the same approach as
that embraced in the Bill. The measure
is self-explanatory and I commend it
to the House.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastem
Province) -The
Opposition
understands and, on balance, accepts the
reasons advanced by the Leader of
the Government for the Bill. Having
regard to those reasons, it is
somewhat surprising that this Bill
is presented relating to the office
of
one
permanent
head
only.
As the Leader of the House has acknowledged, a number of positions are
Similarly affected.
It would be desirable to have one
simple measure to cover all the officers
if what the honourable gentleman
desires is consistency. The Minister for
Economic Development indicates by
interjection that some officers do not
want to change. In some cases there
are good reasons not to change. Without in any way attacking the change
in this case, there are clearly views
on both sides that "Director-General" is
the proper title for the administrative
head of the Local Government Departtnent.
This is not the first time that a proposal has been submitted that the title
be changed to "Director-General". On
the previous occasion when that change
was proposed, it was rejected on the
ground that the permanent head of the
Local Government Department is not
in charge of councils around the State
-it is not his job to direct local government-and the title of "Director'·
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or "Director-General" was, therefore,
inappropriate. That was the view taken
at the time. It may be that even now
some will think that the change in title
implies increased power of· direction by
the permanent head for local government.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-As long
as the Public Service Board does not
believe that.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-I know that
is not intended. I say, for the record,
and for those in local government who
will subsequently read Hansard, that
the Opposition appreciates that that
is not the intention of this measure.
It is sure that all parties accept the
view that the permanent head of the
Local Government Department is there
to serve local government rather than
to direct it. Of course, there will be
times when his eagle eye needs to be
kept open because the occasional council may be somwhat recalcitrant.
There could be no possible thought
on the part of anyone that there would
be any change of attitude whilst the
encumbent permanent head of the Local
Government Department is in office.
George Pentland has earned respect
across party lines from successive Ministers. I know he enjoyed high respect
from successive Ministers for Local
Government in the Government of
which I was a member, and he enjoys
the same respect from the present
Labor Minister for Local Government.
Mr Pentland has certainly earned and
deserves the respect he has from all
parties at a political level, from officers
in local government and from councillors throughout the State. He is a man
who is held in the highest regard.
He is a man who is absolutely impartial
in a political sense, a man who is
treated as confidante by officers and
councillors who have a real problem
in respect of which they feel they
must go outside their Own electorate
and colleagues for advice. I know he
will carry on the tradition of service
to local government regardless of the
title. On behalf of the Opposition, I
wish him well in his continued office
under his new title.

Local Government Bill

The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province) -On behalf of the
National Party, I indicate that my
party offers no opposition to the Bill.
It appreciates what has been said
earlier by the Leader of the Opposition
with regard to confusion that could
arise about the title of secretary. When
one mentions the word "secretary" one
thinks of a person who takes shorthand, types letters and so on. The
change in title to "Director-General"
is a good one. I have not had much
opportunity to discuss it with municipal
councils around Victoria but I guess it
is not really a matter that ought to be
their concern but rather the concern
of the department.
When I am introducing the secretary
of a department to one of my constituents I never introduce them as the
secretary, I always say, "This is Mr So
and So, the permanent head of the
department". That indicates more
status and more understanding of the
role that this person plays.
I, too, on behalf of the National
Party, pay a tribute to the work of
the present Secretary for Local Government, Mr George Pentland. I met
him long before he occupied that position when he was a contestant at golf
week in Mildura. I have found him to
be a most fair, impartial man. An indication of his ability was when the
House was discussing the Local Government (Board of Review) Bill and he
was able to explain a fairly intricate
point which no one else had been able
to explain to me up to that time. The
Minister will appreciate that that
enabled the clause to go ahead without a lot of fuss and bother. Mv party
offers no opposition to the Bill. In fact,
I commend the Bill to the House.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and
passed through its remaining stages.
RICHMOND CITY COUNCIL INQUIRY
(Parts 2 and 3)
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) was resumed on the motion
of the Hon. A. J. Hunt (South Eastern
Province) that the report of the Board
of Inquiry into certain matters within
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the City of Richmond, Parts 2 and 3, and
the Ministerial statem'ent made in the
Legislative Assembly by the Minister
for Local Government be taken into
considera tion.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastem
Province) -I move:
That the Council take note of the report and
of the Ministerial statement.

The report of the Board of Inquiry
into the Richmond City Council shows
a sorry saga of bribery, corruption, conspiracy, nepotism, electoral frauds to
maintain the position of those who
were gaining as a result of those activities, violence, intimidation and undue
influence at elections, collaboration
between council officers and councillors
in undertaking a pattern of fraudulent
activity, inconsistent handling of permit
applications of a kind that demonstrated favouritism, and often corruption. These were made possible because
a junta controlled the Labor caucus in
that council. Whatever that junta,
that group of councillors, decided
was
binding
upon
the
Labor
caucus that had control of it.
I would remind the House that that is
precisely the situation that arose at
Sunshine, where the Labor caucus had
a majority in the council and that small
junta, who were a law unto themselves,
controlled that caucus and made their
decisions independently, imposed those
decisions upon an often unwilling
caucus, thereafter demanded party
discipline and were, hence, able to
disobey the law; although I must say
that in the case of Sunshine it was not
for personal benefit.
In the case of Richmond, the situation is very much worse because corruption and personal benefit were
involved. The sorry thing is that the
Labor Party had not learnt from the
lesson of Sunshine to put an end to
these practices at Richmond. The basic
cause in each case is the same--junta
control of caucus by a few who do not
feel bound by the law.
What was the result of these
activities for the people of Richmond?
They were deprived of social services;
they were deprived of funds that should
have been spent on amenities such as
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good roads. The citizens of Richmond
lost and others enriched themselves at
their expense. The board of inquiry
finds, for example, that because of a
series of transactions with a certain
company, millions of dollars were lost
to the city in respect of inspection fees
alone and that, in addition, there was
a hidden subsidy of some $200 000 to
$300000 a year on the rental paid for
premises leased by the company. The
board found that there ,were a series
of agreements and variations to them,
all of which favoured the company
rather than the city and its ratepayers.
I refer honourable members to the
summary of findings concerning the
lease in question, which is to be found
on pages 665-668 of the report. That
summary indicates 22 separate areas
of malfeasance or of questionable
judgment on the part of the council,
which seriously disadvantaged the ratepayers. What can be described as
disastrous financial decisions were
worsened by further amendments in
favour of the company concerned.
I congratulate the Minister for Local
Government on the prompt way in
which he acted following receipt of the
first report to put an end to this
running sore by dismissing the council
and ensuring that two highly competent and respected administrators
were appointed. I also congratulate the
Minister on his readiness in the Ministerial statement, which is very comprehensive indeed, to come to grips
with the findings of the report. It indicates a readiness to meet the problems
without delay. Some prosecutions have
been launched and others are currently
being considered. For those reasons, I
have deliberately avoided mentioning
any names and I do not propose to
deal in any more detail with what the
report reveals.
The report discloses that there is
substantial need for a review of the
electoral law relating to local government and the 'law relating to postal
votes; the creation of offences of
intimidation of or undue influence upon
voters; and the creation of a Court of
Disputed Returns for local government,
which may well make for readier
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challenges to any electoral irregularities, just as it now exists for Parliament. I have no doubt the Minister
will,. after consulting with local government, make prompt announcements on
those matters.
I direct the attention of the House,
however, to the fact that one issue will
require the urgent consideration of the
Government within the next couple of
weeks. At present, there is a Bill before
the House dealing with pecuniary
interests and the board of inquiry
makes certain observations on that subject in relation to council officers. What
the board has said ought to be considered by the Government and a
determination made thereon before the
Bill proceeds.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-You will
support it, will you, in the terms of the
board?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-How can I
support a proposition when I do not
know what proposition the Government will put forward? I never give the
Government a blank cheque. But I
certainly invite the Government to take
into account what the board of inquiry
has said before the Bill proceeds. If the
Minister for Local Government cares
to discuss the matter with .members of
the Opposition, I am hopeful that we
can reach common accord.
I wish the Minister well in overcoming the problems that have been
disclosed. I am sure the honourable
gentleman will seek to ensure that the
conditions that gave rise' to what
occurred at Richmond will not exist
again. I trust that that will, at a fairly
early date, be reinforced by legislation
designed to protect the community and
the ratepayers of every municipality
against the possibility of this sort of
thing recurring.
Before concluding my remarks, I take
up the board's reference to the fact
that the events at Richmond were
isolated in their nature and were not
by any means typical of local government generally. Indeed, they are 110t.
A number of honourable members have
close associations, one way or another,
with local government and they are
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aware that throughout this State the
vast majority of municipal councillors
serve their ratepayers freely, voluntarily, without any thought of reward
and with no objective other than to
assist local communities and to ensure
that the ratepayers get a fair go.
On behalf of the Opposition, I
acknowledge the valuable contribution
made to local democracy, to community
activity and to local government generally by the voluntary councillors of
this State and I say that, as a body,
we have full confidence in their
integrity and full support for their
work. We are glad that the incidents,
as indicated by the report, were uncommon and isolated.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North
Western Province)-The whole episode
at Richmond has been a blot on local
government. It has involved inefficiency,
gross neglect and corruption on a
large scale at all levels in the
Richmond City Council-from the
mayor, to a number of councillors,
and various senior officers downwards.
It is highly significant that the Richmond City Council was a political council. Not only that, it was a council
that was Australian Labor Party dominated, and I repeat what I have said
on a number of occasions before, that
politics should be banned from local
government. It is interesting to note
that other dismissed councils also have
had political affiliations, and their councillors have been endorsed by political
parties.
A prominent Australian Labor Party
figure, Mr Holding, a previous Leader
of the Opposition in Victoria, has been
strongly criticized for the dual role that
he played in being the legal adviser to
the council as well as the politicaJ
representative of that particular area.
Honourable members ought to ask
themselves: Is this reprehensible situation a common one? I do not think so.
in all the municipalities that are represented by members of the National
Party, there has been no indication of
anything like that. It can be fairly
stated that Richmond is the isolated
rotten apple in the barrow.
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Early in the report one reads about
an engineer who found something that
was not quite right, and he had dis·
cussions with the then Secretary for
Local Government, who came to the
council to speak to him. The impression
I got from the report was, "There is
no need for you to worry about it if.
something is dishonest. It will come to
the fore and those who are responsible
will get their just deserts". It took a
long time for those matters to come
to light, and not before a lot of in·
efficiency, corruption and neglect evidenced itself.
There is no doubt that the Local
Government Act should be amended to
deal with some of these matters, and I
will mention. them a little later. Some
significant matters that have come to
light in the report include the seeking of
bribes for the issuing of permits-permits for normal building operations and
for town planning. These instances
were most barefaced. A warning ought
to be issued to councils that a thin
line divides what is illegal and black·
mail with what is taken to be correct
behaviour.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-There is a clear
line.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT-When
somebody is applying to a council for
a subdivision of some type of development a tendency is creeping in for a
senior officer to give a hint to the applicant that if he donates a half acre
or some such thing, the council will
look favourably on his application.
There is nothing illegal about it, but
any council that adopts that practice
will have to look closely at the situation in case it is accused of the same
behaviour as the Richmond City
Council.
Figuring very largely in the report
were the bribes offered by superiors to
the Protean abattoirs and, as a result
of these, the original lease obtained in
1961 was in extremely favourable
terms. The terms were so favourable
that millions of dollars were lost to the
ratepayers of the Richmond City Council, and it was estimated that $4·2
million could have been involved.
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Another disastrous agreement made
in 1969 concerned the freezing of inspection fees. The fact that these fees
were already extremely low meant that
any increases that took place after that
date could not catch up with what the
fees should be. The Protean episode is
a long, sad story and I will not go into
it in any detail. It is outlined in summary on page 665 of the report. Mr
Nicholson, Q.C., found that there was
sufficient evidence for six people to be
brought to trial. He also mentioned that
the auditors should not be complacent
with the role they played.
I now turn to the frauds that
occurred at Richmond City Council
elections. The inquiry found that there
were serious frauds in 1973, 1974 and
1976, and some of the worst instances
were that people persuaded other people
to obtain postal votes to vote, and ,also
that the deputy returning officer pre-initialled ballot-papers, and many of these
ballot-papers were used for illegal purposes. There were instances again of
undue influence, intimidation and even
of violence. Delays occurred in the completion of postal ballot papers and in
the posting of the postal votes, which
meant that there was time for the
envelopes to be opened and the postal
votes tampered with. It also became
evident that there ought to be a Court
of Disputed Returns. There is a Court
of Disputed Returns for State and Federal elections, and the Minister and the
Parliament could well consider such
legislation for local government voting.
There were instances of people voting several times. Some believed that it
waS' on a legal basis, and some voted on
behalf of properties that they had· not
lived in for many years. This could be
overcome by compulsory voting being
extended to non-residents and persons
not naturalized. Compulsory· voting is
required in local government only of
people who are residents and who are
on the municipal roll. If a person did
not vote at a previous election, the
council should then remove his or her
name from the voting roll. If that person wished to be reinstated, he or she
should be required to complete an
application, thus ensuring that the person voting is the one entitled to do so.
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It is obvious from the report that the
senior officers of the Richmond City
Council could have shown more diligence and initiative in checking the
electoral roll. There are many ways of
checking the names and addresses of
people on the roll, and I am convinced
that was not done at Richmond.
The subject of pecuniary interest is
mentioned in the report. A new division
in a Bill before this House states that
officers "may" be required by a council
to be part of this pecuniary interest
legislation. If this Parliament agrees to.
apply pecuniary interest legislation to
all councillors, it should make it apply
to all officers as well.
I congratulate the Minister on wasting no time in bringing this matter forward. It has been a sorry episode in
local government and it has affected
the status and standing of all municipal
councils which, as Mr Hunt said, give
of their time freely in a voluntary manner and do a great job for their communities.
I hope the two commissioners who
have been appointed to the Richmond
City Council will restore the fortunes
and the prestige of that council and the
Richmond area. I also hope those who
have been implicated in this sorry episode are brought to justice and that
in due course amendments will be introduced to overcome some of the fraud
that has taken place in voting operations. I state again that I believe this
episode has been an isolated one and
that it does not involve local government as a whole.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Thomastown Province)-I congratulate the
Government fur acting promptly on this
matter. As Mr Hunt said, the Government has acted promptly on this first
report. It was presented to the Government 'On 28 June, the Minister made
his statement to Parliament on 29 June
and introduc,ed proposed legislation t'O
appoint an administrator and dismiss
the council on the same day. It is commendable that the Minister's statement
on the second and thi,rd parts 'Of the
report once again gives every indication
that the Minister is. moving promptly.
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It is particularly notable that the
report is before the House only a week
after the National Party and Liberal
Party have had some difficulty in swallowing the Local Government (Pecuniary Interests of Councillors) Bill,
because M,r Nich'Olson deals with the
issue of pecuniary interest on pages
722 and 723 of the report and considers
this area as importan t. He says,
amongst other things:
As I have mentioned, there is currently no
legislation which requires council officers to
make declarations as to financial interest. This
is in contrast with the oblig'ations cast upon
councillors.
I note that the proposed Pecuniary Interests
Bill, provides for the insertion of a new Section,
181A, providing for the submission of returns
and the establishment of a Register of Interests
by Councillors and Nominated Officers.

That is the Bill that was before the
House last week and which the Opposition parties would not pass in the form
in which it came into the House. After
detailing some of the provisi'Ons of the
Bill, Mr Nicholson said:
The experience in Richmond suggests the
desirability of the introduction of provisions
CYf this nature.

This indicates the hypocrisy of the
Opposition parties condemning what
has happened in Richmond and referring to what Mr Nicholson said by
way of pecuniary interest provisions
today-although I know it is unfashionable in the Liberal Party to accept findings of Royal Commissions these days
-and yet only last weekJ they were
deferring the matter.
The Hon. A. J~ Hunt-You deferred
it, not us.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon.
W. M. CampbeU)-Order! I will allow
n'O debate on a Bill that is listed to
appear before the House. I permitted
Mr Hunt to make a passing reference
to it, and it is fair enough that Mr
Kennan has exactly the same right,
but I will not permit debate on a Bill
listed to come before the House.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-In making
further comm'ents about the need far
legislation in this area, Mr Nicholson
said:
Having regard to the fact that the inclusion
of a register as to the interests of nominated
officers is not proposed to be mandatory, I
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think that some consideration should a,lso be
given to the introduction of a ,provision similar
to Section 181 to cover circumstances where
council officers are called upon to repon or to
assist in the preparation of reports to council
in relation, to matters in which they have a
pecuniary interest. It seems to me to be a
significant omission in the legislation that there
is no requirement upon such officers to disclose
such an interest. I would not suggest tha,t they
should thereafter refrain from reporting on the
matter, provided that the Council is aware of
their in'terest.
In the context of making the foregoing review
of the existing statutory position in Victoria I
have made a number of suggestions for change
to existing legislation.
I think, however, that such suggested changes
do not go far enough, and that much of the
difficulty could be overcome by the statutory
recognition of ethical codes of cnduct on the
part of municirpal officers, and the provtision of
machinery to deal with the ,infringement of such
codes.
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states:

including

page

688,

which

It has emerged clearly from the evidence,
that Mr WiIliams has been prepared to go to
extreme lengths to procure evidence which will
support his view, including the assisting of a
person, such as Mr Goodwin, to obtain a substantial loan from Government sources.

Is that indicative of the sort of morality that was then operating? It am not
talking about the caucus 'Or junta of
a municipal council; I am talking about
the caucus or junta that ruled this
State for 27 years. The distinction that
the Opposition failed to draw is the
difference between caucusing and
politics at the local government level
and State Government level. There is
no distinction. It 'amounts to individuals,
and that is the point Mr Nicholson
That is the first point I want 'to make, m'akes. He has said that 'this is not
which is the same as the point I made indicative of local governme'nt generat the outset, namely, that the Gov- ally. There are many fine upst.anding
ernment is clearly intent on making all coucillors in Victoria, including ones
the necessary legislative action that with Labor caucuses in control. For init can in order to implement the recom- stance, my honourable friend, Mrs Hogg,
has been a member of a caucus at
mendations of the Nicholson report.
the City of Collingwood for many
Another matter worthy of comment years, which is an exemplary council in
is on page 685, which is what 1s de- the metropolitan area. It has a Labor
scribed as the Williams-Goodwin- council and is not the only Labor counRamsay incident. It arose out of the cil of that kind.
endeavour of the honourable member
The distinction Mr Hunt and his colfor Donoaster, Mr William~s, the Liberal
Party MLA, to influence a witness by leagues failed to draw in supporting
arranging an introduction for the wit- their arguments is the difference beness in order that a loan may be given tween the function of caucus at one
to the witness to get further co-opera- level of government and at another
level of government. There is no differtion f,rom him.
The HoD. A. J. Hunt-That is a mis- ence and it is an absurd distinction
that Mr Hunt has introduced into the
statement of the facts.
debate in order to try to smear the
The HoD. J. H. KENNAN-It is not. Labor Party and blame the faults at
I shall read from page 685 of the report, Richmond on the Labor Party 'at the
although I understand that Mr Hunt's local government level generally. It all
party does I1'Ot like findings of Royal comes down to proper legislative conCommissions. The report states:
trols. The report deals with matters
In an apparent attempt to get Mr Goodwin's going back to the 1960s and in the
co-operation, Mr Williarns arranged a meeting summary of findings in the report at
at the Windsor Hotel between Goodwin and
the then Minister for Consumer Affairs, Mr page 467 Mr Nicholson said that there
Ramsay, with a view to obtaining a loan for had been a failure for many years by the
Good'Wlin from the Small Business Development L'ocal Government Department 'and the
Corporation. I am satisfied that Mr Ramsay's Police Force too investigate complaints
involvement in this affair was innocent.
made at Richmond. What it amounts
That may be indicative of the morality to is inadequate ladministration and inof the Government parties at the time adequate attention to the proper legisand the way they operated. Perhaps Mr lative provisions by the former GovernHunt did not read that part of the ment. The present Government is
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Health

(Am~ndment)

Bill

determined to act on the Nicholson
It is important that I make clear to
report and I congratulate it for its the House that, while some of the
prompt action.
fees being updated by the Bill, such
as registration fees for private hospiThe motion was agreed to.
tals, are payable to the Health Commission, in most cases they are received
ROAD TRAFFIC (AMENDMENT) BILL by municipal councils. They, therefore,
This Bill was received from the As- represent a significant source of
sembly and, on the motion of the Hon. revenue to offset the cost of the adR. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of For- ministrative and inspectorial services
which are required to be provided to
ests) , was read a first time.
the community under the Health Act.
I might add that the Municipal AssoADMINISTRATION AND PROBATE
ciation of Victoria has made repre(SURVIVAL OF ACTIONS) BILL
sentations to the Government on
This Bill was received from the several occasions urging that fees payAssembly and, on the motion of the able under the Health Act be brought
Hon. R. A. Mackenzie (Minister. of up to a more realistic level and, thereForests), for the Hon. W. A. LANDER- fore, this Bill will give effect to what
YOU (Minister for Economic Develop- the association has requested.
ment), was read a first time.
Similarly, this opportunity has been
taken
to reassess the basis for deterHEALTH (PRIVILEGES) BILL
mining the maximum fees for the
This Bill was received from the registration of private hospitals and
Assembly and, on the motion of the special accommodation houses.
Hon. R. A. Mackenzie (Minister of
The proposed maxima to be fixed by
Forests), for the Hon. D. R. WHITE this Bill will enable the Government
(Minister for Minerals and Energy), to recover a greater proportion of the
was read a first time.
cost of providing inspectorial and other
services to such premises as well as
HEALTH (AMENDMENT) BILL
providing a capacity for such services
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for to be improved. Income from the increased fees will be used to provide
Minerals and Energy) -I move:
firstly a co-ordinator for private acute
ThaIt this Bill be now read a second time.
hospitals and nursing homes and
It is one of those measures which be- secondly an officer to act as a concome necessary from time to time to sultant for special accommodation
permit periodic adjustments to be made homes.
in fees and charges as a result of rising
.The adjustments being made by the
costs in the community.
Bill are expected to give sufficient
The main effect of the Bill will be scope for revisions of fees and charges
to increase the maximum levels of as necessary over the next three or four
various fees under the Health Act 1958 years. Several other amendments to the
which may be prescribed by regulation principal Act are also proposed in this
or fixed by municipal councils. The Bill
present ceilings in the principal Act
The first, which will be made by
were fixed by the Health (Fees) Act
clause
2, has been requested by the
1976 and, as explained to the House
Municipal
Association of Victoria. Secat that time, were set at a level which
would enable at least three annual ad- tion 35 (1) (b) of the Health Act curjustments to be made by the Governor rently requires medical officers of
in Council. In fact, it has taken almost health to furnish a monthly report to
six years for the fees prescribed by their respective councils within one
regulation to reach, or to come near to, week of the expiration of each calenthe maxima provided for under the dar month. The association has recom1976 legislation.
mended that this requirement be

Health (Amendment) Bill

changed so that reports can be furnished on an exemption basis. There
is no doubt that, in terms of the improved health inspection services
which now exist, there is little need for
returns of such frequency by medical
officers of health.
The amendment proposed in clause
2 will substitute, in lieu of that providing for a monthly return, a requirement that medical officers of health
report annually to the council. Read in
conjunction with the balance of section 35, a medical officer of health will
now be required by the Act to report
at any time on any matter or thing
relating to the public health and sanitary circumstances of the municipal
district which, in his opinion, should be
considered by the council, to report as
required by the council, and to report
annually.
The other amendment to the principal Act to be made by the Bill is a
minor correction which is being incorporated in the proposed new Eleventh
Schedule. Among other things, the current Eleventh Schedule fixes a maximum fee payable for the registration
of boarding-houses for five to ten
boarders.
The Health (Special Accommodation
Houses) Act 1980 reduced from five
to three the minimum number of persons who could be accommodated on
such premises without the need for
registration.
By definition, a special accommodation house is a boarding-house and a
doubt has been raised as to the legality
of fees fixea for the registration of a
r-;pecial accommodation house in which
fewer than five. persons are being
lodged. The new Schedule Eleven being
inserted by the Bill clarifies the situation by substituting a reference to
boarding-houses "for up to ten
boarders" for the reference in the
exising schedule to boarding-houses
"for five to ten boarders". I commend
the Bill to the House.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province) -This Bill is predominantly
a money Bill and the Opposition does
not intend to impede its progress. At
first flush, an increase of 50 per cent
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in penalties appears heavy. However,
it ought to be appreciated that it is
the maximum penalty that is being
increased and I should imagine that
the regulations will, within that 50 per
cent tolerance, provide progressively
for increases. As I understand it, the
Bill is designed to allow for the changes
likely to occur over several years and
to enable adjustments to be made by
regulation. Thus, it will, in all probability, not mean a 50 per cent increase by one stroke of the pen at
this stage. It being a revenue measure,
the Opposition does not propose to
delay the passage of the Bill.
On the motion of the Hon. B. P.
DUNN (North Western Province), the
debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until the next day of
meeting.
ORDERS OF THE COUNCIL
RESCINDED
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Minister of Forests) -By leave, I move:
That the Orders of the Council appointing
the next day of meeting for the second readings
of the Road Traffic (Amendment) Bill, the Administration and Probate (Survival of Actions)
Bill and the Health (Privileges) Bill be read
and rescinded, and that the second readings of
the Bills be made Orders of the Day ·for later
this day.

The motion was agreed to.
HEALTH (PRIVILEGES) BILL
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy)-I move:
That this BiJ,t be now read a second time.

The purpose of this measure is to make
clear that disciplinary proceedings
before boards and similar bodies within
the portfolio of the Minister of Health
are protected by privilege.
Section 21A of the Evidence Act
currently extends immunity to members of boards of inquiry and Royal
Commissions, to legal practitioners and
other persons appearing before such
boards or commissions, and to witnesses.
During
disciplinary
proceedings
which were being conducted by the
Pharmacy Board of Victoria last year,
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it was put to the board by counsel for
the pharmacist who was the subject of
the inquiry that its proceedings were
not privileged and that the board,
counsel and witnesses could be liable
for action for defamation.
Counsel assisting the board agreed
that there was an undecided area as to
how far any common law privilege or
immunity applied to the board and
went on to say that while there was
some common law protection, there
was still a risk and he could not give
an assurance that the board was protected from subsequent action. As a
result of these submissions, the board
adjourned the hearing to a date to be
fixed.
The advice of the former AttorneyGeneral sought by the former Minister
of Health was that "it would appear
that the Pharmacy Board exercises
functions equivalent to that of an
established court of justice and
accordingly en,ioyed the privileges
accorded to such a court" .
Nevertheless, the Attorney-General
added that "the matter could be put
beyond all doubt were the Pharmacists
Act amended by making the provisions of section 21A of the Evidence
Act applicable to hearings of the
Pharmacy Board".
"It would appear from what has been
said that there is some privilege
attached to proceedings before the
Pharmacy 'Board but its extent must
always be uncertain until the position
has been clarified by the legislature or
the courts.
The Government believes that it ,is
essential that proceedings before the
Pharmacy Board and similar bodies in
the health area which are required to
act in a quasi-judicial manner, should
clearly be protected by privilege.
As long as a doubt exists, the proceedings of such boards must always
be open to question by counsel and, as
has happened in the Pharmacy Board,
proceedings could be delayed or frustrated. The purpose of the Bill, as I
indicated in my opening remarks, is to
make clear that proceedings before
such bodies are protected by privilege.
The Hon. D. R. White

Health (Privileges) Bill

This will be achieved by inserting
appropriate amendments into the relevant Acts as set out in the schedule
to the Bill.
The amendments which are proposed
will avoid any possible argument during
disciplinary proceedings as to whether
or not a particular board or councH is
protected by privilege and are important if the work of such boards is
to be free of any risk of potential
action against its members, or persons
assisting or witnesses during proceedings because of a possible lack of
immunity. I commend th'e Bill to the
House.
On the motion of the Hon. A. J.
Hunt, for the Hon. HADDON STOREY
(East Yarra Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until the next day of meeting.
ADMINISTRATION AND PROBATE
(SURVIVAL OF ACTIONS) BILL
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development)-I
move:
That this Bill be now read a second time,

In personal injury actions brought on
behalf of the estate of a deceased
person, it had been generally understood by lawyers both here and in
England that the damages recoverable
by the estate did not include an amount
for loss of earning capacIty or future
probable earnings of the deceased
person after the date of death where
his death resulted from the cause of
action. This understanding ,was based
on the interpretation of section 29(2)
of the Administration and Probate Act
, 1958 or equivalent provisions in other
jurisdictions.
That interpretation has proved to be
incorrect in the light of the decision of
the Hi~h Court in Australia in Fitch v.
Hyde-Cates confirming the decision of
the Court of Appeal of New South
Wales. That case concerned a claim on
behalf of the estate of a person killed
in a motor car accident for the loss of
income he would have earned had he
survived. It was held that there was

Administration and Probate Bill

nothing in section 2(2) of the Law
Reform (Miscellaneous Provisions) Act
1944 of New South Wales, the equivalent of 'section 29(2) of the Administration and Probate Act 1958, to prevent
such a claim and damages were
awarded.
The result of that decision is that
a sum of money to cover the deceased's
future probable earnings would be included in his estate. This is contrary
to the whole purpose of seoti'On 29 of
the Adm!in!istration and Probate Act
1958 which was designed to ensure
that only those damages which 'are
not in a sense personal to the deceased and which tJ"epresent a loss to
the 'estate should survive to be claimed
by the estate. Thus, items such as
claims for medical 'Or funeral expenses
were meant to survive. A claim for
loss or future probable earnings should
not sUlV'ive as it lis personal ,to the
deceased.
Furthermore, where the beneficiaries
of the estate and the dependants of the
deceased person are not identical there
exists the real possiblity of double recovery. The dependants would continue
to recover damages under Part III of
the Wrongs Act 1958 while the estate
would recover damages for the same
loss undetJ" section 29(2) of the Administration and Probate Act 1958. Where
the beneficiaries and the dependants
are identical, the damages awarded to
the estate are set off against the damages 'in their Wrongs Act claim. However even in that instance the damages
awarded could be greater than the total
actual losses of the dependants.
Payments for such claims by the
estate of a deceased person would be
met by the rest of the community
through third party and other insurance.
It is not difficult to dmagine that the
payments could be very substantial
when one considers the number of
young persons with long pre-accident
life expeetancykilled in motor c·ar 'accidents.
I wish to emphasize that the Government is not 'removing the right of
dependants to claJim compensation. That
right will continue under Part III of the
Wrongs Act 1958.
Session 1982-10
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The Chief Justice's Law Reform Committee has criticized the result of the
decision in Fich v. Hyde-Cates. The
State of New South Wales has already
legislated to overcome the -result of
that decision.
The Bill provides for the amendment
to apply to all causes of action except
where proceedings 'in respect of such a
cause have been settled or a court
has decided the matter whether or not
the decision is subject to appeal. This
provision will ensure the re-introduction
of the law as it was understood -and
accepted prior to the decision in Fitch
v.Hyde-Cates. I commend the Bill to
the House.
On the motion of the Hon. A. J.
Hunt, for the Hon. HADDON STOREY
(East Yarra Province), the debate ·was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until the next day of meeting.
ROAD TRAFFIC
(AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Mindster of Forests)-I move:
That this Bm be now read a second time.
In 1965 an alternative method of fining
traffic offenders was introduced in Victoria. Before that date, 'all traffic offenders had to be prosecuted in court
and the increasing number of cases
was becoming a heavy burden on the
court system and on the time of the
police involved.
In order to relieve th1s burden, a
system of traffic linfringement notices
was intToduced. As honourable members
are aware, under this system, a driver
who commits any of the more common
traffic offences may be issued with a
notice when he is apprehended. The
notice indicates, ·for each offence, a
fixed penalty which is lower than the
maximum penaUy which may be imposed by ·a court. ,If the offender pays
the amount of the penalty no further
action is taken against him. If he does
not, he may then be prosecuted in
court.
In the last financial year, 260 000
traffic infringement notices were issued
by the police, an average of more than
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700 a day. This 'is an alarming figure,
and indicates the e~tent to which the
traffic laws are continually being
breached by irresponSlible 'motorists.
Victoria prides itself on its record in
the field of road safety and is a world
leader in 'implementing measures designed ,to reduce the carnage on the
roads. However, it is apparent that
the penalties' prescribed dn the traffic
infringement notices are not presenting
a sufficient deterrent to many motorists
who choose to ignore the rights of
other road users.
The Government is determ'ined to
continue the road safety trends recorded over the past decade and is
acting in thlis Bill to increase the deterrent value of penalties for breaches
of the 'road laws. All penalties prescribed in the traffic infringement
notices a-re to be increased by at least
50 per cent. We hope that these increased penalties Will have a salutary
effec't.
However, if irresponsible motorists
continue to break the law to the detriment of other road users, they will be
required to contribute heavily to the
costs of further road safety intiatives
which may be required to curb their
dangerous driving habits.
The Bill also increases the penalties
prescribed in parkdng infringement
notices for parking infringements
which create safety -hazards. The Government considers, that the present
penalties for parking offences which
may contribute to road accidents are
grossly inadequate and represent little
fin-ancial deterrent t'O the motorist.
Accordingly, the parking infringement
notice penalties for offences such as
parking too close to a school crossing
or 'intersection, parking in a no parksing
area or double parking are to be increased by 60 to 66 per cent.
Parking tickets are most commonly
issued for breaches of time limits imposed either by signs or by parking
meters. These offences occur in designated parkdng areas and do not constitute a safety hazard. For this reason
such limits are not enforced by the
police but, in the main, are enforced
by municipal traffic 'Officers.
The Hon. R. A. Mackenzie

Road Traffic (Amendment) Bill

Several municipal councils have recently expressed concern at the escalating oosts of local government and,
specifically, at the costs of enforCing
parking restrictions. Revenue from
parking infringement notices is retained by the municipal councils and, in
order to offset the costs of enforcem-ent, these councils have requested
an increase of $12 in the prescribed
penalty.
On the other hand, several municipal
councils have sought the power to
prescribe a lower penalty having regard
to competition within a municipality
between local shopping centres where
parking metres are installed and regional shopping centres where parking is
free.
The Government is sympathetic to
the financial problems of l~cal g:overnment and, as the determination of park:ing time limits and the prosecution of
offenders is solely the responsibility of
municipal councils. it has determined
that councils should be empowered to fix
the level of the parking ticket penalty
applicable to these offences. Such a
discretion would meet the competing
demands of the municipal groups to
which I have referred and is consistent
with present trends to provide a greater
degree of autonomy to municipal councils in the management of their affairs.
Accordingly, the Bill empowers any
municipal council to fix a parking infringement n'Otice penalty f'Or parking
time limit offences either higher or
lower than the limit prescribed in the
Act, subject to -a maximum amount of
$25. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. N. B.
REID (Bendigo Province), the debate
was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until the next day of meeting.
VICTORIAN TOBACCO GROWERS
(DISPOSAL OF ASSETS) BILL
The Order of the Day for the resumption of the debate on the motion
for the second reading of this Bill was
read.

Victorian Tobacco Growers Bill

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grfmwade)-Order! 1 advise honourable
members that 1 have examined this
Bill, and in my opinion it is a private
Bill.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture)-I move:
That this Bill be dealt with as a public Bill,
except in relation .to the payment of fees.

The motion was agreed to.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) - I produce a receipt showing that the sum of $1000 has been
paid into the Treasury for the public
uses of the State to meet the expenses
of the Bill.
The PRESIDENT-The Bill may now
proceed.
The debate (adjourned from June
16) on the motion of the Hon. D. E.
Kent (Minister of Agriculture) for the
second reading of this Bill was
resumed.
The Hon. D. G. CROZIER (Western
Province ) -The Opposi Hon is pleased
to support this Bill, which gives statutory endorsement to the resolution of
a long-running dispute which has bedevilled the tobacco industry for some
years. I am: pleased that the Minister
had the good sense to accept the advice
of the Departm'ent of Agriculture and
proceed wi'th a measure which was, 1
understand, in the course of preparation, and was certainly authorized by
his predecessor. Indeed, the agreement
which, happily, has led to this proposed
legislation, was assisted materially not
only by the Minister's immediate predecessor, the Honourable Tom Austin,
but also by that honourable gen'tleman's
earlier predecessor, the Honourable lan
Smith. The leaders of the tobacco industry, in their endeavours to bring
about this consensus, have also been
materially assisted by another colleague, the honourable member for Benambra in an'other place, Mr Liebennan,
who has been active 'in assisting this
process.
Only a few weeks ago I had the
pleasure, on the initiative of Mr Lieberman, the honourable member for Benambra, of meeting leaders of the tobacco
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growing industry, and they confirmed
the information provided by the Minister
of Agriculture in his second-reading
speech, that the new company which
was incorporated on 21 November 1979
entitled the Tobacco Growers of Victoria Ltd has the overwhelming suoport of tobacco growers in the north
east of the State. As the Minister of
Agriculture reminded the House, this
new company represents all but thirteen
of the 318 tobacco quota holders in
Victoria. I t is therefore a pleasing
termination toa long-standing dispute
which had divided the industry and one
which had run into unexpected technical and legal difficulties. The dispute
has been resolved by good sense and by
the endeavours of a number of people,
particularly the leaders of the industry
and the two former Ministers of Agriculture to whom I referred.
.
With that brief analysis I am happy
to confirm that the Opp'Osition not only
supports the Bill, but wishes it a speedy
passage through the House.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North
Eastern
Province) -The
previous
speaker, Mr Crozier, indicated, as did
the Minister's second-reading speech,
that this measure is intended to resolve
a long-running dispute in the tobacco
industry. The dispute has now been
running for S'O long that it is difficult
to trace many of the original protagonists and the people who contributed
towards the funds that this measure
intends to redeploy.
The matter has been discussed within, the tobacco industry, particularly by
the Tobac-co Growers of Victoria Ltd.
an organization which I understand
represents some 96 per cent of the
330-odd tobaccQ quota holders in Victoria at present. The measure has
received the unanimous endorsement
of that organization and its branches.
I have been informed by the leaders of
that organization that a number of
branch meetings of the Tobacco Growers of Victoria Ltd were held at
strategic places in the tobacco growing
areas of north-eastern Victoria. Those
meetings were well a'tte'nded.
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The Bill and the purpose of -it have Party draws attention to the one facbeen thoroughly explained to the tor that has been ra'ised with me, and
tobacco growers who attended those that is, in a number of the accounts
meetings, and generally the measure has that are held in the Myrtleford branch
received their full endorsement and of the National Bank, one in particular
refers to transactions that have taken
support.
place over a considerable period of
The dispute dates back to 1961 and time and which deal with rents t~at
indeed earlier, and, therefore, some of have been obtained. from the properties
the original protagonists are now no in Myrtleford. Offices on one site are
longer contactable. Some have left the occupied in part. by the Tobacco
tobacco industry. A number of those Growers of Victoria Ltd, and by several
who contributed were share-farmers, Victorian Government departments and
and some of them have returned to so on and the other property is curItaly and, due to the long period of rently' and has been for some time
time that has elapsed, a number of occupied by a garage.
.
those persons involved at the beginning
The rents that have been obtained
are now deceased. Hence, the situation from those properties have been held
is that a substantial amount of money is in a trust account and certain payheld at the Myrtleford branch of the ments have been made from that
National Bank-it is of the order of account for State Electricity Commis$98 OOO-together
with
substantial sion accounts, some necessary minor
property, until this measure is passed, maintenance, rates and so on. Concern
and due to the extreme difficulties has been expressed about whether or
of tracing so many persons, that not a full and proper accounting of
money and property will lie idle the transactions of that account may
under the care of the trustees. Until be made.
the matter is resolved, that money
I have made some inquiries in that
and property will not benefit any per- direction and I understand that theson. Because the stalemate could not facts and figures will be made availbe resolved, it could not have been of able to all of those persons who should
any benefit to the persons who were properly have access to them.
involved in the dispute a long time ago,
I have studied the Bill and the foreand so far as I am aware, those persons have not raised objections to the shadowed amendment, and I believe
the trustees have acted at all times
procedures that are being adopted.
in good faith and that there will be no
If the court procedures had come problem and that the information that,
to a finalization there would have been at one time, was sought, will be made
persons who would have gained finan- available.
cially from that resolution. It is now
It is of interest to note that the
clear that there is never likely to be accounts held in the Myrtleford branch
any resolution of this matter. Therefore, of the National Bank have been held
their chances of obtaining any financial in non-interest bearing accounts so that
benefit will not come to fruition. The the tobacco industry has lost out for
Bill has been designed to pass over the a full period of twenty years on interest
property and the funds that are held in on an amount of almost $100000.
the account to the tobacco industry for Indeed, I agree with the interjection
its benefit. It is also fair to state that of the Leader of the Government. The
the funds were originally contributed National Bank. probably quite unby tobacco growers with the intention witting1y. has been the winner in this
that those funds be used for the benefit matter and not the tobacco industry.
of those persons who are presently inI compliment all of those persons
volved in the industry. Hence, the funds who
have been able to resolve their
will be disbursed in a right and proper differences
in this matter and sit down
way.
around the table and suggest perhaps
The Minister of Agriculture has fore- the only practical way in which this
shadowed amendments. The National difficult problem can be resolved. The
The Hon. D. M.
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past and present Parliamentary members who have represented the area,
the successive Ministers of Agriculture
and especially the trustees and officers
of the Tobacco Growers of Victoria Ltd
deserve to be complimented on the
mature and sensible way in which they
have approached the problem.
The matter deserves to be treated
at some length. The National Party will
support the Bill because it undoubtedly
represents the current views of those
persons who are engaged in the tobacco
industry. Indeed, this is a minor problem compared to some of the other
problems with which the tobacco industry currently must deal and, in the
future, may well have to face. It is
pleasing to note that this particular
matter can be resolved and that the
industry can go about its proper
business of efficiently growing tobacco
in the north east area of Victoria.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North
Eastern Province) -My colleague, Mr
Evans, and myself have the honour of
representing the entire tobacco industry
in Victoria.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-That is
not true; what about tobacco sales and
the people who work in the industry in
the metropolitan area?
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER-I will be
more definitive: I was referring to the
growing of tobacco and I concede to
the Minister for Economic Development
that perhaps my expression "the entire
industry" was somewhat misleading.
The tobacco industry is of particular
economic importance to north eastern
Victoria. Since the boom period of the
1950s and the 1960s, the tobacco
growing industry has contracted to the
north eastern area of Victoria. The tobacco industry was previously significant in the Gunbower and Nathalia
areas, but, for a number of factors,
which I shall not canvass today, the
tobacco industry is entirely concentrated in north eastern Victoria, mainly
in the Ovens, Kiewa and King valleys.
The tobacco industry brings approximately $25 million to $28 million per
annum into north eastern Victoria and,
without the tobacco industry, the
economy of that area would suffer.
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As both Mr Crozier 'and Mr Evans
have indicated, it is to be hoped that
the Bill will ensure the resolution of a
difficult problem that has been intractable now since 1961. In saying that,
I am not attributing any ill will or
malice to any of the persons involved
on either side of the argument. It is
fair to say that the two former members of this House who represented the
North Eastern Province often found
themselves on opposing sides of the
tobacco industry argument.
The tobacco industry has witnessed
a good deal of division, dispute, debate
and turmoil. It has been an industry
that has been particularly attractive to
many Italian migrants who have made
an extraordinary contribution to the
industry over the years. However, in
some ways, that has also added to
some of the difficulties encountered in
resolving this problem due to a lack of
understanding of various features. In
saying that, I am in no way attribUting
anything untoward the Italian community. It is simply a fact of life that,
when one is dealing with persons from
variable backgrounds, there is sometimes a greater need to go to further
lengths to obtain a full understanding.
However, when one examines some
of the
personalities
that
have
been involved in the tobacco industry
over
the
past
twenty
years, one can only admire their
tenacity and their fortitude in pursuing
what they believed to be the correct
line of action. It is quite unfortunate
that the matter floundered through legal
action and that a lot of money was
burnt up in legal cases. Subsequently
Mr Justice Pape made an order that
virtually put things in limbo, and that
situation has remained for many years.
As Mr Evans pointed out, a large
sum of money has remained in the
Myrtleford branch of the National
twenty
Bank
for
more
than
years without attracting interest.
Taking into effect the ravages of inflation, it has been ·a costly exercise
which, as the Leader of the House noted
by interjection, was quite profitable for
the bank, albeit by coincidence.
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The significance of the provisions of
the Bill and the feature that makes it
acceptable to virtually everyone is that
it does not return the accumulated
funds to any particular individual or
group; it returns the funds either to
the restoration and maintenance and
upgrading of the buildings in Myrtleford, which were put up by tobacco
growers in the 1950s, or it allows funds
to go to research projects into the industry approved by the Minister of
Agriculture. There is no suggestion that
any individual will recoup funds he put
in or, worse still, will recoup funds
when he made no contribution and who
happens to be in the industry now
but was not involved therein when the
levies were made.
.
I do not doubt for one moment that
it would be possible to do an exercise
to return the money to those who
contributed but, as Mr Evans said,
while that is possible it is also expensive and time consuming and has the
added difficulty that so many of the
people who contributed to the levy
and other funds are now no longer in
the industry, are deceased, have gone
overseas and perhaps re~urned to. Italy
or Yugoslavia or elsewhere or were
share farmers and, while those records
would have been kept, their whereabouts would be difficult to trace.
On Monday, I was in Myrtleford
again for the sole purpose of further
canvassing the measures of the Bill
with the community and I believe there
is general agreement. 1 agree with Mr
Evans that there needs to be an assurance from the Minister that appropriate
.accounting procedures have been undertaken and that the various transactions
over the years are available for perusal
.and inspection. 1 have no doubt that
they are and 1 have no doubt that the
trustees, sqlicitors and accountants
.assisting them have done their job
meticulously-there is no evidence that
the case is otherwise-but there should
be that assurance.
There is also the 1975 agreement that
was drawn up and signed by eight
parties to the dispute. It was a form
of resolution of the difficulties. It was
not proceeded with for whatever reason
-I am unaware of the reason. It may
The Hon. W. R. Baxter
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have been because of an unsatisfactory
or unsuitable Minister of the day. My
information is that one of the parties
in fact paid the legal costs for the
preparation of that agreement and did
so in good faith on the understanding that he would be recouped for that
expenditure. He is one of the trustees
of the bank account. I believe every investigation and endeavour should be
made to recoup that person. He is also
one of the biggest contributors to the
accumulated funds, as he was one of the
larger growers iri the earlier days. It
appears he will suffer an injustice if
he has acted in good faith and paid the
legal fees and everyone signed the
agreement.
It would have been a solution if the
Government of the day had proceeded
with it, but for reasons that possibly
are valid, it was not proceeded with.
I invite the Minister to closely examine
the situation and determine whether
there is any method of reimbursing
that citizen. He has been a great
stalwart of the tobacco industry and
justice must not only be done but
also be seen to be done. If there is
a way of aSSisting him, that should
occur. If this difficulty is overcome, the
measure will be accepted far and wide
as a genuine and honest attempt· to
get around what has been an intractable problem for so long.
The industry is now faced with another crisis. It is endemic in primary
industry that one goes from one crisis
to another, whether drought, floods,
market surpluses and so on. Now, the
tobacco industry has been hit by an
adverse draft report from the Industries
Assistance Commission, which was at
one time styled by my Federal colleague as the Industries Annihilation
Committee and, in what it drafted for
the tobacco industry, that was an apt
description. In some respects, the industry's attention has been drawn away
from the legislative measure towards
what the Industries Assistance Commission is trying to do that will completely
destroy the industry over a period ~f
seven years.
Victoria cannot allow that to happen
and, I am sure, the Government will
not want it to happen. I commend the
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statements the Minister has made already and I know that the counter submissions put to the Industries Assistance Commission in response to the
draft proposals will destroy the fallacious arguments advanced by the commission. I hope the commission has the
good sense and intelligence to absorb
the arguments being advanced in this
counter submission.
With one or two reservations that
I have expressed, I support the Bill.
It will be the end of what has been a
sorry saga in the industry. I hope the
industry can continue to make its tremendouscontributions to the Victorian
economy.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time and
committed.
Clauses 1 to 3 were agreed to.
Clause 4 (Supreme Court Actions)
The HoD. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -Before
moving
the
amendments circulated in my name, I
thank Mr Crozier, Mr Evans and
Mr Baxter for their support of this
measure. It was introduced on the basis
of unanimity among all parties and it
would be unfortunate if any extraneous
matters were raised at this stage. As
has been stated by Mr Crozier, this is
not a party-political Bill in any sense.
It is the result of years of endeavours
to identify those people to whom these
assets should be of benefit and to distribute them accordingly. The way in
which this will happen will not enable
any charge to be made that there is
a distribution of benefit to any particular individual in the sense that the benefits that will accrue from the measure
will accrue to the industry generally,
and those engaged in it, and for the research activities of the industry.
The matters that have been raised
by Mr Evans and Mr Baxter have been
considered and I have received an
assurance from the solicitor representing the trustees that every and all possible information will be made. available to those who desire it to ensure
that in. every respect justice not only
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is done but also is seen to be done.
It is believed it will take some time to
assemble all the records but there will
be no significant gaps in the information that is available.
As the measure has the support of
all parties and is the result of much
work over the years by former Ministers and by honourable members
representing these areas, I hope to
bring this issue to a successful conclusion for the benefit of and to meet
the desires of all concerned. I move:
Clause 4, sub-clause (1) , line 5, after
"Actions" insert "No. 3161 of 1966,".
Clause 4, sub-clause (1), line 9. omit "2" and
inseIt "3".
Clause 4, sub-clause (1), line 10, omit '2" and

insert "3".
Clause 4, sub-clause (2), line 11, after
"Actions"insert "No. 3161 of 1966.".

The amendments were agreed to.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -I move:.
Clause 4, after sub-clause (2) insert:
'( ) No action or proceeding of any kind
shall lie or be taken against any person who
was at any time a trustee for, or office bearer
of, the Victorian Tobacco Growers AssoclaJtion
(hereinaf,ter in this sub-section called "the
Association") for or in respect of anything
done or omitted ,to be done in good faith for
or in relation to the Association or in relation
to property of the Association.'.

The HOD. D. M. EVANS (North
Eastern Province)-The National Party
supports this amendment which expands and improves the indemnity provisions to cover persons who have
acted over a long time as trustees in
various capacities concerned with properties involved in the dispute which
it is hoped will soon be· resolved. I
particularly note the words, and it is
reasonable that it is stated:
. . . anything done or om~tted to be done in
good faith for or in relation to the Association
or in relation' to property of the Association.

I am certain that that covers every
eventuality. I am also certain that the
persons named in the various schedules~
whom I have known personally for a
considerable time, would do nothing
other than act in good faith. The provision is not only a protection for
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them but it also ensures that everybody knows that they will have acted
in good faith. Their intentions and
good names will be preserved.
The amendment was agreed to, and
the clause, as amended, was adopted,
as were the remaining clause and the
schedules.
Preamble
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture) -I move:
Preamble. page 2. lines 21 and 22. omit all
words and e~pressions from and including
"actions" to "No. 3779" and insert "Actions
No. 3161 of 1966. No. M5688 of 1966. No.
2543 of 1967 and No. 3779 of 1967".

The amendment was agreed to, and
the preamble, as amended, was adopted.
The Bill was reported to the House
with amendments, and passed through
its remaining stages.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION
The HOD. A. J. HUNT (South Eastem

Province) -I wish to make a personal
explanation in relation to a Budget
matter. This afternoon I participated
in the preparation of an analysis on the
effect of the Budget on education and
in the calculations on which the
analysis was based. It now appears
that a one-digit error in the calculations arose, which invalidates the
analysis. I am unaware of how many
copies have been distributed so far,
but I am making every effort to recall
the analysis. I would like it placed on
record that the analysis issued in my
name is invalidated because of an
arithmetical error in calculation. I ask
honourable members to disregard it. I
will treble check and issue a further
statement at a later time.
ADJOURNMENT
FIre at Royal Melbourne HospltalDrought - Dlv~lon 01 Aberfeldy
Rlver-Bendlgo ,. regional UbraryCycllc malntenanc!e of schoolsRecovery 01 debts by small buslnessel
-Rutberglen Waterworks Trust
The HoD. E. H.WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -I move:
That the Council, at its rising. adjourn until
Tuesday, OctOber 5, at five o'clock.

The motion was agreed to.

Adjournment

The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister

for Conservation) -I move:

That the House do now adjourn.

The HOD. D. K. HAYWARD (Monash
Province) -I raise a matter for the
attention of the Leader of the Government and, in his absence, the Deputy
Leader, representing the Minister of
Labour and Industry. I refer to the
unfortunate fire at the Royal Melbourne
Hospital on 11 September last which
started in the lift control room. Some
suggestion has reached me today that
there were not adequate inspections
by the Department of Labour and Industry of the lift system at the Royal
Melbourne Hospital, and I ask the Minister to make an urgent check as to
when the lift system at the hospital
was Jast inspected and whether that
inspe,:tion indicated that the lifts were
in a ;atisfactory condition.
The HoD. W. R. BAXTER (North
Eastern Province) - I raise a matter for
the attention of the Minister of Soldier
Settlement in his capacity as Minister
dealing with the drought situation. In
his remarks to me earlier today, the
honourable gentleman appeared to indicate that the reason why the Drought
Advisory Council had declined to introduce a slaughter subsidy was that not
many applications were coming in for
drought assistance.
Firstly, it seems to me that the
reason for that is twofold at least.
There will not be too many applications for transport assistance because
so little agistment is available. There
are not many areas to which stock can
be transported. Secondly, I believe that
in a week or two the Minister's office
or the Rural Finance Commission will
disappear under an avalanche of applications for the fodder subsidy. They
are not coming in yet because it has
not been possible for farmers to lodge
the applications. The subsidy commenced on 10 September, after having
been announced by the Federal Government on 1 September. Application
forms are not yet available but, even
if they were, the mechanics of getting
the fodder,. and one must get it and
pay for it before obtaining the subsidy-""-
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The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-Is the
member debating a question that was
discussed earlier in this House?
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER-I am asking the Minister to reconsider this matter, in view of the facts that he has.
Before a person can buy wheat, for
example, for a fodder subsidy, he has
to telephone the Australian Wheat
Board and send in a cheque. The
board then clears the cheque and
telexes the Grain Elevators Board
which gets in touch with the applicant.
All of that must take eight to ten days,
at the least. Very few applications
have come in yet but I believe substantial numbers will come in shortly.
Will the Minister take these facts into
consideration in determining whether
there should be a slaughter subsidy?
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland
Province) -I raise with the Minister
of Water Supply a matter of importance in the Gippsland electorate,
namely, the plan to divert the Aberfeldy
River into the Thomson River. A policy
statement has been made by the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of
Works to this effect. Can the Minister
advise his views on the proposal and
whether he has any plans for it to
go ahead?
The Hon. J. W. S. RADFORD
(Bendigo Province) -I raise with the
Deputy Leader of the Government,
representing the Minister for the Arts,
the matter of the Bendigo regional
library. Will the Minister make every
endeavour to ensure that a grant is
made to the City of Bendigo for a
regional library complex, or is it going
to suffer a similar fate to the promised
State Government offices which were
Government
postponed
once
the
assumed office?
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotham Province) -I direct my remarks
to the Minister of Forests representing
the Minister of Public Works. The matter I raise is the lack of cyclic maintenance of our schools. 1 base my remarks on the fact that 1 receive a fortnightly list of tenders accepted for public works projects around the State.
Session 1982-11
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Recently I have noticed that there
has been a marked falling off in the
numbers of tenders being called and
accepted for cyclic maintenance for
schools. I ask the Minister to inquire
about the reason for this falling off and
to urge the Minister of Public Works
to step up the rate of cyclic maintenance because, if the rate falls at this
time, problems will become far more
difficult to handle later.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea
Province) -I direct a matter to the
attention of the Leader of the Government representing the Minister of Consumer Affairs. My area of concern relates to small businesses. Often small
businesses have extreme difficulty in recovering debts. They are often placed
in situations where they are expected
to undertake high legal fees to recover
debts. Often a situation prevails where
the cost of recovering the debt is far
greater than the actual debt.
The Small Business Tribunal has been
enormously successful for consumers.
1 wish to know to what extent the role
of the Small Business Tribunal could
be extended so that small businesses
could have access to that tribunal and
iO that they would not have to pay
high legal costs to recover small debts.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS (North
Eastern Province) -I raise a matter
with the Minister of Water Supply. It
refers to the Shire of Rutherglen
Waterworks Trust and the fact that a
number of very necessary works are
needed within the Shire of Rutherglen
which the honourable member for
Murray Valley in another place, Mr
Jasper, has been seeking for a long
time.
1 understand that applications have
been made for funds for these works
which are of an urgent nature because
of the development that is taking place
within the Shire of Rutherglen. Can the
Minister indicate whether funds will be
made available this year for these
urgent works?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Economic Development) -Mr
Hayward raised with me a matter for
the attention of the Minister of Labour
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and Industry, associated with the fire
at the Royal Melbourne Hospital and
the suggestion that there has not been
adequate inspection of lifts. He asked
me when the hospital was last
inspected. As Mr Hayward would appreciate, that is not the sort of detail I
keep on hand. I cannot recall.
The Government has been concerned
about toe failure of the previous Government to ensure adequate inspection
of not only lifts but also all the mechanical machinery and devices, particularly
mobile lifting devices, because it considered that inspection was far from
adequate. Indeed, the number of inspectors employed was inadequate.
That matter was constantly raised in
this and another place over a long
period of time--usually emotionally
raised because of the unfortunate death
of some worker as a result of the
failure of machinery. That is a matter
of concern to me. I thank Mr Hayward
for raising that matter. I will ensure
that the attention of the appropriate
Minister is drawn to the matter and an
appropriate response is given at the
appropriate time.
Mr Sandon asked what the attitude
of the Government was to giving small
businesses access to the Small Claims
Tribunal. That is a matter of Government policy. The Government is committed to ensuring that small business
operators will have access, for the purposes of the recovery of small amounts
of money, to the Small Business Tribunal or its equivalent. The mechanics
of the scheme are still under active
consideration and the Government is
consulting with the. small business community on that matter.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -I did not quite catch
the beginning of Mr Radford's comments. I think he addressed the matter
to me on behalf of the Minister for
the Arts because it related to a library
complex. As I understand the position,
Mr Radford is seeking a reassurance
about the Bendigo regional library complex, which I understand was mentioned by the local member as being
a complex that, along with housing, this
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Government would be committing itself
to undertake. As Mr Radford would
like a reassurance of that commitment,
I am happy to pass his request to the
Minister involved and have that reassurance forwarded to him.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister of
Water Supply) -In respect of the matter raised by Mr Murphy about the proposed diversion from the Aberfeldy
River to the Thomson dam in the water
strategy of the Board of Works, it is
proposed that the water strategy be
made available to the public. That matter has been referred to the Water
Resources Council for consideration. It
is hoped that public comment can be
received from the Board of Works on
the proposed strategy and from the
Water Resources Council prior to February next year by which time the
Board of Works is expecting a response
in regard to that matter.
In respect of the matter raised by
Mr Evans on behalf of Mr Ken Jasper
in another place, I make it clear to
the House that Mr Jasper has been
active in making representations on
behalf of the Rutherglen Waterworks
Trust for the provision of funds for an
urgent capital works programme in that
area.
I regret to announce that it is not
possible to provide the funding required
in the financial year ended 30 June 1983
because of other priorities. I indicate
that if the level of loan funding for
the financial year commencing 1 July
1983 is of the same magnitude as this
year, then the Rutherglen Water~orks
Trust capital works programme WIll be
included as one of the new programmes
for the next financial year.
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Min"ister of Soldier Settlement) -One must
admire Mr Baxter's persistence in regard to the matter of a slaughter subsidy.
The Hon. W. R. Baxter-It is a
bounty, not a subsidy.
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE-In my
reply to a previous question asked
by Mr Baxter earlier today-had. he
heard me above the shouting-he might
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have heard me say that a whole range
of matters was discussed at the meeting of the Drought Advisory Committee
and the decision not to introduce a
slaughter bounty was not based entirely
upon the fact that very few applications
for assistance have been made.
I point out to Mr Baxter that what
has been requested at this stage is to
give him some information. At this
point in time there have been 27 applications for carry-on finance. Of these
four have been approved. The average
loan has been in the vicinity of $6000.
In regard to carry-on loans for small
businesses which he knows are for sole
ownership, partnership or private companies in financial need and engaged
in or deriving a major portion of their
income from business in drought declared districts, one application has
been received for assistance. There have
been seven preliminary inquiries, managed in conjunction with the Department of Minerals and Energy, for assistance for municipalities for the provision of emergency water on public sites
to cover the costs incurred in sinking
or clearing existing bores and equipping
and manning the same.
There have been no inquiries concerning the subsidy on the cartage of water,
which is a 100 per cent subsidy, after
the farmer meets the cost of the first
sixteen kilometres of the journey.
A subsidy of up to 75 per cent of an
acceptable rate for road transport is
available for farmers moving stock to
agistment or bringing hay into droughtdeclared properties by road. The farmer
is required to meet the cost of the first
60 kilometres of the journey. There
has been 61 provisional approvals involving the movement of 2200 cattle
and 19 000 sheep to agistment. Most of
the movements were to Gippsland and
near-city locations. There were some
requests to move stock to Queensland.
They are being monitored carefully and
not all of them have been approved.
There have been 89 applications for the
movement of hay by road, involving a
total of 71 000 bales. Some journeys
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have been discouraged where the distance or type of hay is subject to
query. A subsidy of 75 per cent of normal freight is available on the movement of stock to agistment and the
movement of fodder into drought areas.
There has been no demand for that
subsidy at this stage.
What the Government has done about
the disposal of unwanted animals, and
what it has been doing for almost ten
days, is to make arrangements for
municipalities to be reimbursed for the
costs of labour for digging the trenches
and disposing of unwanted beasts that
are left behind in sale-yards or are discarded, even in rail sidings. The Government has been carefully monitoring
the records of unwanted stock being
left at the sales to discover where
the movements are and it has found
that the number of beasts that have
been disposed of is surprisingly small.
The Department of· Agriculture will
provide daily tallies on the number
being dis posed of.
From what I have said, it is obvious
that the Government is keeping the
whole matter under close scrutiny. I
wish Mr Baxter would take the Government at its worth and reassure his
constituents that the Government is
doing all it can. An enormous amount
of time is being devoted to these matters in an endeavour to ensure that the
Government provides support to the
rural community in this calamitous situation. The honourable member would do
his constituents a service if he told
them to put their fears to one side
because the Government is doing all it
can. I assure him that if the Government perceives the need and if satisfactory arguments can be put up to
support the proposal he claims will be
of great benefit, a slaughter bounty, it
will be accepted by the Government.
However, the Government intends to
make responsible decisions on these
matters. It is taking every step possible
and keeping the situation under close
scrutiny.
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Mr Lawson asked about cyclic maintenance at schools. I think he had a
gall to complain about the lack of cyclic maintenance after 27 years of rule
by the previous Government. He wondered why cyclic maintenance had slackened off. The reason is that, because
of the pitiful allowance left for cyclic
maintenance by the previous Government, there were no funds left. When
the honourable member has the OD-
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portunity of reading the Budget Papers,
he will realize that the Government
has made provision for a large cyclic
maintenance programme in an endeavour to make up the enormous
backlog left by the previous Administration.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 5.44 p.m.
until Tuesday, October 5.
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The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade) took the chair at 5.3 p.m.
and read the prayer.
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The PRESIDENT-order! I have said
that if the matter is of urgency it should
be dealt with immediately. Will Mr
Block give an indication of the motion
to the House?
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province) (By leave) -I have copies
for honourable members. 1 propose to
move:

MINISTER FOR TOURISM
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
That Standing Orders be suspended on the
Grlmwade)-Order! Does Mr Block wish
of urgency to the extent necessa~ to
to proceed with his motion under Stand- ground
eneble me to move forthwithing Order No. 309?
That this House deplores the lack of
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Ministerial responsibility shown by the
Minister for Tourism on the issue of
Province) -I was under the impression
casinos and the casino inquiry. as evithat 1 was to do this after question
denced by his statements at and subsetime.
quent to a Melbourne Tourism Authority
function last night. and consequently calls
The PRESIDENT-For the benefit of
upon him to resign.
the House 1 will read Standing Order
No. 309, which states:
The PRESIDENT-Is leave of the
The foregoing Rules and Orders, or any of House granted for the matter to be
them. may at any time be suspended or dis- debated forthwith?
pensed with by the Council, but (except by
leave of the Council or on the ground of
urgency) no motion shall be made to dispense
with any such Rule or Order without due
notice thereof.

Standing Order No. 309A also states:
When the question of urgency arises in relation to the application of the foregoing Standing Orders numbered 20A. 290 and 309. or 'any
of them. such question shall be decided by the
Council upon motion without notice or debate
other than a statement by the mover of the
particulars claimed to establish urgency: Provided that no such motion shall be allowed
where the President declares that in his opinion
the case could not reasonably be regarded as
one of urgency.

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU
(Minister for Tourism) -Leave is
granted.
The PRESIDENT-I invite Mr Block
to proceed with his substantive motion.
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province) -I move:
That this House deplores the lack of Ministerial responsibility shown by the Minister
for Tourism on the issue of casinos and the
casino inquiry. as evidenced by his statements
at and subsequent to a Melboume Tourism
Authority function last night. and consequently
calls upon him to resign.

1 consider that, if the honourable member wishes to establish a case of urg- The motion is effectively divided into
ency, the matter will be dealt with two sections:
The first section
forthwith.
could be labelled "pre-emption" and
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU the second section could be labelled
(Minister for Tourism) -May I assist "deception". I propose to expose how
you, Mr President, the House and Mr both those labels fit amply and adeBlock by indicating that for my part quately the actions of the Minister for
if the motion is the same as the copy Tourism, both at a function last night
1 have and jf that copy is a precise and and subsequently today on a radio intrue copy of the motion, leave will not terview on the Oerryn Hinch show, and
be denied. 1 suggest that Mr Block be also, I understand, on the Michael
given leave of the House to proceed Schildberger show, although I do not
immediately with his motion.
have a transcript of the latter.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-After question
Last night I attended the annual genetime or now?
ral meeting of the Melbourne Touri~
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU-Now. Authority to which some 300 guests
Session 1982-12
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had been invited, together with at least will come out soon. Page 1 of the
sixteen members of the media, although transcript of the Derryn Hinch proI take Derryn Hinch at his word when gramme refers to the Minister for Tourhe says eighteen, and the shadow ism. It states:
Minister for Tourism.
And yesterday he had some extraordinary
It was a private meeting of a most comments here in Melbourne, some extraarrogant comments, some deceftive
public nature attended by the Minister ordinarily
comments. He is virtually in contempt 0 the
for Tourism last night in his capacity one-man board of inquiry into casinos, the
as Minister because he was invited to be inquiry headed by Mr Xavier Connor, QC.
the guest speaker at the annual genActually, when you read what he says, you
eral meeting of the authority.
might as well save· the cost of the inquiry
because the Leader in the Upper House, the
The Hon. M. J. Amold-Is this the Minister
for Economic Development, has alintroduction or the substance?
ready said that hopefullf, we will get a casino
licence despite some difficulties with a parThe Hon. P. D. BLOCK-I will use it ticular judge at the moment.
as the introduction because honourable
members should know how the Minister The point of quoting that transcript is
for Tourism has defiled his responsi- to indicate the public reaction to what
the Minister said. Not only were those
bility as a Minister of the Crown.
comments echoed in the Age but they
Honourable members interjecting.
were also echoed by Michael SchildThe PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S. berger on a radio broadcast on the
Grimwade )--Order! This isa most ABC radio station 3LO at lunchtime
serious motion being debated in the today and, during the course of that
House. It is not a frivolous matter and programme, the Premier was interviewI will not allow any interjections. I in- ed and he said, both on the Michael
vite the House to treat this matter with Schildberger programme and in another
the importance that is obviously at- place in answer to a question, that the
Minister should not have said what he
tached to it.
said. The Premier's exact words. were,
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-It is a "He should not have done it."
serious matter. There is no question that
The Minister for Tourism would have
I attended the meeting and heard what
the Minister had to say. I can vouch the House believe that his reported
for the accuracy of the Age report and, statement was a private statement, a
as I understand it, the Minister has not private view made at a private meeting,
sought to deny in any way what he was that it was not meant for publication,
quoted as saying in the Age of today, and that he made it in his capacity as
5 October 1982, at page I. I verify what a private citizen. I ask the Minister
whether or not that would be a fair
he said and quote it. He said:
description of the attitude he has taken
We are, of course, despite the fact we are
having some difficulties with a particular judge and that it was a private comment that
at the moment, we are the number one con- should not have been quoted?
vention centre and hopefully with a new casino
Apart from the aspect that I shall
licence, we will be the largest in the southern
hemisphere.
call deception, the Minister for Tourism
The Minister for Tourism is reported believes he should be able to speak with
in the Age, and there are other quota- a private voice and a public voice on
tions of the Minister that I would like the same issue and with two completely
to read to the House. I shall read from separate points of view. The Minister
a transcript of the Derryn Hinch pro- has one view that he wants to present
privately and one view that he wants
gramme.
to present publicly on the same issue.
The Hon. C. J. Kennedy-What about Forgetting the evident myopia of the
Truth?
Minister as he gazed out on this scene
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-I do not have of 300 faces and as he saw the cameras
a copy of Truth yet, but I am sure that clicking and the television cameras
a copy of the comments of the Minister whirring:-perhaps he also saw the
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shadow Minister for Tourism, although
If one dispenses with the Westminster
perhaps I was not noticeable to him system, one has to accept as fact that
-he assumed this was a private the Minister for Tourism did not really
meeting. The Minister thought, "It know that he was speaking at a public
does not matter what I say to these meeting. The honourable gentleman did
people; this is in-club, this is in-house. not really know that and, as I stated
I can tell them here that we are going earlier, one should forget this sudden
to get a casino. Forget about what this and never hitherto revealed myopia of
troublesome judge might say."
the Minister for Tourism.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-The Minister
An Honourable Member-Is that a
does not need glasses.
direct quote?
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-I am a bit
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-No, it is not
a direct quote. However, it is fair to say short-sighted but I know that that will
that the Minister was indicating to this not dispense with the views I suggest
meeting, and it is evidenced by the Age or those suggested by the Minister for
and to anybody of any rational mind Planning.
who reads the comments, that what he
Honourable members should consider
was saying was, in effect, "Will nobody
what
the Minister for Tourism regards
rid me of this troublesome judge?"
as his proper role as a Minister of the
I must ask the Minister for Tourism Crown. I refer honourable members to
whether, in consequence of his abject the debate on the casino inquiry which
apology, he is also now going to walk took place in this House on 15 Septemon his knees to the Hawthorn inquiry ber last and, on page 91 of Hansard of
and beg absolution from the judge whom that date, the Minister for Tourism was
he has so insulted by his comments reported as commenting on why he
yesterday. I should think that that could not put his views publicly. The
would be a natural corollary to what honourable gentleman stated:
the Minister said today.
I am not in that position: I am not able
put a view either as an individual or as a
Some honourable members might say to
to them-selves, "The Minister has said Minister.
the wrong thing -and he has admit.ted the Honourable members cannot argue
wrong thing. He has now apologized for that the Minister for Tourism did not
saying the wrong thing. Why should know what his responsibilities were in
we not let it go? Why should we ca~ relation to this inquiry, when he had
on with any sort of motion against him? ' stated in his own words that he knew
beyond any doubt whatsoever that he
The Opposition is now referring to had a responsibility to keep quiet; not
Westminster responsibility, which is a . to pre-empt and not to present, as he
matter that I know the Minister holds did yesterday as a Minister of the
dear to his heart because he often told Crown, the views of the Government on
the Hous-e so when he was in Opposi- this inquiry that is being held.
tion. Indeed, when the Minister for
In effect the Minister stated, "Don't
Tourism and the Minister for Minerals
and Energy were in Opposition, they worry about the inquiry". The honourwere the strongest advocates of the able gentleman thought that was in-club
Westminster system of Ministerial re- and that he was speaking to a lot of
people who wanted to hear what he was
sponsibility.
saying. People involved in tourism want
Here we have an is-sue where the a casino not because a casino will bring
Premier, as Leader of the Government, the tourists, but because they hope it
has had to go public through the will finance a convention centre.
media and in the Hous·e today to deny
I have publicly stated in this House
his own Minister and indicate that the that I am not in favour of a casino but
Minister for Tourism has done the wrong if in his wisdom, after a complete inthing.
vestigation into the matter, Mr Connor
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comes down in favour of a casino, and
convincingly puts at rest any doubts I
may have, then I will stand by his report. Not so the Minister for Tourism
who, in his own words, has indicated
that, "We have a troublesome judge, a
difficult judge".
What I really thought when I heard
the Minister for Tourism state "We have
a difficult judge", was that the honourable gentleman was speaking about the
problem of whether the judge could
travel. That is what I thought the Minister meant, and, of course, that would
be a f.airly reasonable view to take because Mr Connor has had to press his
view to travel. In order for Mr Connor
to bring down a proper judgment on his
inquiry, he feels that he has to travel
overseas and to bring witnesses from
overseas. It is known that the Government has done a back flip on its original
decision. I stated that I would not
criticize the Government publicly if it
decided to over-rule its previous decision
and I do not intend to criticize the Government publicly, but when the Minister
for Tourism stated that he had a problem with the judge, that is what I
thought the honourable gentleman was
referring to.
Asked by the Age to elaborate on
whether the problem with the judge related to the· difficulty of Mr Oonnor
travelling overseas or calling international witnesses or both, the Minister
stated, "No, that is the least of my
worries".
Therefore, honourable members know
that the Minister for Tourism was not
speaking about Mr Con nor being a
troublesome judge ·as a result of the
problems over travelling, and therefore
there had to be other problems. Perhaps
I should remind honourable members
that Mr Connor was an eminent judge
of the State of Victoria for some ten
years and his appointment to head the
casino inquiry has proved that in no way
could it be regarded as a tame cat inquiry.
In every possible way I have total
confidence in Mr Connor-unlike the
Minister for Tourism. I have total confidence in the functioning of Mr Connor
The Hon. P. D. Block
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and the fact of the matter is that we are
getting to the heart of the problem when
one considers what has occurred up to
date. Mr Connor sought from the Government, as a matter of necessity as he
saw it, that in order to conduct the
inquiry properly, he should be allowed
to inquire into the possibility of having
poker machines added to the -terms of
referenc'e that he had received from the
Government for the conduct of the inquiry. Mr Connor put that proposal to
the Govern·ment for consideration, suggesting that that was absolutely necessary.
The Government said, UNo, you are
not going to look into poker machines",
although Mr Connor saw them as an
automatic adjunct to his inquiry. I think
the Government's attitude is now becoming clear, in light of the remarks of
the Minister for Tourism yesterday and
in light of the Government refusingat first, in any case-to give the inquiry
all the facilities it wanted both to ·travel
and to bring in overseas witnesses. I
shall give honourable members an example of the attitude of one Mr Henshall, who is appearing before the board
of inquiry representing seven different
churches. He put -to the inquiry, as reported at page 1888 of the transcript,
the following:
But there are among the membership of the
churches who instruct me a considerable number of people who see this Inquiry as an exercise in political cynicism, and who believe the
Government will do whatever it likes notwithstanding whatever recommendations you will
make and who further believe that the probabilities are that willy-nilly there will be a
casino or casinos in this State.

He went on to say, as recorded on the
following page:
The question which arises in our mind is
does the Government wish to be adequately
informed, or does it not. If it does wish to be
adequately informed ·then it should entrust to
you and those assisting you to advise it as to
what you need to do in order to give it adequate
information and to make proper recommendations.

The point I am making is that there is a
great deal of scepticism in the minds of
at least some people who believe the
Victorian Government is not fair dinkum
about this inquiry and that it does not
mean what it says. If ever we received
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evidence supporting that, we received it
yesterday from the Minister for Tourism. who said, "We are having trouble
with the judge, but don't worry, folks;
you are going to get your casino. I,
Landeryou, will see to it." That is, in
effect, what he said, and any fair-minded
person who listened to this debate
would have to agree with that interpretation of what he said. Why waste
further money on having overseas
travel? Why have a poker machine inquiry? I will tell the House. The Labor
Party stands condemned. There are allegations that the poker machine lobby
has paid it vast sums for its campaign,
and it wants a tame cat judge for that
inquiry. We know there is going to be
an inquiry into poker ·machines, because
the Minister for Tourism said that today
on the Derryn Hinch show.
Honourable members interjecting.

The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-I will carry
on with this contributwn, regardless of
the attempts of members of the Government to disrupt the debate. I am not
surprised that they want to disrupt it.
We know it has been said by Mr Vibert,
who runs poker machines in this country, that a major contribution has been
made to Labor Party funds in Victoria
for poker machines. Why do honourable
members think that was made? Look at
what the Minister for Tourism, Mr
Landeryou, said on the Derryn Hinch
show today:
Can I say that the Government will conduct
an inquiry into poker machines at a future
date.
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Minister imagine that, after his statements on both the Derryn Hinch show
and in the Age, anybody of integrity in
Victoria will conduct an inquiry into
poker machines for the Government?
Does he consider for 1 minute that the
Government will be able to get 'anybody
from the judiciary or the legal profession, except some minor entity or Labor
Party supporter, to conduct the inquiry?
The Minister has absolutely destroyed
the validity of conducting that sort of
inquiry by indicating his contempt for
Mr Connor, by indicating that there will
be an inquiry and that the Government
wants a tame cat inquirer.
The Hon. Joan Coxsedge-Is he volunteering?
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-That does
not do Mrs Coxsedge justice. The honourable member is much better at State
conferences of the. Labor Party, and the
Opposition supports her activi·ties. We
wish her great health and long life, and
to please keep up the good work.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade)-Order! I remind Mr Block
that he has moved a substantive motion,
which is a very serious one. I invite him
to proceed without responding ·to interjections.
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-Thank you,
Mr President. I might say that Mr
Landeryou in his private utterancesnot his public utterances, because it was
a private meeting yesterday-The Hon. A. J. Hunt-How many
were there?

That was unequivocal; clear; preciseThe Hon. P. D. BLOCK-There was
beyond any reasonable doubt. The Government will conduct an inquiry into the board of the Melbourne Tourism
poker machines at a future date. Did Authority, as well as 300 invited guests
honourable members on the back bench at this private meeting, plus the media,
of the Government party know that plus the shadow Minister. I have to keep
there w'as going to be an inquiry? Yet adding that because it might be forMr Connor, already conducting an in- gotten otherwise.
quiry, was denied the right to investiThere are two things that should be
gate poker machines, and the reason he known about this inquiry. I did not
was denied that right is that he is a know until yesterday that the Minister
troublesome judge; that he would cause for Tourism was in favour of casinos.
difficulties with the poker machine in- He has never indicated that to this
quiry. The Government does not want House publicly, or privately to me, or,
any difficulties; it wants to get the right so far as I know, to any members of
answers from that inquiry. Does the the Opposition. Quite rightly he is in
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favour of a convention centre for Melbourne. So am I, and so is anybody
interested in tourism in this State. The
Minister made a statement to the House
that ·he thought the casino inquiry was
not going too well for those in favour
of casinos, and I quote what he said
as reported on page 94 of Hansard of
15 Seiltember:
Indeed, for the proponents of a casino, as I
assess public reportage of the casino inquiry,
things do not augur too well.

The Minister thinks that the casino inquiry is not going too successfully for
the people who want a casino, yet yesterday at this public priva·te meeting
he saui, "We 'are' having a bit of trouble
with the judge, but we will have a
casino. Don't worry." The Minister
thinks that Mr Connor is not going to
come down in favour of a casino. I do
not have ·that view. I have a totally
open-minded view on his findings. I
have not pre-empted his findings, publicly or privately.
This is a motion of no confidence in
the Minister. The Opposition is calling
upon him to honour his contract asa
Government Minister, and to resign his
office for a whole variety of reasons,
not the least of which is that he no
longer has the confidence of his Premier. He has been denied publicly at least
twice, and I would think t·hrice, but I
have not heard the full programme.
The Premier, Mr Cain, in answer to a
question in the House, said that the
Minister for Tourism should not have
said what he did. It is known that the
casino issue divides the Labor Party.
It is an issue that divides the Liberal
Party too. At page 95 of Hansard, the
Minister for Tourism is reported as
having said:
Sooner or later, Parliament must demonstrate maturity on this vexed question which
divides the Labor Party . . .

He said, on the one hand, that it divides
the Labor Party but, as a private citizen
ata very private meeting yesterday, he
said that it does not matter what the
inquiry comes down with, although he
has indicated elsewhere that it is not
going to come down in favour of a
casino. He said to all people connected
The Hon. P. D. Block
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with tourism, "Don't worry, I, Bill Landeryou, the man who really controls
things. the man behind the scenes, the
puller of the strings of the puppets of
government, will see that Victoria gets
a casino."
What an immense pre-emption of a
most expensive inquiry run by an honourable man trying to do a decent job
on behalf of Victoria! The inquiry is
costing vast sums of public money
which the Opposition agrees is worth
while in this instance because as Mr
Leo Hart, QC, said before the inquiry,
"Once we have a casino we will have
it for ever. So we should be very careful
what we do."
One of the most senior members of
the Labor Party Government says,
"Forget about it. We will have a casino.
Forget about the inquiry and forget
about the waste of money." That highlights what I would term the preemption side of the actions of the Minister for Tourism. The Minister has not
been circumspect. Credit must be given
where it is due! The Minister could not
have made his comments more publicly
or more openly! His comments were
made in front of the press, in spite of
the fact that he did not know they were
there. I give the Minister credit because
he was seen to be doing what he did,
which was to undermine an inquiry
established by his own Government!
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-Get on with
it.
The HoD. P. D. 8LOCK-I would like
many of the interjections of Mr Kennan
to appear in Hansard because they reveal much about him! I would also be
pleased if the interjections that Mr
Amold seeks to make could be included
for the same reason. Many people will
make judgments about the matter;
many people in the Labor Party will
make a judgment, some of whom I consider to be decent and honourable
people. For those who might have
argued that the Minister did not know
his responsibility as a Minister. I have
already quoted what he said, as reported in Hansard. The Minister has not
changed his mind since his comments in
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Hansard on 15 September and his comments today. On radio tod·ay, the
Minister stated:

amendment: Provided that the President or the
Chairman may, whenever he thinks fit, order
the withdrawal of strangers from any part of
the House.

But, Derryn, you'd appreciate that as an
individual I'm entitled to an individual's view,
but as the Government Leader and as .a Government Minister I have to reflect the views of
the Government.

I put the question "That strangers be
ordered to withdraw."
The question was negatiVed.
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province) -It is a matter of deep regret
that the Government was not prepared
to call a division on the issue! The
media generally should note that the
Minister says one thing privately and
another thing publicly. Henceforth, anything the Minister says should be
examined in that light. The article in
the Age of 5 October quoting the Minister continued:

That is what he said today. How is ,that
for a man who has publicly said that a
judge is a worry -and a difficult judge
and that a casino should go ahead any..
way? On the Derryn Hinch show. the
Minister said that he reflected the VIews
of the Government. The Premier said
that the Minister should not have made
those comments and that he disagreed
with them. When Michael Schildberger
pointed out that the Minister for
Tourism is a senior Minister, the
Premier said that he was a senior Minister as well and that it should not
happen.
That is the reason why the Minister
should resign; he has lost the confidence of his own Government. One
must consider the private face and the
public face of the Minister for Tourism.
It is a con that a Minister can say
one thing in private and mean one thing
and say another thing in public to the
people "out there" . The Minister
probably considers the people "out
there" to be the great unwashed or the
people who do not matter! The cynicism
of the Minister for Tourism is beyond
belief. In the Age this morning the Minister is reported as having said that
what he said at annual general meetings
has nothing to do with what he says
to the press. Note that, press!
Honourable members interjecting.

The Hon. P. D. BLOCK-I meant the
press generally.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-That is not
acceptable; he pointed to the press in
the gallery.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grbnwade)-Order! Standing Order No.
49 states:
If at any sitting of the House, or in Committee any Member shall take notice that
strangers are present, the President or the
Chairman (as the case may be) shall forthwith
put the question IIThat strangers be ordered to
withdraw" without permitting any debate or

"What I am saying at annual general m~et
ings has nothing to do with what I am saymg
to the Press. The Government has set up an
inquiry and that's what I want to be quoted
on otherwise it will· start a storm of unprecedented proportions.

I will grant the Minister that he had
prescience-a
deep
insight.
The
Minister tried to silence the press. However, the press-that generalized .g~oup
-were not to be silenced. The MInIster
stands condemned as a two-faced person and I hope that consideration will
be noted in all further utterances. One
must be careful; one must consider
whether the Minister is talking privately
or publicly. It. does not matter w~~ther
the evidence IS there and the MInIster
is speaking to a crowd of thousands!
The Minister seems to have his own
"ticky box" which decides whether a
gathering is public or private. He mak~s
that decision irrespective of the eVIdence of the press with cameras, the
numbers of people and the presence C!f
the shadow Minister. This is the publIc
and private view of the Minister, a
Minister who publicly yesterday-or
privately as he would. call it~al1ed
into question the standIng of a Judge
and said that he was difficult because
he would not do what the Minister
wanted him to do. That was what the
Minister said in private. However, on
page 96 of l;lansard of 15 Septemb~~,
the Minister IS reported as haVIng saId.
I remind the House that the Government. is
conscious of the high standard of Mr XaVler
Connor and will give him all the resources he
requires.
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That is the public view of the Minister.
This is what one will always have to do
in the future; one will have to examine
both his public and his private views.
His private view was, 4C'Who' will rid me
of this troublesome judge?" His public
view is that he will accept the outcome
of the inquiry.· Why does the Minister
say that he should not accept the inquiry because it is not worth a damn?
That is his private view on the issue;
what is his public view? Perhaps the
Minister would care to tell the House,
although that would be public, would it
not? Honourable members know that
the difficulties concerning the inquiry
do not concern travel, because the Minister has said so. Is the judge being
difficult because he is not going to decide what the Minister wants him to
decide? Is that the reason he is difficult?
I say to the Minister: Please tell us,
because we are waiting to hear what
you have to say.
I bring to the notice of honourable
members another reason why the Minister for Tourism should resign forthwith; that is because he has attempted
publicly to bring further pressure onto
the inquiry. I will quote from his comments made on the Derryn Hinch programme, which are recorded on pages
3 and 6 of the transcript. On page 3,
the Minister said:
There's only one way that Melbourne is
going to get a convention centre, if it's to be
financed other than by taxpayers' money, and
that's by the private sector, and that's if it
has a casino licence.

The Minister again today is publicly
stating that he wants a casino licence
and is prepared to pre-empt the inquiry
by stating so in public. At page 6' of
the transcript of the Hinch show he
said:
And I believe ,that the State Government
hasn't got the funds to do it, that it ought
to be done by the private sector, and that that
follows from that that there ought to be further
considerations of the general question of a
casino licence.

This is a man who was so considerate
of his position as a, Minister that on
15 September in this House ,he said,
ICI cannot give evidence before the Inquiry because I am a Minister of the
The Hon. P. D. Block
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Crown", yet he goes on the Derryn
Hinch programme and he calls for a
casino when addressing the Melbourne
Tourism Authority yesterday in quite.
open disregard to the findings of the
inquiry. I have never seen a greater
case of Ministerial dereliction of duty
or a more appropriate reason why a
Minister 'of the Crown should resign
forthwith. He should honour his office
and his obligations under the Westminster system and resign!
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Minister for Tourism)-When I first saw
the motion I agreed with you, Mr President, that it was a serious matter and
a matter of great importance and for
that reason I persuaded my colleagues
that the matter should proceed forthwith. Having listened to Mr Block,. I
want to correct some of the facts he
put forward or perhaps to introduce
some facts for the record.
I issued a press statement this morning after I had read the Melbourne
Age. I point out that I made the remark
in the context of what I understood to
be the annual general meeting of the
Melbourne Tourism Authority during a
fairly spirited address~as is my wont,
because of my enthusiasm for the industry--on the importance of tourism
and, in particular, the need for Melbourne to win the race to have a
world-standard convention centre. It
was against that backdrop that, unfortunately, I made the remark.
Whether the report contains the precise words, I am not sure, but the
import was to that effect.
That is a matter of personal regret.
I have publicly demonstrated that
regret. I indicated to the public and I
now indicate to the Parliament that it
was an error of judgment on my part.
I was very concerned about the report
in this morning's Age which is headed,
"Difficulties with judge on casino". I
stress that only one journalist chose to
write a report of my comment.
The Hon. P. D. Block-Are you criticizing her?
The Hoo. W. A. LANDERYOUNo, in the context as she saw it, I
think it was an accurate report. I
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regret that, in the context of the
address I was making, I did not have
the good sense to appreciate that my
comments would be misinterpreted and
misconstrued in this fashion. I did not
make the comment in the context in
which Mt Block has chosen to fit it
and distort it today. To the extent
that the remark that was made at the
annual general meeting of the Melbourne Tourism Authority during an
address on the desirability of a convention centre to attract tourism to
Victoria might be taken as pre-empting
the findings of the casino inquiry or
reflecting in any way on the board,
I withdraw the remark without
qualifica tion.
It is clear that the Government has
appointed a very competent board of
inquiry to examine this complex issue
and the Government and I will await
the report of the board of inquiry
before making any decision on the
issue.
The Hon. P. D. Block-That is your
public view, but what is your private
view?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUIt is not possible in the context of
speaking on an issue of Ministerial
responsibility to talk publicly on private views. I acknowledge that, as I
acknowledge my error of judgment
last evening. I reiterate that, to the
extent that any of the words I used
could possibly be construed by anyone
to mean that I am prejudging the issue,
I withdraw them completely. I reiterate that, to the extent that anybody
may take those words out of context
or misjudge them or misconstrue them
as pre-empting the inquiry or reflecting
on the board, I withdraw them unreservedly.
As I indicated earlier, it is difficult to
hold an individual view in terms of
submissions to the inquiry. I acknowledge and respect completely the view
of my Premier, which is a view I share,
that it is not possible for me to put
forward a point of view, as a Minister,
other than the view of the Government.
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I now turn to several matters of
fact. I do not recall in recent days
or months being interviewed by
Michael Schildberger.
The HoD. P. D. Block-It was Mr
Cain who was interviewed.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUI thought Mr Block was referring to
myself. I know he sometimes forgets
what he says, but when he started his
remarks he said that I was interviewed
by Derryn Hinch and also by Michael
Schildberger.
The Hon. P. D. Block-If I did so, I
apologize, I meant the Premier.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOUIt is gracious of Mr Block to apologize
and I accept that apology. I find myself
in the difficult position of having to
acknowledge that I may have added
to the complexity and controversy
surrounding an issue that is already
complex and controversial. It is with
a great sense of regret that I make
that admission.
As the Leader of the Government in
this House and as the Minister for
Tourism, I will watch with great concern and interest the outcome of the
independent inquiry. The chairman of
the board of inquiry is an eminent
Australian of considerable quality and
substance. The remarks of the chairman of the board of inquiry, when he
had been told I had withdrawn my
remarks, are reported at page 3 of
today's Herald. The article states:
The one-man casino board of inquiry, Mr
Xavier Connor, QC, said he acCepted Mr Landeryou's withdrawal.
Mr Connor said he wanted to assure the
people of Victoria that the comments "are not
going to make the slightest difference to me."
"When you have been a judge for 10 years
you understand about judicial independence,"
Mr Connor said.
"Just because I've retired I have not forgotten about it."

It has been suggested that I have been

admonished by the Premier in some
way. I must confess that the Premier
was considerably embarrassed by my
indiscreet comments last night and I
apologized to him for that. I respect the
Premier for the way in which he has
reacted to that apology.
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I conclude by saying that I have
endeavoured to acknowledge that, with
the advantage of hindsight, I should
not have made a comment that might
have been open to misconstruction,
even in a casual aside, three-quarters
of the way through a speech about the
importance of tourism. With the advantage of hindsight, I might not even
have gone to the meeting of the Melbourne Tourism Authority. I certainly
regret that the comment has been misconstrued in the way in which it has.
I regret that very much on behalf
of the Government and, of course, on
my own behalf.
All I can do by way of reparation
is to indicate again that I have withdrawn my remark unreservedly and
without any qualification and I again
express my great regret at having
made the remark and at the misconstruction that was placed on those
words.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East
Yarra Province) -This is an extremely
serious motion, as the Minister for
Tourism has pointed out, and, to his
credit, he treated it seriously even U
other members of his party did not do
so during Mr Block's development of
the m'otic-n.
The Minister has apologized for what
occurred yesterday and he has repeated
that apology to the House. He is to be
commended for that. I regret that he
has not addressed the two fundamental
points that arise from: this episode. In
not doin~ so, he has again revealed
that he does not understand what he
did and how that reflects upon his
ability to perform his role as a responsible Minister.
The Minister has 'Often lectured this
H'Ouse on the subject of Ministerial
responsibility. He has not remembered
the 'lessons that he endeavoured to
give to the House when he was a
member of the Opposition. One of the
fundamental issues is not whert:her his
statement 'about a troublesome judge
may give offence to someone-it may
give offence to someone but that is not
important-but that a Minister is showing by his statement that he has a
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closed mind on what the casino inquiry is doing, and that the inquiry
is not set up to establish the case for
or against casinos but to give the
appearance that the Government is conducting an inquiry into a m'atter when,
in fact, the Minister who is respons'ible
for convention centres and casinos has
al'ready made up his mind.
A second and 'more important issue
arising from this is that the Minister
has drawn a completely untenable distinction between his private and his
public utterances. He has not explained
at all to the H'Ouse how it is tha't he
can express one point of view privately
and complain when that point of view
is made public because, when he addresses anyone as a Minister, he must
speak as a Minister and whatever he
says must be something he can maintain as a Minister.
His statement that what he said was
not for the record or not on the record
has nothing to do with the accuracy
of what he said, and I presume that
what he said is what he me!ant and
what he in'tended. His 'apology for saying it does not explain his statement
that it was a private statement and
should not have been quoted.
In an article in the Age this morning,
the Minister is reported as having said:
What I am saying at annual general meetings
has nothing to do with what I am saying to
the press.

In other words, he intends putting on
one face to people in private and a
different face to people in public. That
means that when he speaks in public,
what he says cannot be accepted as a
statement of what he as a Minister
believes. That is where he ba's shown
himself unworthy of continuing to be a
Minister because he does not respect
Ministerial responsibili ty.
The Minister for Tourism repeated
that statement when speaking 10 Derryn Hinch this morning. He said:
But I was speaking as an individual and in
that context I resent very much the suggestion
that I would be putting anything else other
than my personal views.

Minister for Tourism

If he is invited as a Minister to address

the annual meeting O'f the Melbourne
Tourism Authority or any meeting 'anywhere, he cannot possibly put forward
a view and say that that is nO't the
view he holds as a Minister.
As a Minister, Mr Landeryou puts
forward the views O'f the Government.
How can the public determ·ine what
this Government stands for if statements made by Ministers :are not
accountable to' that GGvernm ent, particularly when they are made by Ministers in their area of responsibility,
as this statement was? Mr Landeryou,
as the Minister for Economic Developmpnt. attends many meetings with
boards, companies, directors and people
engaged in commerce and industry in
this State. Is one t'O assume that whenever he speaks to thGse people he is
not expressing his view as a Minister
but expressing a personal view?
What the Minister has said today in
acknowledging that he should nGt have
made the statements he did last night
has not overcome nor revealed the
understanding or lack of understanding of Ministerial responsibUity. Any
Minister O'f the Government must be
prepared to stand accountable for what
he says when he spea~s as a Minister.
The Minister has attempted to evade
that responsibility by stating that he
was speaking in a private capacity
when it is obvious he was speaking as
a Minister both last night and this
morning.
As a Minister he must accept responsibility. What is his response to
that? It is simply t'O say, "I am sorry,
I should not have done that." That
response is not good enough. If he has
committed such an abuse O'f his position as a Minister to impugn a judge
and then has said, "You should nO't
have reported that because I said it
as an individual, n'Ot as a' Minister", he
has shown that he has nc understanding of Minister,ial 'responsibility, and
should take the step that is suggested
in this mction and offer his resignation. He has failed to' do that and therefore he has nO't, in fact, accepted the
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responsibili ty that he claims to accept
as a Minister. This motiGn is to be
supported.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) - I must admit that I
appreciate the more m'easured tone of
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
rather than the ou:nrageous tGne of thE'
person who moved this motion. 1 agree
that this is a seri'ous issue and I do not
appreciate the tone of levity put on it.
The mction of Mr Block calls on the
House to deplO're the lack of Ministerial
responsibility shown by the Minister
for Tourism and then 'asks the Min;ister
to resign. One might have imagined
that Mr Block was bringing the sub.
ject before the House on 'the basis
that he would like te entertain us.
That was the tone and substance of
Mr Block's comments. I deplore the fact
that he was patronizing, moralistic and
even histrionic in speaking to what I
regard as a serious issue.
The Leader of the Government has
made a full and generous apology O'n
both counts, as outlined by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. Members of
Parliament have become unused to such
generous and full apologies because in
all the years members of the Labor
Party were in Opposition we 'were never
given that sort of honesty and such a
forthright statement. Never when there
was an attack on a Minister of the
Government was there anything but
a closed shop response from the former
administration. It was a case of close
the ranks and do not admit anything.
Here is a case in which the Leader of
the Government has admitted immediately that he should not have said what
he did at a meeting last night. That
is unqualified.
The Deputy Leader of the .opposition
tried to make a case by saying that
there was only one kind of apology and
withdrawal and a second issue was not
feasible. He believes the first and only
apology made was that the remarks
might have given offence and he believes the Minister's apology covered
that. On the issue dealing with Ministerial responsibility on public and private statements he believes the Minister has n6t withdrawn or apologized
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and I entirely refute that inference. The
Leader of the Government has made it
clear that, as a Minister of the Crown,
he may not enjoy the prospect of
making private statements publicly. Mr
Storey is wrong to suggest that the
Minister's apology was not full, generous and proper and a full, generous
and proper withdrawal. It was not
qualified in any way; it was a proper
courageous withdrawal.
I refer to some of the comments of
the lead speaker in this serious urgency
debate. Mr Block is given to somewhat exaggerated statements and tries
to achieve 'an effect by being somewhat
flowery. He uses a certain histrionic
capacity that he must have picked up
during his years as an actor to make
his point. That is unnecessary and does
him no credit. In these issues it is absolutely essential to speak directly, factually and with honesty and integrity.
That is the nature of the subject with
which the House is dealing. It is dealing with the comments of an individual,
a man of real substance and stature
in the community and the Leader of the
Government in this House. There should
not be any exaggerated or flowery
expression on this important issue. In
speaking to the Minister for Tourism,
Mr Block said:
You have· destroyed any confidence the
communj·ty might have in a poker machine
inquiry.

That statement pre-empts what may
happen. The Minister has not destroyed
public. confidence in any way in any
forthcoming poker machine inquiry. In
emotional terms, Mr Block said:
You want a tame-cat inquiry.

That kind of terminology, in trying to
substantiate ·some fairly shaky and
weak points he was making, is hardly
necessary when dealing with a serious
issue. Mr Block said:
The cynicism of the Minister is beyond
belief.

On this issue the Minister today and
in the House has been direct, honest
and courageous. There is no cynicism
whatsoever. I can hardly say that for
the person who led the debate. Mr Block
said:
The Minister's apology isn't worth· a damn.
The Hon. E. H. Walker

Minister for Tourism
Do I understand that Mr Block, who
brought this motion before the House,
is indicating that a proper, full and generous apology by the Leader of the
House is not worth a damn?
The Hon. P. D. Bloek-That is his
public apology. We know he has two
faces-in public and at present.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-Do I
understand that Mr Block is saying that
nothing that the Minister says will
carry any weight?
The Hon. P. D. Block-We are getting
very close to that.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-Is he
saying that the Minister's statements
publicly are not to be taken seriously?
The Hon. P. D. Bloek-Yes-I think
I am.

The Hon. E. H. WALKER-That 'is
a serious statement. If that is what
Mr Block is suggesting, I ask Mr Block
this question: In what other fashion
should Mr Landeryou have responded
than the way in which he did? He was
willing to say directly and clearly that
he had made a mistake. He made it
qui te clear. The Minister for Tourism
has been quite clear about the fact that
a Minister may not have the luxury to
make publicly what is thought to be a
private statement. He has said that and
made an apology for the fact that he
moved towards a private statement in
a public forum. Mr Block should accept
such an apology. There is no doubt that
the rhetoric given today has been given
really for effect. I do not say that in
regard to the comments of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, which I took
far more seriously.
Mr Storey is a man who is respected
and who has listened carefully to the
debate and read carefully transcripts
of what has been said to date on radio.
However, I believe Mr Storey made one
error when he suggested that the Minister's apology is qualified. That is an
important essence of Mr Storey's comments and I take those comments most
seriously. In my view, the Minister for
Tourism did not miss the point and I
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would be happy to examine transcripts
of what has been said here and elsewhere.
The Minister made a full and proper
apology for the statements he made.
He addressed the whole issue of private
statements, public statements and Ministerial responsibility. I take the points
Mr Storey made, but I refute that section of the issues he put forward.
The Minister for Tourism is noted
for being enthusiastic and optimistic.
Indeed, he is noted for working extraordinarily hard in two portfolios. He is
an enthusiastic and optimistic Minister.
He is a highly effective and very practical man. He is also very direct. That
was one of the great qualities lacking
in previous Ministers of Victoria. The
Minister is quite willing to push his own
capacities to the fullest extent. He
works harder than any Minister who
preceded him.
Honourable members interjecting.

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grimwade)-Order! It is difficult to
fully follow the Minister for Conservation amid interjections. I invite honourable members to hear him in silence.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-I regret
that members of the Opposition want
to destroy this debate because they see
it as a point-scoring debate of a kind
that I deplore. The reality is that
Mr Block has established a pattern
of debate which does him no credit.
He has tried by levity and sarcasm to
deride the Minister for Tourism. One
might almost indicate that Mr Block's
approach to the issue is close to contempt of the House. We are dealing
with a Minister for Economic Development, a Minister for Tourism who is
enthusiastic and optimistic, a highly
practical man who has accomplished
more in six months in Government
than any of his predecessors.
In addition, to use the Minister's own
words, the fact is it is a thorough embarrassment to the Opposition that industrial peace has broken out. The
reality is that this Minister, in addition to being Minister for Economic
Development and Minister for Tourism,
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is head of the Government's Industrial
Relations Task Force that has been so
effective that industrial peace has
broken out in this State because of the
efforts of this man.
I, personally, take great exception
to the reflection Mr Block makes on the
character and capacity of the Minister
for Tourism. It is his business to move
a motion of this kind if he believes it
is necessary. It is his business to speak
to it. It is the right of the Opposition
to back such a motion. But it is not
the right of Mr Block to deride the
character of a man who has done such
a magnificent job over six months. I
reject that style entirely.
The Government side of the House
rejects the motion because it calls upon
one of the best Ministers in the Government to resign. That would be a
tragedy. It is not necessary, in any
sense, to request such a resignation.
Here we have a Minister who has made
a full, proper and generous apology for
a mistake which was an easy mistake
to make. As _soon as itw'as an issue
he apologized immediately and properly. In that sense, I believe he has
paid any price that could have been
asked. An apology is a most unusual
thing for a Minister to make in this
House. When Government supporters
were in Opposition they did not hear
such apologies. The Minister for Tourism outlined where he saw a mistake.
He has made a public apology. For
that reason, the Government rejects the
motion.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western
Province) -I have listened with a great
deal of interest to what has been said
by both sides. I think in a situation
such as this, and as serious as it is,
that that is the way in which honourable members should have dealt with
this argument. I have listened to the
cases put forward by the Opposition,
the explanation by the Minister for
Tourism and the comments of the Minister for Conservation.
The fact is that the Minister for
Tourism has made a very serious error
of judgment. I do not think that is a
point that is in doubt. The honourable
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gentleman has made an error of judgment as a Minister of the Crown on a
number of counts. I want to look at
each one of those counts, some of which
have been canvassed during this debate.
Firstly, the Minister for Tourism has
made the very serious error of speaking
off the record at 'what was really a
public function. It is always a dangerous principle for an honourable member, particularly a Minister, to speak
off the record when there is something
like-I was not at the meeting but
Mr Block tells u£-The Hon. P. D. Block-There were
300 invited guests. I was told about 300
turned up.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-To speak off
the record in front of 300 people is
a dangerous practice to follow.
The Hon. P. D. BloCk-There were
sixteen members of the ,press present.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I include
them in the number of people who were
there. Obviously the Minister for Tourism made a very serious error of judgment and, as a Minister, he should have
been aware of that error.
A further issue is that the honourable gentleman expressed a personal
point of view whilst being a Minister
of the Crown-again a cardinal sin so
far as Ministerial responsibility is concerned. I have always believed that in
this House and in our political system
a Minister does not have the right to
express a personal point of view, that
he has to be aware of h!s role as a
Minister and to be a ware of his
responsibilities to Cabinet. Honourable
members have discussed this issue
many times in the past. Therefore, a
Cabinet Minister may have his own
views but he certainly should not be
expressing those views outSide the
forum of Cabinet where there' is a very
wide and representative public forum
present. That is the second count.
As I said, the Minister has expressed
a view when he should -have put forward the views of Cabinet. He has also,
by his views, pre-empted an inquiry

Minister
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which was established by his own Government to report to Cabinet to help it
make a decision on an issue which
basically affected his own Ministry.
That is also a very serious error of judgment.
The other major error of judgment
is that he made an inference concerning the former judge who is undertaking the inquiry-Mr Connor. In his
comments which I understand have
been correctly reported on the front
page of the Age today, he stated:
We are, of course, despite the fact we are
having some difficulties w.ith a particular judge
at the moment, we are the number one convention centre and hopefully with a new casino
licence, we will be the largest in the southern
hemisphere.

In that statement he makes an inference
concerning Mr Connor and the responsibility that he has with his own Government-that, is, to report to the Government and to Cabinet in relation to
the establishment of a casino in
Victoria.
On those five counts I listed, the Minister for Tourism has shown some
serious errors of judgment which he
has attempted to answer in the House
today. I believe the Minister personally regrets very much the statements
he made-anyone would-but the fact
is that they have been made and they
have been reported. I accept that the
honourable gentleman has fully apologized for that error in the House today,
but he has seriously contravened what
are his Ministerial duties.
During the debate in this House on
15 September 1982, when replying to
a motion moved by Mr Block to debate
whether the casino inquiry should take
evidence overseas or have witnesses
appear before the inquiry from overseas, the Minister is recorded at page
91 of Hansard, when relating to Mr
Block's ability to put a view to the
inquiry, as stating:
I am not in that position: I am not able to
put a view either as an individual or as a
Minister.

The Minister for Tourism then proceeded to put a view to a forum of
some 300 people yesterday in which he
stated that he as Minister felt that
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Victoria should have a casino. Basically
his remarks led those that read the
report to believe that regardless of
wha t the findings of the inquiry were,
he and the Government would support
the establishment of a casino in Victoria.
The Premier has, of course, also
attempted to put the point of view of
the Government today. I understand he
said that the Minister for Tourism had
no right to make the statement. But
the statement having been made really
leaves the inquiry and the people of
Victoria in a serious dilemma so far
as the Minister is concerned. One
could believe that the inquiry was
a complete farce or an academic exercise and that, regardless of what it
reported to the Governm:ent and what
its findings were, the Government had
an attitude of its own and it would do
what 'it liked anyway. I suppose that
is n'Ot an unusual action for Governments to take today with reports. Govp-mments do not always do what reP01"ts 'indicate they should do, but 'at
least the Government should give the
inquiries and boards it has established
the right to report to it and should
consider those reports before preempting an inquiry of this nature.
The Minister for Tourism, having
committed a serious error of jud~ment,
deserves to be censured by this House
for the action outlined in the motion,
which provides a legitimate action for
this House to take. The next major
question is whether the M'inister should
resign as a result of the statements he
has made. This is one O'f the most serious motions I have heard debated in
the time that I have been in this House.
It is a ser.ious issue for this House
to call on the resignation of a Minister
of his seniority in the Government.
Honourable members and Ministers
should also be prepared to stand up
for the principle involved. The National
Party considers that in pre-empting the
decision of the inquiry the Minister for
Tourism should no longer remain 'as
Minister for Tourism and in Cabinet,
particularly while the inquiry is still
being conducted and the Government is
establishing its attitude to the development of a casino in Victoria.
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Therefore, it appears that the most
appropriate course is for the Minister
to step down from his position as Minister and 'a member of Cabinet while
the issue is being decided by the inqui·ry and then by the Government. The
motion calls on the Minister to resign.
It does not ne'cessarily require him to
resign. From my understanding of procedures, that is a matter on which the
Government will have to establish its
altitude. It is a matter that the Minister for Tour.ism and the Premier, Mr
Cain, will have to establish. Parliament is expressing a point of view
and if the motion is carried the Minister for Tourism, in carrying out his
responsibilities, should resign. The
National Party considers that he should
resign, at least until the casino inquiry
has 'been completed and a decision
made. As long as he remains as Minister for Tourism it is in his bask portf'Olio that this matter will be decided
and, in expressing his own personal
view, he has pre-empted the inquiry's
findings and a decision by his own
Cabinet.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash
Province) -The gravity O'f this matter,
not just the motion, was well indicated
by the Deputy Leader of the Government in this House-one of the highest
ranked Ministers in the Ministry reproved by the Premier for his indiscretions, one who has obviously had
cause to reflect upon the proper behaviour of Ministers and Min·isters as
members of Cabinet. The Minister for
Conservation could say only that the
Minister for Tourism had made a full
and generous apology. He repeated that
statement several times for want of
anything else to say. One wonders
whether the Minister for Conservation,
in searching desperately for something
to say, considered when he used the
word "generous" that the Minister for
Tourism had gone too far yet again.
One can only wonder what the Minister
for Oonservation meant.
For want of anything else to say, he
said that Ministers in the former Government had not made appropriate
apologies when the occasion might have
demanded it. Of course, he was wrong
on that matter. If he casts his mind
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back he will remember that. In attempt- If the Minister for Tourism has not
ing to make out what I suppose is learned the role of a Minister after six
mean t to be a defence, he even man- years in this place and after six months
aged to invite the obvious answer when as a M:inis'ter-and it is clear that he
he said, "What else could Mr Lander- had not learned the lesson this mornyou offer?" The answer is obvious- ing-have we any reason to believe
his resignation! That is what honour- that he has learned it now? Have we
able members want. The Minister for any reason to believe that when he
Conservation said that the Minister for . next attends an annual general meetTourism is enthusiastic and hard work- ing-perhaps a well-lubricated annual
ing and invites the obvious question general meeting, he will not forget it
about other M·inisters. The Opposition all over again?
has its own candidates, of course. Who,
One wonders whether the Minister
he seems to ask, are not enthusiastic
for
Tourism on some future occasion
and hard working? The Minister for
Tourism must obviously be something will forget the lessons he has learned,
of an exception in the Government in at least for the duration of this afternoon. If that be so, I could have no
being enthusiastic and hard working.
confidence in the Minister, and I know
Finally, to cap his splendid defence, that honourable members on this side
the Minister for Conservation made of the House agree with me. Unfortuobjections to Mr Block's style. That is nately, the Minister also holds the
rather pathetic, but it is far more portfolio of the Ministry for Economic
pathetic that the Minister for Tourism, Development and grave implications
who has been in this place since 1976, are involved in his failure to recognize
and who has. when in Opposition the consequences of indiscretions at
concentrated his attention on the so-called private meetings, which can
aHeged deficiencies of Ministers, but have the greatest economic consehas not learned the elements of a quences. We have already seen that
Minister's duties. It must be a worry people who deal with him will be wise
to his colleagues in the Labor Party to ask him whether he is speaking as
that he has patently not learned what an individual or a Minister. They will
is required for Cabinet solidarity. That wonder also whether they should not
is worrying to all honourable members, be pr-ivy to every private conversation
but must be more so to the Govern- the Minister has because be is apparment. Even after a night, presumably ently willing and considers it his duty,
in which to reflect on his indiscretions, to talk privately and confidentially to
he said this morn·ing that what he said private groups about matters that could
at the annual general meeting had have serious economic implications.
nothing to do with what he was saying
Perhaps we will hear the Minister for
to the press. One would hope tha:t the
Minister, as the Minister for Economic Tourism saying to somebody, "Oh,
Development, would realize that the these environmental issues are difficult,
annual general meeting of a commercial of course, and Mr Walker, my colconcern is a prime platform used by league, is a genuine environmentalist,
people who have something to s'ay to you know, but we will get round him",
the press, as almost anyone concerned or perhaps we will hear that the
with commerce would know. That is a Minister for Tourism has indicated a
further refledtion on a m'an who has strong private view, which, because
not even now understood in any way of his talent as a numbers man will
the implications of what he has done. in all likelihood carry the day, that
I shall also refer to the statement he such and such an industry should be
made on the Derryn Hinch programme. subsidized.
He said:
Even in what, contrary to the MinBut I was speaking as an individual and in
that context I resent very much the. suggestion ister's views, was a very public meetthat I would be putting anything else other ing, there were surely people who were
than my personal view, and tha·t's exactly what
likely to alter their behaviour in the
I was domg.
The Hon. J. V. C. Guest
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On coming to office, many Ministers
of the present Government discovered
the dereliction of duty that took place
in the past. If we are to talk about
Ministerial responsibility and Ministerial obligations, we should consider
the important aspects of Ministerial
responsibility. Ministerial responsibility
extends a great deal deeper than what
a Minister might say during a public
speech. The Minister must exercise
control over the department for which
he is responsible and must impose his
will on that department to ensure that
the policy of the Government is carried
out. He must ensure that the department is run efficiently and that the
p.m. until 8.4 p.m.
taxpayers' money is not wasted. Those
The Hon. R. A. MACKENZIE (Min- are matters of far greater magnitude
what a Minister might say during
ister of Forests) -On behalf of the athan
speech at a function. They are the
Government and the Leader of the real issues of Ministerial responsibility.
Government in this House, I total~ reOn coming to office, members of the
ject the motion moved by Mr Block. Ihave witnessed quite a few of Mr present Government found that in a
Block's over-dramatized performances great many cases that sort of Minon earlier occasions, but I think that, isterial responsibility had not been
theatrically the performance we wit- exercised in the past, as it should have
by the former Government. Many
nessed this evening was one of his best. been
of the departments were run down and
Of course, one can only say "theat- an enormous amount of work has been
rically", because his speech contained involved in trying to obtain a degree
no real substance.
of efficiency· so that the taxpayers'
money
is not wasted, so that the people
It seems to me that Mr Block and
of
Victoria
get the type of Governother members of the Opposition have ment they deserve,
a Government that
short memories. They should cast their spends their money wisely and well,
minds back over the past three years. and to ensure that there is no lack of
They might then recall the Opposition leadership in Government departments.
of that time taking Ministers of the That is what Ministerial responsibility
former Government to task on a range is all about.
of motions that clearly showed that
Mr Block jumped to his feet in his
those Ministers were not able to carry outraged
fashion and gave one of the
out their roles as Ministers of the better theatrical performances we have
Crown. At the time, they knew they seen from him for some time in an
had the numbers to reject any urgency endeavour to make an issue out of a
motion moved by the Opposition of the matter that is, when one boils it down,
day.
virtually nothing.
I well recall, as a new member of
When Ministers of the former GovParliament, witnessing some of those ernment were taken to task in urgency
pathetic performances, yet those same debates, I do not recall one of them
men today find a slip made by a Min- apologizing or admitting that he had
ister to be a great issue. They are made a mistake, but members of the
prepared to take him to task over a former Government are now trying to
matter that, when one boils it down, force the Minister for Tourism to
is really nothing.
resign.

market-place and their investment decisions as a result of last night's
indiscretions.
These are matters that a Minister
for Economic Development, above all,
ought to understand. As we have seen,
the Minister for Tourism has failed to
learn even the most elementary lessons
in six years, with a further six months
as a Minister and even more time in
which to reflect overnight. We now
have a fulsome apology. That is not
good enough. There is no alternative
but for the Minister to resign.
The sitting was suspended at 6.31

250 COUNCIL

5 October 1982

Let us see just what the Minister
has achieved in six months in office.
I shall refer to the achievements of
this man in the portfolios of tourism
and economic development. He has
worked as I have never seen any other
Minister work. All Ministers and
former Ministers known the workload
involved in a Ministry, but I do not
believe any present or former Minister
has worked as hard as Mr Landeryou
has worked during the past six months.
Not only has he carried the responsibility of those two important portfolios, he has also been, as we know
in charge of the important initiativ~
on industrial relations taken by, the
'Government. Any honourable member
who believes that that alone does not
involve an enormous workload should
stand back and look at what the
Minister has done.
Since coming into office, the Minister
for Tourism has worked every weekend and long hours into the night,
negotiating to keep Victoria strike free.
That aim has 'not been entirely achieved,
but one shou'ld examine the 'record
which, so far, demonstrates that millions of dollars have been saved through
the efforts of the Minister. Thousands
of m'an-hours would have been lost
were it not for the efforts of th'e Minister and the Industrial Relations Task
Force, which has been engaged in
important industrial relations efforts
which the form'er Government neglected
entirely.
The former Government adopted a
confrontationist approach to industrial
relations, which left a mark upon Victoria and which cost Victoria millions
of dollars in lost production and
thousands of man-hours lost. The
former Government exhibited.!a dereliction of responsibility in industrial ,relations. What is the charge against the
Minister? The honou·rable. gentleman
made a statement at a meeting of
tourist agents.
This evening, the Minister for Tourism
apologized. That apology was the mark
of a man whO' is big enough to 'admit
that he has acted in, 'erTor. The Minister
was big enough to apologize through
the media. That is the mark of a man.
The Hon. R. A. Mackenzie

Minister fo.r Tourism

However, the motion moved by Mr
Block calls upon the Minister for
To~rism to resign. That is an absoluteJy
ludIcrous motion. It is ridiculous for
m'embers of the Opposition to expect a
man who has enornious capabHities to
resign. Members of the Opposition have
based their motion of the theatrical
performance exhibited by Mr Block.
One should examine what happened
to members of the Opposition when
they were in Government. The people
of Victoria judged those honourable
m'embers for their actions. Not only did
the Government lose office, but it also
lost five of its Ministers bec'ause of
their dereliction of duty.
The Government ,totally rejects the
motion. I admired the performance of
Mr Block; from a threaltrical point of
view it was not bad but that is all that
could be said about it.
The HoD. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotbam Province)-The Government's
defence of M,r Landeryou consists
m'ainly of an attack on Mr Block. It is
not Mr Block who is being judged by
this House, it is the Minister for
Tou.nsm who is the subject of the
motion. I noticed an extreme lack of
enthusiasm by the Ministers who have
so far defended the Minister. Their
hearts are not in the defence. and
that has been obvious from the st:art of
the debate.
When Government Ministers are in a
position of weakness, they follow ,the
old ,debating technique of 'attack, that
is, to attack anyone who is in sight.
Hence, they have chosen to try to turn
the attack on the Minister for Tourism
to Mr Block. The Ministers have told
the House how theatrical the performance of M'r Block was and how
shallow was his speech. However, the
House has not heard one word of
criticism from the three kookaburras
on the Government back bench who
made all the noise while M'r Block was
speaking. Those honourable members
were chuckling and clucking away
during the entire time Mr Block was
speaking but, even so, they were not
able to distract Mr Block from his well
justified 'attack on the Minister; instead,
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they brought disgrace upon themselves.
I am sorry that those three honourable
members 'are not present to hear my
description of them because two of
those Government back-bench members
who were causing all the trouble have
in the past been heard in silence by
this House. Those two honourable members have made their maiden speeches
and the custom of the House called fo·r
all honourable members to listen in
silence to whatever they said, no
matter how outrageous were their comments. Those two honourable members
have not yet exposed themselves to the
crossfire of interjection, yet they subjected Mr Block to unnecessary interjections and they tried to throw him off
his stride. The fact is that the Opposition wants to bring the debate back to
the terms of the motion.
The Minister for Conservation and
the Minister of Forests tried, in their
different ways, to change the subject.
The Minister for Conservation concentrated on attacking Mr Block on his
manner of speaking and then the Minister of Forests tried to change the
subject once again by stating that the
Ministers of the former Government did
a poor job indeed.
The Opposition is prepared to debate
the conduct of the former Government,
but this is not the time to do so. The
Opposition is prepared to answer the
allegations of the Minister of Forests
at another time. However, the subject
the House is debating at present is too
important for honourable members to
be sidetracked on the various issues
that the two Ministers wish ,to r.aise.
The question is: Was the Minister for
Tourism in dereliction of his duty as
evidenced by the remarks that he
made to a meeting of ,the Melbourne
Tourism Authority? For the benefit of
the House, I will repeat the Age
report:
Victoria's Minister for Economic Development, Mr Landeryou, said yesterday that
'despite some difficulties with a particular
judge'. Melbourne wiU 'hopefully' be the largest convention centre in the southern hemisphere with a new casino licence.
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That reported statement indicates that
the Minister for Tourism has already
made up his mind and that regardless
of any report that might be brought
down by Mr Connor, Q.C., he has made
up his mind on the subject of casinos.
Tha't leads one to confirm what I have
believed for some time, that this inquiry ,
is m'erely window dressing on the part
of ,the Government and that the Government has already made up its mind
that Victoria is to have 'a casino.
At least one of the Ministers has
shown that he believes that Victoria
should have a casino and that a casino
is necessary for the tourist tflade of this
State. Yet, the casino inquiry that is
proceeding at present has been established for the purpose of determining
this very question. The Minister has
already shown his hand and indicated
that he wants a casino. The honourable
gentleman should resign as the Minister
for Tourism.
The Minister of Forests pleaded overwork and gave the impression that the
strain of work had been too much for
the Minister for Tourism, who appeared
before an audience of travel agents 'and
cracked jokes and made these remarkable statements. I do not believe that the
Minister for Tourism, when he hears
about this, is going to be very pleased
at these remarks that have been handed
out to him by the Minister of Forests.
The Minister for Tourism would probably prefer his enemies attacking him
than the Minister of Forests supporting
him!
The Government has used as its
defence an attack on the perform'ance
of Mr Block. Government supporters
have had very little else to say; they
have tried to divert attention from the
real issue of whether or not the Minister for Tourism should resign from
his position because of the statements
he has made, and nothing they have
said so far has demonstrated that the
Minister should not resign. I call on the
Minister for Tourism to resign forthwith.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture)-This is a serious House
of the Parliament 'and one would expect
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that the Opposition would have familiarized itself by now wIth the responsibilities of the real role of the Opposition and not have brought forward a
frivolous resolution in a frivolous
m'anner.
The Hon. P. D. Block-Has the Minister of Agriculture ever heard anything
quite so abject as the response of
the Minister for Tourism to the
friv'olous-The Hon. D. E. KENT-I will not
reply to Mr Block because, if I did so,
it would be a personal remark that
might reflect upon him.
The present Opposition has had a
long experience in GovernmeOlt 'and it
has had a long history of irresponsibility on the part of its Ministers.
There have been many examples of
M,inisters being called upon to resign
and of 'adjournment motions against
Ministers for dereliction of duty and
loose comment. Many instances have
occurred in the past of Ministers of the
former Government ·miling public statements which were contrary to the view
of their Government.
The Hon. J. W. S. Radford-But not
tak,ing on a justice.
The Hon. D. E. KENT-I cannot recall such an incident specifically.
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province)--On a point of order, Mr
President, 1 am trying to hear the Minister of AgricultUTe and the back bench
of the Government ~s making it difficult
for me to do so.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade)-There is no point of order,
but 1 invUe the Min1ster to speak a
little more loudly.
The Hon. D. E. KENT (Minister of
Agriculture)-I cannot recall specifically
'a case where a member of this House
has attacked a judge, but I clearly
recall an instance that occurred 'about
a fortnight ago when the Prime Minister
of Australia reflected on Mr Justice
Woodward and attempted to bring him
and his finding into contempt. The
Prime Minister made a comment on a
judg·ment made by a judge appointed
by his Government.

Minister for Tourism
1 suggest that tonight honourable
members are discussing a facetious remark made by the Minister for Tou~ism
in the context of a festive occasion
when a tourist promotion was being
launched and that' remark has been
taken out of context. For the Opposition
to imply that the attitude of the Government is already determined by that
remark made by the Min,ister is to misrepresent ,the situation because the Government has not determined an attitude
to the establishment of casinos.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-What is your
personal view?
The Hon. D. E. KENT-My view will
be expressed as a member of the Government when a decision is made. The
Minister for Tourism made an error of
jUdgment, but he has acknowledged the
fact, made a full apology and ind,icated
that he regrets the remark which was
made in such a context ,that it was
not intended to be seen as a serious
expression of opinion or as an implied
criticism of or reflection on MIf Connor
who ,is conducting the casino inquiry.
The fact that Opposition members have
attempted to make an issue of a flippant
remark for which the Minister has already apologized shows a lack of posit1ve thinking and a lack of constructive
purpose by the Opposition. The Minister has admitted the error. He has
learned his lesson and will not repeat
the error of making a statement, however lighthearted, which 1s able to be
so completely misrepresented by the
Opposition as this remark has been.
Many issues requilfeand are receiving
the attention of the Government, but
the Opposition parties continue in their
attempts to divert the Government from
its purpose by raising minor matters.
It is important that the Opposition and
the National Party accept their Ifesponsibilities and participate in frank ·and
honest debate on the real issues confronting Victoria today. TheywHI be
seen as ridiculous and irresponsible if
they support the motion moved by' Mr
Block.
The Hon. CLIVE BUBB (Ballarat
Province)-Iwish to reply to some
of the comments made eadier by the
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Minister for Conservation. I take bis
As has been said by earlier speakers,
mind back to the want-of-confidence one needs to strain one's credulity to
motion which he moved in the then come to any other belief than that
Minister ,for Conservation on 1 April the Minister for Tourism had good
1980. In the preamble ,to his comments, reason for sa}1ting what he said at the
the presentM'inister for Conservation meeting of the Melbourne Tourist
on that occasion made similar com- Authority. Was he or was he not conments to those he has made tonight. cealing important public information?
At page 7590 of Hansard he is reported It certainly raises the question in the
as having said that it gave him no minds of the community that he had
pleasure to move the motion, that it prejudged or pre-empted the whole
was a sel'lious motion and one which issue.
went across party lines. I agree with
The Hon. E. H. Walker-He has
those preambular comments. On that
apologized!
occasion, the Minister went on to state
what he saw as a few requirements in
The Hon. CLIVE BUBB-But he
a Minister of the Crown and I quote made the remark and the point that
to the House from the second para- the Minister for Conservation made in
graph of his speech:
condemnation of M·r Houghton on 1
It is my belief that we-and I mean we, the April 1980 applies equally on this occommunity-are entitled to expect :hat a casion. The Minister called ·for Mr
Minister can show reasonable judgment; that Houghton's resignat:ionat that time,
a Minister can accept responsibility.
and the M'inister of Forests joined him
in that call. The M'inister for Minerals
and
Energy made such a call against
We are entitled to expect that a Minister
does not conceal important public information the former Minister of Water Supply
or agree to the misrepresentation of important on a subsequent occasion. I have the
transcript of his speech, but he knows
and sometimes scientific evidence.
what
he said in calling for Mr Granter's
The principles he has pointed out in resignation
,in a similar situadon.
that paragraph a're relevant :to the matThe other important point I make
ter before the House this even,ing. I
agree with what the present Minister is that it is all very well to suggest
said in seeking to attack the then Min- that a Minister of the Crown is expressing some private opinion, but I,
ister.
as a back-bench member, may be bringAfter sober reflection last nigbt and ing a deputation to the Minister for
after having been involved in discussion Touris'm as the Minister for Economic
of his remark with the Age reporter Development, and he 'may make an
who reported the matter, the Minister observation to that group in private in
for Tourism had time to consider what his rooms that certa·in things mayor
he had said. Nonetheless, on the Derryn may not happen.
Hinch programme on radio 3AW this
The Hon. E. H. Walker-A throwmorning he repeated the remark and away line.
said he was stating a private view
The Hon. CLIVE BUBB-That is
rather than a Ministerial view.
great. I bring 'a deputation to the
The Hon. C. J. Kennedy-Did you Minister for a specific purpose and he
uses the occasion to deliver a throwhear it?
away line.
The Hon. CUVE BUBB-I have a
The Hon. E. H. Walker-You have
transcript of the interview. I use the
not
been to see me in my office yet!
words of the Minister .for Conservation
again to make the point: We are enThe Hon. CLIVE BUBB-I have not
titled to expect that the Minister does been, but I will be. If the Minister for
not conceal important public informa- Tourism comes into the House and
Non.
makes another statement two or three
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days later, and says that that is a
private observation, how can backbench members conduct business in
that fashion? A Minister of the Crown
expresses an opinion on behalf of the
Government and he is not in a position
as a Minister to express a personal
point of view.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-We agree.
Why do you not accept that?
The Hon. CLIVE BUBD-If there is
no certainty in what the Minister is
saying, that creates uncertainty in the
minds of the public as to who is
speaking on behalf of the Government
and whether the Minister is expressing
the point of view of the Government
or a private view. I would not waste
my time taking a deputation to the
Minister if he were expressing a private point of view.
The Minister for Tourism has made
a statement, which, to say the least,
is compromising the position of Mr
Connor. When in Opposition, the Labor
Party has called for the resignation of
a Minister on similar grounds. Mr
Mackenzie, the Minister for Forests, has
supported Mr Walker, the Minister for
Conservation, in his call for the resignation of a Minister on those grounds, but
when the boot is on the other foot the
Labor Party does not want to wear it,
and .that is the crunch of this argument.
I believe the Minister should resign
as Minister for Tourism, and I support
my party in calling for his resignation.
The honourable gentleman should wait
until the result of the inquiry is
known before a decision is made on
whether the Minister resumes that
portfo'lio, but I firmly believe that he
should resign.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (TempleOpposition
stowe
Province) -The
should sit back and listen, because it
will probably hear something that is
worth listening to. Liberal Party Governments; both State and Federal, have
been littered with Ministers who did
not resign because they breached the
definition and the spirit of Ministerial
responsibility.

Minister

fo.,.

Tourism

Before I reached this venerable
House I, like most Victorians, put up
with the scandals of State and Federal
Liberal Governments. The former State
Government of Victoria got its just
deserts and is now sitting on your
left-hand side, Mr President, and, in
due course, the Federal Government
will suffer the same result because it
does . not understand the meaning of
Ministerial responsibility.
The Hon. N. B. RE ID (Bendigo Province)-On a point of order, Mr President. The honourable member is introducing Federal material, which has no
relevance to this debate. The motion
concerns principally a State matter and
it refers to the Minister for Tourism,
his administration of his department
and the statements which he made at
the annual meeting of the Melbourne
Tourism Authority.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade}-I do not uphold the point
of order, but I caution Mr Arnold; the
motion is fairly specific, but he can
draw analogies if he wishes.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (Templestowe Province)-Thank you, Mr President, I was just drawing an analogy,
which is very apt, and I do not think
the Opposition can resile from it. Mr
Storey spoke earlier this evening and
we listened to him with some respect,
because of all honourable members
who have spoken for the Opposition,
he was the only one who dealt with
the subject with any seriousness. The
rest has been a comic performance
from start to end.
I refer to a letter written by Mr
Storey, dated 13 April 1978, and reproduced in the Herald. It dealt with the
question of Ministerial responsibility,
and I quote:
An exam.ination of cases shows that the
only oircumsta,nces where a convention of
resignation exists is first, where a Minister is
morally or criminally culpable for some act
or omission, and secondly, where the Minister
loses the confiden~e of the Parliament.

The Hon. P. D. Block-He is about to.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD-This evening, and in the past couple of months,
much has been heard about Ministerial

Minister for Tourism

responsibilities on matters that touch
great importance, but here we have a
trivialized issue, a throw-away remark,
taken up by the shadow Minister who
should be more interested in the content of the subject and not on the
throw-away remark. Mr Storey cannot
seriously tell the House that the circumstances involving the Labor Government fall within the term of this
definition.
The Hon. Haddon Storey-I thought
you said I was the only serious contributor?
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD-The honourable member was serious. It shows
how much notice I took of the rest
of the Opposition speakers. How can
we spend our time in this sort of
debate when we are getting away from
the issue of what Ministerial responsibility is all about. We have had the
comics and the hand wringing, but
there was no talk of Ministerial responsibility. What has happened is that a
hard-working member of the Government, in the course of a speech last
night, made a remark which was a minimal part of that whole discussion, and
for which he has given an explanation.
But what does the Opposition hang
on to? If this is the most important
issue that the Opposition can raise for
the House to debate, it is a waste of
time and a waste of proper use of this
House. If the House wants to debate
Ministerial responsibility, it should
debate the subject and work out what
Ministerial responsibility ought not to
be about. It should not discuss a
trivialized issue that comes out of a
report of the Age.
In the past fortnight honourable
members have quoted from the Truth,
from Derryn Hinch, from the Age, and
next week it might be the Toorak
Times-the manifesto of the Liberal
Party.
The Leader of the Government has
served this House well in Opposition,
and he !las served it well in Government, and he is serving the people of
Victoria, but Mr Block has brought up
an issue that is not deserving to be
discussed under Ministerial responsibility as it affects this Government.
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The people of Victoria voted us into
Government because they knew that we
were responsible; that we hald the
capacity and the ability to run ,the State,
and they knew that the Opposition
should be on that side of the Chamber.
The question of Ministerial responsibility will not be a blight on this
Government as it has been and will
continue to be a b}ight on Liberal Governments at both State and Federal
levels. The question of Ministerial responsibility has been debated long in
the history of Victoria. It is a matter of
importarice and should not be brought
down to the lowest common denominator as it has been .this afternoon and
this evening.
I,t is about time that Opposition members were conscious of what has to be
done in the running of a State like Victoria. In the short four or five months
,that the Labor Party has been in Govern~ent, it has been able to get the
State back on its feet and give i,t a
chance to get going. Members of the
Opposition quote two lines from the Age
and they quote the dashing Derryn
Hinch who will probably be on some
other issue of grave morality for the
State of Victoria tomorrow!
The point was raised by Mr Bubb,
who expressed concern about approaching the Minister for Tourism with a
deputation. I am sure that he could
approach the Minister for Tourism, the
Minister for Conservation or any Minister in tbis House or the Government
with far more confidence than he could
have approached a Minister of the
Liberal Government when it was in
office, because he would know that there
was no chance of getting an answer
from such a Liberal Minister. If a Minister in a Liberal Government had the
courage to give an answer, it would be
the wrong one anyway.
At least the people of Victoria know
who should be the Ministers that run
the State and who will run it responsibly, honestly, and with courage for
the next two years un.til the Government
faces the electors, who will then decide
who were the responsible Ministers.

256

COUNCIL

5 October 1982

Minister

for

Tourism

The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Pro- is saying is, "If you report accurately
vince) -I support my colleague, Mr what I say to you in private, that will
Block, in this most important motion. not be my public view" . I think this
One needs to examine what the Minister needs to be borne very much 'in mind.
for Tourism has done. He has done three The -Minister has two faces, two views
things: He has placed a slur on the and two opinions on every issue. It is
obvious that what he i:s saying to the
ch~irman of the one-man board of
inquiry into casinos; he has shown us media is different from what he is saythat a Minister can have two faces and ing to the members of the Melbourne
two views on every issue; and he has Tourism Authority. He had already
attempted to muzzle the media in his spoken to the authority and after
that he spoke to the media. He
statement on the casino issue.
is saying, ccI can say one thing to
The Minister said that there was some the people from the Melbourne
difficulty with the former judge, Mr Tourism Authority or any other tourist
Xavier Connor, Q.C., who was appointed authority and it does not matter
to the board of inquiry into casinos, but what I say to them, it is what I say to
the honourable gentleman has not ex- the press that matters." When he speaks
plained what .those difficulties were. to the press he says, "What I want you
Reading between the lines about what to do is hopefully that you do not, in
was said at the Melboume Tourism the interests of development, report
Authority meeting, the difficulties are what I have said." He is saying that the
that the chai·rman of that inquiry does press must not report what he actually
not agree with the views of the Minister. said at the meeting because that would
The Minister said that .the chainnan of be wrong. He is saying, "I can talk to
that board is creating d'ifficulties for the - the meeting, tell them anything .then
Govemment. The only conception one push them out the door and give a
can place on that is that he does not totally different view to the media."
agree wi·th the views of the Minister. That is really what the Minister is sayThe Minister told the Melbourne Tour- ing.
ism Authority meeting which was
The Minister for Tourism has said .that
attended by more than 100 people, inthere are difficulties with the Q.C.
cluding my colleague Mr Block-because he does not agree with ,the view
The Hon. E. H. Walker-More than held by the Minister. For the first time,
10~it seems to have dropped back
the Minister has given bis private view
a bit!
that, "hopefully, yes, we will have a
casino in Victoria", that the report from
The Hon. N. B. REID-I can only go the board of inquiry will come back to
on the report in the Age. If the Minister the Minister and he will decide whether
for Conservation requires more wit- or not we will have a casino on that
nesses than that, obviously there were recommendation. He has pre-empted the
more people there. The Minister for decision of the board right from the
Tourism said:
word go. He has put unprecedented
We are, of course, despite the fact we are pressure on the chairman of the board
having some diftleulties with a particular judge of inquiry by making a public statement
at the moment, we are the number one convention centre and hopefully with a new casino on the issue.
licence, we will be the largest in the southern
The HOIl. M. J. Amold-He is a
hemisphere.
judge, a lawyer, he is independent of
What did the honourable gentleman that sort of stuff.
say at the end of that statement? I want
The Hon. N. B. RED>--That is an
honourable members to think about the interesting comment. What Mr A'mold
word "hopefully" because he says it is saying is that the Minister's statement
again. What he was saying to the media has no effect on Mr Connor. I am saying
was, "h~pefully you do not, in the it does have an effect. By raiS'ing the
interests of development, report what issue, the Minister has pre-empted the
I have said to you in private". What -he decision of the board of inquiry. The
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sole purpose of setting up a board of public. How can a deputation ever
inquiry is to examine all the relevant visit the Minister and hear a view in
facts and come back with an unbiased private and know that when they go
report to the Miniister.
out the door that view will continue
when the Minister is in public. How
The Governme,nt said that the inquiry can 'anyone make a decision stick? Can
was unbiased, then the Minister made any honourable member explain that
his statement that there is a difficulty to me? There is no way the public of
with the judge, who is the chairman of Victoria will join a deputation to the
the inquiry. In other words, the chair- Minister-he is supposed to be sitting
man does not agree with the point of at the table-and obtain 'a private view
view of the Minister and this will and know that once outside the door
cause difficulties to arise. The Minister another view might prevail. If one has
for Tourism has already said that the a deputation to the Minister one will
overseas travel would not be a prob- know that two views are likely to be
lem. The Minister discounted that and given on every issue. The Minister has
it seems the difficulty is with the chair- enunciated that in attempting to muzzle
man of the one-m'an board of inquiry the media by trying to tell it what to
because he does not agree with what say after the event. The Minister has
the Minister has had to say.
not learned from this experience; he
The other veiled threat in the com- has apologized, but that is not sufficient
ments made by the Minister a,re re- because he has misled the media, misvealed in the following extract from led honourable members and misled
his own supporters. There is absoluthe Age of 5 October:
tely no reason why the Minister should
"What 1 am saying at annual general meet- not resign.
ings has nothing to do with wha't I am saying
to the Press. The Government has set up an
The Hon. G. A. SGRO (Melbourne
inquiry and that's what 1 want to be quoted
North
Provin'ce) -It would have been
'On, otherwise tt wiU start a storm of unprebetter for everyone concerned if the
cedented proportions.
"I don't want to do that and hopefully you Opposition had hi,red the Princess
Theatre and put on a performance! It
don't in the interests of development.
would have done a better job if that
The Minister is saying that, if the had been the case. The Opposition
m'edia is interested in the development would do well to remember the numof Victoria, it will report in the manner ber of times the Australian Labor
requested. He is holding that threat Party raised important issues when it
over the media. The Minister explained was in opposition.
the matter after the event and :alleged
Do honourable members opposite rethat the media was not interested in
member in 1976, 1978, 1979, 1980 and
the development of Victoria.
1981 when millions of dollars were
The Hon. M. J. Amold-Are you wasted as a result of the ramifications
reading something else?
of the land scandals. I was innocent.
The Hon. N. B. REm-These com- However, after the Royal Commission,
ments were reported in the Age, and many honourable members who. had
the Minister has not denied that. The pleaded innocent were found to be
Minister apologized for the remarks guilty. Millions of dollars were wasted
he made.
and not one of the honourable members
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD-Graciously. concerned had the courage to admit
either in this House or outside it that he
The Hon. N. B. REID-That might be was wrong. They carried the guilt. until
the case, but it is a dereliction of his the people of Victoria put them out on 3
duty. He has casta slur on the one- April.
m:an board of inquiry. The Minister
The Minister admitted that he was
also indicated that, if one talks with
him on one issue, he will give a view wrong and apologized to the people of
in private and provide another view in Victoria and honourable members. How
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The duty of an Opposition is to enmany honourable members opposite
have ever admitted that they were sure that the Government functions
wrong. All honou,rable members know properly. How can this Government
the trouble the Liberal Party had with function properly ,when the Opposition
-casinos because the then Leader of the contains members like Mr Block and
party said he wanted a casino and the others who have spoken on this issue.
honourable member for Ooncaster in
This has developed into a debate
another place said he did not want
on
:the casino inquiry. I bel1eve Mr
-casinos.
Long who is interjecting will be the
The Hon. Robert Lawson-Perhaps first person to gamble at the casino
if 'it ,is constructed. If the people of
he is with the Socialist left.
Victoria decide to have a casino, Mr
The HoD. G. A. SGRO-I will tell the Long, Mr Block and Mr Williams will
honourable member something about be the first to gamble there. Thispurithat. The honourable member for Oon- tanic discussion is merely a polUical
caster made some horrible statements gimmick. Honow-able members opposite
about people in the' Labor Party. The have been in Opposition for six months
honourable member approached meat a and they do not know what has struck
function-I will not name the function them. They were in Government for
-and said, "Giovanni I want to join 27 years and were used to chauffeurs,
that Socialist left. I need help". Hon- flash cars and people to do the work
ourable members may laugh, but that for them. In Opposition, they cannot
is the truth. I had four witnesses to function. This evening they have wasted
confirm what he said because I do not two and a half hours discussing what
trust the hon·ourable member for the Minister for Tourism said last night.
Doncaster.
At 9 a.m. today, the Premier, in a
He said, "Giovanni, I need help". I public statement said:
said, "We do not want people like you in
Mr Landeryou's view is not the Government's
the Socialist left". I brushed him off.
view.
Tonight the House is discussing the
The Hon. H. G. Baylof-The Premier
inqw'ry on casinos. Mr 'Block and mem- disowned him.
bers of the Opposition have wan'ted
The HoD. G. A. SGR()-Mrs Baylor
casinos for years. They have wanted
can
say what she likes. The Governa gambling house ,in this State but they
have not had the courage to go ahead ment functions as 'a team. At 9 a.m.
with the matter. It took the Labor Party the Premier of this State made a public
only a few weeks in Government to statement that the Minister for Tourism,
Mr Landeryou, had expressed a private
establish ,an inquiry.
view which was not the view of the
The HoD. B. A. Chamberlain-You Government. How many times d1d a
wish you had not.
Minister of the former Government
The HoD. G. A. SGRO-We are not make a public statement apologiz'ing to
sorry about taking the steps to have ,the people of VictoJ'lia, the Government
the inquiry and, if we make a mistake, and the Parliament?
we will say so, as the Minister for
The HoD. W. V. Houghton-Mr OunTo~ism has done. We want the people
stan resigned.
of V'ictoria to have a say. The Minister,
The Hon. G. A. SGRO--Tell us
Mr Landeryou, admitted that what he
said was merely a personal view that about Mr Dickie. The former Governdid not represent the view of the men't kicked him out; he did not resign.
Government. He has said that three Tell us about the land scandals. The
or four times today. The Opposition former Government defended the land
should have hired the Princess Theatre scandals for many years. Millions of
to raise this matter where it ,would .dollars were was'ted. Mr Houghton, who
have done a better and more comical was then 'a Minister, did O'ot have the
job than it has tonight in the House. courage ,to 'apologize, as the Minister
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for Tourism has done 'tonight. I commend the Minister for the courage he
has shown 1n apologizing to the House,
and to the people of Victoria. In future,
when Mr Block wants 'to move a similar
motion, he should go ,to the other
side of Spring Street and hire the
Princess Theatre for the performance.
I believe he must have been an actor
in the past and perhaps he would do
a better job for the Liberal Party and
Victoria if he went back to bis old job.
The Hon. D. G. CROZIER (Western
Province)-I support the motion moved
by Mr Block. Listening ,to the fa'r from
spi~ited defence of the Minister for
Tourism by his colleagues tonight, I
can only reflect that the events of
the past 24 hours have added an extraordinary dimension to the concept of
Ministerial responsibility. Mr Sgro has
just reminded honourable members that
at 9 o'clock this morn!ing, or thereabouts, his Leader, the Premier of this
State, went on air to repudiate Mr
Landeryou, h1s Leader in this House.
At about the same time, asMr Storey
and others have pointed out, the Minister for Tourism, Mr Landeryou, was
defending his statement made to the
meeting last night, on the ground that
what he said to the press was one
thing and what he said to a private
meeting was quite another.
That is an extraordinary concept and
it would suggest a bad case of political
schizophrenia. Schizophrenia is a wellknown psychopathic disorder for which
there are several treatments. A little
counselling ~s usually the first treatment
and, if that fails, -there is recourse to
certain drugs. If they do not work,
shock treatment is usually prescribed,
with or without a strait jacket. If that
does 'not work, there used to be,and
in some circles there is still in effect,
a medical technique known as a prefrontal lobotomy, by which a certain
part of the brain matter is removed.
I am not sure what "Doctor Cain" will
prescribe in this case, but I suggest that
the Labor Party will have to do a little
better.
In future it will be necessary to
preface questions by saying to the M'inister for Tourism that the question
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relates not only to the Leader in his
capacity as M1nister for Economic
Development and Minister for Tourism
and as Leader of the House and leader
of the Government task ,force but in
his capacity as -M'!" Landeryou M.P.;
Mr Landeryou, pl'livate citizen; Mr
Landeryou, member of the storemen
and packers union; and Mr Landeryou,
wearing any of his other hats. Similar
remarks apply to the Minister for Conservation, Mr Walker, and to the Minister for Minerals and Energy, Mr White
and their colleagues on the Government
front bench. It will become extremely
tedious but members of the Opposition
will have to make ,the matter clear, ~be
cause no Oppos1tion and no Government can possibly operate on the basis
of this double standard. This reminds
me of the famous sati'!"e by George
Orwell, namely, Animal Farm. I am not
referring to 1984, although we are not
faraway from 1984 in this State, and,
in fact, might have jumped the gun.
In defence of his status the pig said:
Yes, all animals are equal, but some are
more equal than others.

In defence of their Leader, members
of the Government party have employed
some extraordinary arguments. The
M:inister of -Forests, MrMackenzie, who
is no longer lin the Chamber, pointed
out, as did ;the Minister for Conservation, Mr Walker, the work load of the
Leader of the Government, as the Minister responsible for this considerable Ministry. No one denies that
his work load is considerable, but the
Minister of Forests then concluded by
saying, "Do you expect a man of that
capability to resign?" The principal
thrust of that argument is not that there
was an indiscretion that called for
resignation, but that~ because of the
calibre of the Leader, because of the
nature of his work load, because of his
undoubted importance to the future
of the Victorian Government, the
motion should be rejected. That is to
me an extraordinary argument.
The arguments employed by the Minister of Agriculture and Mr Amold were
slightly different. They tried to brush
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the whole thing off as a trivial episode.
In Mr Arnold's words, it was a trivialized issue. In the words of the Minister of Agriculture, it was a facetious
remark. He then repeated something
very similar and called it a flippant remark. Apparently those two gentlemen
do not regard this as a serious issue.
The Minister for Tourism, to his credit,
regards it 'as a serious issue, and cer·
tainly, to his credit, he has apologized
unequivocally to the House. But, as Mr
Storey pointed out, that is not really
the issue. The issue is, as all my colleagues on this side of the House and
Mr Dunn for the National Party have
pointed out, whether a senior Minister
-in this case a most senior Minister
-who impugns, by inference, the in·
tegrity of a board of inquiry, ought to
be a Minister; whether he should' continue in that function until at least the
inquiry is concluded, particularly as his
Ministry is the one that relates specifically to the inquiry.
Some honourable members opposite
have used certain Federal analogies in
apparent defence of their argument. I
suggest that regardless of what went
on during the Whitlam era, there would
be no doubt that if a member of the
Federal Cabinet were in that situation,
the 'Prime Minister would demand that
he step aside during the currency of
that inquiry until the matter was resolved. As a result of this extraordinary episode, there must be doubt
about the objectivity of the Minister for Tourism on this issue-and
there will be a belief, as my colleagues
have pointed out, that this issue has
been prejudged. It is a serious matter.
Throughout his professional life, the
Minister for Tourism has been a skilful
wheeler and dealer. No one underrates
him. He is not called "the numbers
man" for nothing. He is a very skilful
numbers man and one who, when he
understands the odds are against him,
is adroit at sliding out from under. But
I suggest--perhaps mixing the metaphor a little-that it is very hard to
run away when one's pants are down
around one's ankles, even if someone
The Hon. D. G. Crozier
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as prestigious as certain ne'w appointees
to the Ministry for Tourism are in hot
pursuit!
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Melbourne
West Province)-I should like to respond firstly to the remarks of Mr
Crozier. I am intrigued by his analysis
of the performance of his Federal colleagues on the issue of Ministerial
responsibility. I refer to the handling
by the Prime Minister of the actions
of Mr Fife, the Federal Minister for
Business and Consumer Affairs, on the
issue of the Narcotics Bureau, which
was referred to in an article that
appeared in the Australian Financial
Review of 9 November 1979, which
stated:
Judging by the public statements of Prime
Minister Malcolm Fraser there is no more
passionate defender of the doctrine of ministerial responsibility than he.
Consequently it was probably just as well
Mr Fraser was resting at Nareen and not leading the Government in ,the House of Representatives this week when the Labor Opposition
moved a motion of no confidence in Mr Wal
Fdfe, the Minister for Business and Consumer
Affairs.
He would have been forced to eat his own
past words.
The basis of the opposi.tion motion was Mr
Fife's ministerial responsibility for the operation
of the Federa·l Narcotics Bureau which had
been the subject of such critial observations
by a Royal Commissioner, Justice Williams,
that the Government decided to disband the
bureau.
The Opposition motion was defeated by a
vote which was, as is normal in Canberra, along
party lines.

So much for Federal action on Ministerial responsibility! I refer next to Ministerial accountability, prejudice and
Government accountability. The Minister for Tourism has accepted responsibility for making an error of judgment
in seeking to make a private comment
and, in doing so, perhaps being seen
to pre-empt the result of the casino
inquiry. The Minister has made an
apology to the Government and to the
House and, in doing so, has done far
more than most members of the other
side did when they were Ministers in
the previous Government.
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Mr Reid said that the Minister for
Tourism has pre-empted the findings of
the inquiry, despite Mr Connor's assurance that that is not so and that he
would not be worried by anyone's personal or public comments outside the
inquiry.
The Hon. N. B. Reid-The board of
inquiry cannot report back to him.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I ,think :it
could be argued that the Opposition, by
hammering on this point this evening,
is casting aspersions on the ability of
the head of this inquiry who must be
considered to be quite able to make
statements on the content of the submissions put to him before the inquiry
and not outside it.
Mr Storey stated that Ministers must
be accountable for their statements.
That is right. The Minister for Tourism has been asked to account for his
statements and he has done so by way
of an apology. More importantly, this
Government, in the person of the
Premier, John Cain, accepts the principle of Government accountability. The
Premier has said that the Minister
should not have made the statement
that he did. The Premier has stated
clearly how the decision on casinos will
be made. As Mr Sgro said, this Government acts on collective responsibility.
We will act as a Government, not as
individual Ministers, on the basis of the
report, public discussion of that report
and presentation to the Government.
It will be a Government decision, and
that seems to me to be acting in the
highest principle of government as well
as Ministerial accountability.
I do not wish to underrate the
seriousness of this debate, but I find
myself becoming rather angry with the
time that the Opposition has taken in
repeating the same old points. What we
should be debating are the real issues,
many of them created by the Opposition. In the Melbourne West Province
which I represent, one in four young
persons is unemployed, and one in six
families is living in poverty, and the
Federal Minister for Foreign Affairs,
Mr Street, calmly states that things
will get worse, if ever they get better.
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I suggest that we get on with the real
issues and allow our real Minister, the
Minister for Economic Development, to
get on with the good job he is doing
in tackling the real problems.
The Hon. C. J. KENNEDY (Waverley
Province)-I do not wish to take up
a great deal of time which, as Mrs
Kirner said, could be put to better use.
After all, the Labor 'Party is the Government and there is a lot of legislation coming through Parliament that
needs to be passed.
I listened with interest to Mr Reid,
who said that 100 people were present
at the meeting to which he referred.
Mr Bubb said there were 400, and Mr
Block said 300.
The Hon. P. D. Block-I ,was there.
The Hon. C. J. KENNEDY-None of
the honourable members admitted to
actually having heard the 'l"adioprogramme this morning. Everything those
honourable members said was second
hand.
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo
Province) -On a point of order, 1
understand that Mr Block was present
when the remarks were made and he
gave a factual account of the comments made at the meeting.
The PRESIDENT (the HOD. F. S.
Grimwade)-Order! There is no point of
order.
The Hon. C. J. KENNEDY (Waverley
Province) -I would have thought, on
the basis of grave discrepancies in
those accounts-and the one thing
members of the Opposition have never
learned is how to count-that they
would have heeded Disraeli when he
was asked why he did not speak and
said:
If I say nothing, honourahle members wiU
think I am a fool-if I say something they wiU
know it.

That is precisely what has happened
with at least three speakers the House
has had to suffer in the debate. The
Leader of' the Government has an
enormous job and tremendous responsibility. He is a man of infinite
capacity, a big man and a big thinker.
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He is scrupulously honest. I have
known Mr Landeryou for twenty years
.and if Bill Landeryou makes a mistake
or commits an .indiscretion or is wrong
in any way he will apologize, as he
did today in this place. Not many
members of Parliament-certainly not
members of the Opposition-are
-capable of that.
Even though the Minister has apologized, Mr Block, Mr Reid and Mr Bubb
must attack him. They cannot see a
belt without hitting below it. Those
honourable members should look at
their own murky pasts, particularly the
murky pasts of certain Ministers, including the Prime Minister, who have
attacked the findings of a Royal Commissioner, and I shall not mention the
judge's name as all honourable members certainly know of him.
One could talk for more than half
an hour on this issue, but I will not
because the Government has a very
busy legislative programme. I will
finish on the note that I am sure that
if members of the Opposition-the
triumvirate-stopped telling fibs about
the Leader of the House, he would stop
telling the truth about them.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for
Minerals and Energy) -The debate is
that of the political party of Senator
Durack and Phillip Lynch combining
with the political party of Sinclai'r and
Nixon debating a question of Ministerial responsibility, and it must be
seen in that context. Mr Connor has
been assured by the Premier today of
the ~tanding and importance of the investigation and of his independen~e.
Mr Connor accepts that assurance and
that one throw-away line will not preempt the inquiry. The Government will
resolve its view after Mr Connor has
made his recommendations.
Mr Dunn and Mr Storey provided
the only considered cases in the debate.
Mr Dunn has stated that he considers
the Minister for Tourism spoke off the
record and expressed a personal view
as Minister and -that he pre-empted the
findings of the inquiry and commented
on the capacity of a judge in respect
of a specific inquiry.- For all those
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matters, the apology made by the Minister in the House today and outside
it . was unqualified. It covered all the
points raised by both Mr Dunn and
Mr Storey, including the point of
private utterances about which Mr
Storey laboured for some time.
Mr Dunn has called on the Minister
to resign until after the inquiry. The
response of the Government to that is
to say that Mr Connor is of the view,
and he has expressed it publicly today,
that the statement made by Mr Landeryou will not in any way threaten the
independence of his inquiry, nor will it
undermine the credibility of Mr Connor or the standing of that inquiry.
The Hon. P. D. Block-Did he say
that?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE-I said that.
Also, it is clear that one throw-away
line will not undermine the standing
of that inquiry and it is the responsibility of the Government, including
all Cabinet Ministers, to resolve on
this matter when the report becomes
available and not for just one individual Minister to do so. It is not a
Government of just one individual Minister. It is appropriate to proceed as
has been done.
It is important in this context, as
other Government party members have
done, to reflect on Mr Landeryou's
capacity as Minister generally and particularly on. the role he has played
recently as Chairman of the Industrial
Relations Task Force. I put it no higher
than this: I invite any honourable
member to compare the industrial relations record since 3 April-for
instance Loy Yang.
The Hon. R. I. Long-What about
the cost?
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-What
did the Arbitration Commission do
today?
The HoD. D. R. WHITE-That matter
will be resumed. I refer to the teaching
profession and major industrial unions.
Members of the Opposition cannot
name one specific industrial dispute
or settlement of same to which they
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have objecteq. A general objection
overall has been foreshadowed by Mr
Hayward, but specifically there is not
one dispute about which the Opposition has objected to the terms and
conditions of settlement.
The Opposition has had many opportunities of raising those matters. The
outcome of settlements of those disputes has resulted in a significant
diminution of industrial conflict in the
State and, while one cannot foreshadow and one would not be prepared
to foreshadow what the industrial
climate will be during 1983-84, and
the Minister for Tourism cannot be in
control of those events, it can be said
that the Minister has certainly created
conditions in the State where industrial
relations are far more harmonious, particularly in the public sector, than they
have been for a long time.
In reflecting on the capacity of the
Minister, I am glad to say that he takes
~jgnificant responsibility in the Industrial Relations Task Force, in framing
its policies and bringing those policies
about expeditiously and in creating an
industrial setting that has required a
great deal of time and effort on his
part. He has created the pre-conditions
within his portfolios both of economic
development and tourism which will
induce a major and significant change
and improvement in investment activity
in this State. I anticipate the emergence of those factors in 1983 and the
financial year 1983-84.
His contribution must be put on
record. His performance as Minister
and in local government, for which he
has the utmost confidence of every
member of Cabinet and every Government party member and the community, should be considered when
dealing with this matter.
A further factor to be considered
is the standing of any resolution of
this House and the context in which
any resolution is passed. In 1979 on
a two-party preferred vote, the public
reflected a vote of more than 49 per
cent for the then Opposition, the Labor
Party, and in 1982 the public, again
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on a two-party preferred vote, reflected its attitude in a vote of more
than 54 per cent.
This House is constituted as a result
of those two elections and, by any
sense of equity or justice, the result
of those two elections, in which it is
clear that more than 54 per cent of the
community voted for the Government,
that the numbers that ought to
be reflected in the House and
the resolution ought to be a
majority on the Government party side.
The fact that that is not the case has
already been recognized by the Leader
of the OpPosition and by the Opposition on the initiative it took for electoral reform in the 'autumn sessional
period. Therefore, the quaUty of the
motion needs to be -reflected on in the
context of the make-up of this House
and the people voting on the motion,
where they come from 'and the numbers
of people who vote -them into this
Chamber.
It is clear that the Government must
take that into account in looking at the
merits of the motion if the National
Party 'and the Opposition see fit to take
the course of action they have foreshadowed in supporting the motion. It
is clear that if the motion is passed it
does not have the kinds of credibility
that would normally take place. M-r
Crozier, who is interjecting, would be
seeking to help his peerage. The Government is interested in electoral justice
and in determining the quality of the
motion before the House. On the
grounds of the over-aB performance of
the Minister, his statement to the
House and the assurance of Mr Connor.
it is clearly the Government's view and
the view
the community generaIIy
that the motion before the House ought
not to be passed, and that if for some
reason the Opposition 'and National
Party use their numbers to pass it, which
they are not justly entitled to do, that
should be taken into account when the
Government, the Premier and Cabinet
deal with the motion.

of

The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern
Province)-I commend the Minister for
Tourism for the frankness of his
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apology to the House, to the people of
Victoria and the Connor inquiry. The
apology was in the proper Westminster
tradition, but it is of regret that he did
not fully realize the consequences of
his action in advance and that he does
not ful'ly realize those consequences
even now. The Government seems to
have assumed that the apology puts an
end to the matter. I propose to demonstrate to the Chamber that it does not
put an end to the matter because a
number of issues are involved that the
apology does not cover and which are
of real 'importance. Furthermore, there
are serious consequences that the
Minister does not yet realize.
The House 'and the public are indebted to Mr Block for his persistence
over a number of weeks on the issue
of the casino inquiry. Everyone in this
Chamber knows that Mr Block was
personally opposed to a c'asino being
developed in this State. It has become
clear over a number of debates that he
welcomed the 'appointment of an independent inquiry and like many members of the public made it clear that he
was prepared to abide by the resutlt of
the inquiry, 'whatever it be, subject to
his being satisfied with the complete
integrity of the process, not of the
board of inquiry itself. That has never
been in doubt. He sought assurances
that the Government was genuine
about the matter and that it would respect the independent inquiry and place
no impediment in its place.
Honourable members know that on
15 September Mr Block accused the
Government of placing impediments in
the way of the board of inquiry. The
Minister for Tourism 'and the Premier
on that day in this place 'and another
place denied that any impediments had
been placed on the inquiry. Subse'quently, a letter that Mr Nathan,'acting .
for the Premier in bis capacity as
Attorney-General, had written about the
impediments, was tabled by the Minister for Tourism later in the debate.
Honourable members know now from
a letter publicly released to the commission and subsequently presented to
the press that the commissioner said
T~
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that he did not understand how the
Government could have come to the
conclusion when he 'was worded about
the impediments being placed in his
path. On that occasion Mr Block forced
the issue and a reluct'ant Government
to ensure that the impediment was
removed and that the board of inquiry
w~s enabled to make visits and inspections, which it regarded as essential.
Honourable members now know as 'a
fact that the denials made by the
Minister for Tourism and the Premier
were hogwash.
Mr Nathan's letter made it clear and
the Royal Commissioner has made it
olear in his letter to the Premier and
in his statement to the board of inquiry.
What the Minister for Tourism said on
15 September was compounded in a
number of ways by his statements last
night at the function of the Melbourne
Tourism Authority. He now admits
those statements were unwise. He has
withdrawn those statements in so far
as they m'ay have pre-empted the result
of . the inquiry and I commend him
again for doing that.
However, it does not alter the fact
that the st'atements were made and that
they have been extremely damaging to
public confidence in the process upon
which the Government has embarked.
A real problem is involved, and people
who considered that a genuine inquiry
was being held, on which the Government could act, do not now know what
to think. A sense of uncertainty has
been created by the cumulative effect
of statements on 15 September and the
unwise statements last night, which the
Minister for Tourism, to his credit,
regrets. I acknowledge his manliness in
doing so and for the w'ay in which he
did it. What he has not done is to
explain wbat he meant by "difficulties
with a certain judge". He has admitted
that he was referring to Mr Connor,
but he has not explained what those
difDculties 'are 'and, prior to this motion
being debated, honourable members did
not know 'whether he meant that Mr
Connor was not proving amenable or
that Mr Connor had been difficult in
t
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insisting upon travel overseas, although
he has apparently denied tha't to the
press.
The Minister has created a cloud by
talking about those difficulties with a
certain judge. They are difficulties that
he has not explained. He has not
removed that clou~ to 'anyone's satisfaction. He has not explained how he
regarded the function of the Melbourne
Tourism Authority, following its 'annual
general meeting, at which some 300
people were present as 'a private
occasion. How could a function with
300 persons present be a private
oceasion? He has not explained why he
thought there was a difference between
meeting people privately and publicly.
If he meets 'a large group or a small
group as a Minister of the Crown he
has not indicated whether he considers
it to be public or private. He should
know, firstly, that what he says is likely
to become pUblic. Secondly, how c'an
he cenceivably justify saying something
in the private forum, which is different
from the public face that he exhibits?
How can he justify two stand~rds, two
truths including a public truth 'and a
private truth? How can he justify the
innuendo, inference and suggestion that
the private truth is different frem the
public truth? Furthermore, he has not
explained the justification for making
statements on sensitive issues to small
groups, that he does not' make publicly.
Indeed, I should have thought· the boot
was entirely on the other foot. When
there are these sensitive issues, which
can affect investment policy, the last
thing the honourable gentleman wants
to do in pr.ivate is to give an indication
of his view on what, the Government
might do. If that indication is to be
given, it is given in public not in
private, for the giving of such :an indication in private, '8S 'the Minister for
Planning well knows, can affect investment and can give a special advantage
to those who are thereby in the know.
Is that what the Minister for Tourism suggests: That those from the
tourism induslry present at the meeting
last night were entitled to be in the
know as to the likely result, ,regardless
of the findings of the inquiry, while the
Session 1982-13

5 OctO'ber 1982 COUNCIL

265

rest O'f the publ~c were to be kept in
doubt and in the dark? Surely tha't
cannot be accepted. Yet, if one follows
it through, that is the implication of
the standard which the Minister
adopted last night.
He has not explained, either, his endeaveurs to suborn the press. When he
realized it would be reported, he
pressed them not to do so Dn the
grounds that it was private and might
affect development. If he makes this
statement at a meeting of 'that ~ze,
surely he must be expected to be reported and surely he must respect the
duty of reporters to their editors, to
their readers and to the public.
Serious as are these issues, which
other honourable members and I have
raised, there is, hewever, a more transcending reason why an apology does
not put an end to the matter. Th'at
transcending reason is that the issue
O'f casinos cannot now be resolved in
a proper atmosphere while Mr Landeryou remains the Minister responsible.
If he does, the whole process is
prejudiced. The doubt in the public
mind will remain. The doubt on the
part of the people who have had ,reservations about the subject of casinos
is likely to be greater still. They
will feel that the whole business, from
its very inception, has been a charade
designed as a smoke-screen, with the
Government intending at all times to'
foist a casino upon the people, regardless of the results of the inquiry, while
hoping that the inquiry would give
them 'support.
Unless the Minister tenders his
resignation, unless he steps down f.rom
his position 'as Minister for Tourism,
the process will be tainted in the public
m1nd and, in particular, in the minds
of those who started with these reservatiO'ns, and :the impartial~ty of the process will no longer be respected by
anyone. What the Minister has done
is to compromise the integrity in the
minds of many people-not that any
member of the Opposition doubts in
the slightest way the integrity of Mr
Connor-of the board of inquiry. He
has compromised his own position as
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Minister for Tourism, the Minister who
will have responsibility on this issue,
the Minister who will take the recommendations to Cabinet. He has compromised the position of his Government in dealing with the issue in a way
that would both be impartial and would
be seen to be impartial.
The Minister for Tourism has left
no doubt about his support for a casino.
If he wants to see it happen, he should
resign now and make way for an
impartial process that will be accepted
by the people. If he does not do so, he
has damaged the very cause he espouses. While accepting his apology
this evening, in so far as it went, members of the Opposition believe that if
the Minister 15 serious about the Westminster traditions and the position of
his Government on this issue,.:if he is
serious about having this issue dealt
with in a proper atmosphere that is
likely to engende-r public a'cceptance
of the result, whatever it might be, he
must do the honourable thing and step
down now.
The Hon. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province)-I thank:: my Leader for his
remarks about my processing of the
issue of casinos before the House on
two separate pccasions and I shall reply
br.iefly, as is my right, to some of the
remarks made by other ,honourable
members 'and make some comment
about the Minister for Tourism and
his treatment of this debate.
It seems to me that the House should
take note that, as has been pointed
out by a number of honourable members during the course of their speeches,
this is a most serious matter. In fact,
it is the most serious matter that can
be brought before the House, because
it questions the integrity of 'a Minister
and his capacity to fulfil his duties as
a Minister and it calls upon him to
resign. If ever there were 'an issue during the debate on which a Minister
should attend the House, this is it. I
can think of none more serious. The
Minister for Tourism has barely been
in the House. He has treated the debate
with the utmost contem-pt. I want the,
House to take note of that, because
it is typical.

Minister for Tourism

My Leader was kindly in his remarks
about the Minister and gave the honourable gentleman full benefit for his
apology. I accept my Leader's guidance
on that matter, but I am a little more
sceptical about the quality of that
apology. It seems that there is a new
method of dealing with people who
make errors or commit crimes or perform actions for which they should be
held responsible. It seems that now all
one has to do in those sorts of cases
is to apologize abjectly and the whole
thing will be forgotten. Members of
the Opposition would like to know if
the Government intends to evidence
that approach in Bills that will be
brought before the House. We should
like to know whether a new set of laws
will be introduced so that if a person
murders another person or mugs another person the answer to the charge
will be "I am awfully sorry, I did not
know I was going to be caught doing it".
That is a reflection of the sort of apology tendered by the Minister for Tourism this evening. He had his fingers
caught in the cookie jar and he is very,
very sorry. We are supposed to accept
that.
I must admit that :thi's evening I
heard 'a quality of speech I have never
heard from the Minister during the six
years I have been a member of this
House. There was some evidence of
humility. I have been a member of this
House for six years and I have heard the
Minister for Tourism time and time
again excoriate speakers, tear them to
pieces, accuse them and abuse them
and use some of the most thuggish
tactics that I have ever witnessed in
all my days associated with politics.
If one were to listen to the Minister
today, one would note that butter
would not melt in his mouth. Anybody
sitting in the public gallery or anybody attending this House would have
thought, "There is a nice man. There
is a man who really deserves our kindness because he is being so forthright,
so abject and so completely sweet in
the apology that he is giving".
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The Minister for Tourism was making a public statement on his own admission. On his own admission the
honourable gentleman has one comment to make privately and another
to make publicly. The House has had a
public apology from the Minister and
honourable members are supposed to
say to the Minister, "There, there, Mr
Minister, thank you very much. All is
forgiven, all is sweet and please go
on your way". That is despite the
fact that honourable members are no
longer able to accept the word of the
Minister because he is a proven-I will
not say liar because that is unparliamentary-prevaricator and he is careless with the truth. The Minister for
Tourism has a capacity to dissemble.
The Minister thought he was making a
private statement that would not be
reported. It is necessary to remind the
House once again of what the Minister
said in the article that appeared in the
Age. The Minister is reported as
having said:
What I am saying for the record is that the
Government has set up arn inquiry and we are
going to await the outoome of that inquiry.

That was a proper comment to make.
However, the Minister immediately
went on to say:
What I am saying at annual general meetings has nothing to do with what I am saying
to the Press. The Government has set up an
inquiry and tha,t is what I want to be quoted
on . . .

That comment did not allude to the
difficult judge that the Government
was coping with. The Minister did not
want to be quoted on that when he
said that Victoria will have a new
casino licence.
It is nice to note that the Minister
has returned to the Chamber during
the motion of want of confidence. Honourable members should view everything that the Minister says from now
on in the light of his two-faced policy
of public and private policies.
Even though the Minister gave an
abject apology that was delivered in
innocent tones, I treated it with some
scepticism. I leave the House to make
up its own mind on the use of that
word scepticism.
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The Minister should note that those
who live by the sword shall die by
the sword. The Minister has lived his
political life by the sword and, although he will not die tonight because
ultimately the Government has the
numbers, he has been brought to
account in this House, which is the
proper place where a Minister should
be brought to account. The Minister
has been brought to account and exposed for what he is and he stands
condemned for that.
The Minister for Conservation did
his best, as Deputy Leader of the Government, to defend his Leader. The
Minister for Conservation did his best
by turning his attack on my performance and not on the content of what
I had to say because, after all, that
will stand in the record and it will
be read by people. The Minister
tried to accuse .me of being an actor
and that was the way he tried to prove
that the points that I was making had
no meaning and no relevance to the
matter before the House. The cacophony of sound coming from behind
the Minister for Conservation causes
me to raise my voice to overcome it
in order to get on with the debate.
I do not always treat everything
with the utmost seriousness because
there has to be light and shade in all
honourable members. However, I want
the Minister for Conservation to know
that I have never been more serious
in my life in the matters I have put
before the House today in relation to
the Minister for Tourism and I want
that to be on the record so that any
inference that the Minister for Conservation has made that I have treated
this debate with levity can be dismissed. I treated some of the interjections with levity, but certainly not
the matters that I put before the House
in relation to the Minister for Tourism.
I have never heard the ·Minister for
Minerals and Energy make a poorer
speech than he made tonight, so there
is nothing more to say. The Minister
for Minerals and Energy said that all
honourable members should reflect on
the Ministerial competence of the Minister for Tourism. That is what the
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debate has been all about. That is
what all honourable members should
reflect upon and this House, having
reflected on the competence of the
Minister, should call for his resignation.
At the board of inquiry today, Mr
Connor defended himself and said that
he will not be fazed by what the
Minister for Tourism said. Mr Connor
said that he is going to bring down a
report with his own integrity and his
own sense of purpose. The fact that
he has been a judge for ten years will
cause him to completely dismiss any
inference that the Minister for Tourism
might influence him. Good on Mr Connor! I would have expected nothing
less from him. Of course he is not
going to be influenced by the ravings
of this two-faced man who is the
Minister for Tourism. The Opposition
knows this and no inference by the
Opposition was ever intended to imply
that would happen.
There is a further matter that was
not quoted by the various speakers
from the Opposition and which
appeared in the same newspaper
article. I refer to the comments of Mr
Henshall,
who
represents
seven
churches and who is appearing before
the inquiry.
The HOR. Eo H. Walker-Is this new
business?
The HoD. P. D. BLOCK-No. It is
totally relevant to matters that were
quoted from the same newspaper
article by several speakers, and Mr
Arnold immediately springs to mind.
Mr Henshall is reported as having
stated:
I cannot imagine anything more damaging
to 'the standing of this board than to have a
man in Mr Landeryou's position state, as he
in effect has, that no matter what }'nu' may
say his mind is made Up.

The counsel assisting the inquiry, Mr
Hart, concludes in the same newspaper
article:
Mr Landeryou should disqualify himself from
"any further consideration or voting on the
recommendations of the board."
.

The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister
for Conservation) -On a point of
order, Mr Block is summing up and I

Minister for Tourism

understood that the rules of the debate
allow him to answer the debate that
has occurred but not to introduce new
quotes into the record, and I believe
that should be stopped.
The HoD. P. D. BLOCK (Nunawading
Province) -On the point of order, Mr
Arnold and, I believe, Mrs Kirner,
although I may be wrong, quoted
selectively from the same report that
I am quoting from, which is a report
on page 3 of the late edition of the
Herald. They quoted selectively from
it and I felt that, to give balance to
the quote, there should be the counter
quote from the same article.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S.
Grlmwade)-Order! It is a difficult point
of order to rule on because both sides
are correct in the sense that new business should not be introduced into the
summing up procedure. However, for
the completeness of the record, if the
newspaper article has been quoted, it
would appear sensible that the balance
of the article should be quoted. Therefore, whilst I do not find in favour
either way, I invite Mr Block to round
off his remarks.
The HoD. P. D. BLOCK-I had al'most
concluded, but I will repeat the quote,
which states:
Counsel assisting the inquiry, Mr Leo Hart,
told the inquiry that Mr Landeryou should disqualify himself from "any further consideration or voting on the recommendations of the
board"

That is a public reaction. That is not
Mr Connor's reaction. That is the reaction of people who have spent
literally months appearing before the
board of inquiry, sitting there in order
to be able to bring the views of people
that they represent to the board. They
feel that the board has been completely
undermined. They feel that the Minister
for Tourism has lost the confidence of
anybody who is looking for that board
to bring down a rational, reasonable,
responsible, balanced view because they
know now that the Minister who will
be primarily responsible for considering that view has already publicly
stated that he is not going to be openminded about it; he has pre-empted the

