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Wednesday, 22 October 1986
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie) took the chair at It.3 a.m. and read the
prayer.

MARTIAL ARTS CONTROL BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. J. E. KIRNER
(Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands), was read a first time.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

FAMILY COURT OF AUSTRALIA
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-Is the Attorney-General aware
that almost all the country circuits of the Family Court are to be closed down as from
January next year?
In view of the enormous hardship and already lengthy delays in Melbourne courts that
this will cause, will the Attorney-General intercede with his Federal colleague and
endeavour to have the decision overturned?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-On a point of order, Mr President, is
this a Question dealing with State administration? I understand the matter raised by Mr
Chamberlain is a Federal matter.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-On the point of order, Mr President,
if the Minister for Health and the Attorney-General had listened to the question rather
than talking together they would have heard that the question related to the AttorneyGeneral being requested to approach his Federal colleague.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-On the point of order, Mr President,
Mr Chamberlain has asked a question relating to the administration of the Family Court
of Australia, which is clearly a Federal matter. The Family Court of Australia is a court
constituted under Federal legislation.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-You were not listening to the question.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-Mr Chamberlain has asked a question relating to the
administration of a court that is constituted exclusively and wholly under Federal
legislation. It is a Federal matter by reason of its jurisdiction and a Federal matter entirely
in terms of funding and administration.
The PRESIDENT -Order! I ask the Leader of the Opposition to finish his question
and then I shall rule one way or the other.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province )-As it has been declared that
almost all of the country circuits of the Family Court jurisdiction are to close down as
from 1 January next year, will the Attorney-General intercede with his Federal colleague
and endeavour to have the decision overturned?
The PRESIDENT-Order! The question relates to a Federal matter. However, the
honourable member is allowed to ask whether the Minister is prepared to act on Victoria's
behalf and I rule that it is a legitimate question.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-The acting Leader of the Opposition is
once again being mischievous. Mr Chamberlain is acting, of course, on rumour. It is my
understanding that no decision has been made on this matter. Certainly there has been a
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Budget cut in the Federal sphere that has affected the Family Court of Australia, as it has
affected other areas of operation.
The Federal Opposition has indicated that revenue should be much further restrained.
Here we have a typical position from the Liberal Party: on the one hand, it is asking for
the expansion of services in the Family Court of Australia and, on the other hand, in
respect of the Federal Budget, it wants to further reduce outlays of expenditure.
The Hon. D. R. White-When are you going to close your legal practice?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-The honourable member also has an interest in a legal
practice in Hamilton and has a personal interest in this matter. I look forward at the end
of Question time to a personal explanation from Mr Chamberlain on whether the practice
in which he has a financial interest is affected by reduced funding for the Family Court of
Australia. It is interesting to listen to the squeals from members of the Opposition.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The House will come to order. I invite the Attorney-General
to answer the Question asked in relation to whether he will intercede with his Federal
colleague and not to debate the matter.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-In respect of the impact of any change in the Family Court
of Australia on Mr Chamberlain's hip pocket-The Hon. D. R. White-He is a part-time Leader with a part-time practice.
The HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
you have already ruled that the Attorney-General should address his remarks to answering
the specific Question asked by Mr Chamberlain. I ask you, Mr President, to ensure that the
ruling that you have made, which the Attorney-General is contravening, is adhered to.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I shall ask the Federal Attorney-General
about the Family Court and its operation in Victoria and the Western District, where Mr
Chamberlain has an active financial interest in a le~al practice, to see whether there are
any changes that will adversely affect Mr ChamberlaIn's hip pocket.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
although Mr Chamberlain has chosen to ignore the remark made by the Attorney-General,
I object to the Attorney-General saying that Mr Chamberlain spoke from his hip pocket.
The remark is unparliamentary and should be withdrawn. I ask the Attorney-General to
withdraw it.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask the Attorney-General to withdraw the remark.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-We should have an explanation from
Mr Chamberlain as to whether he objects-The PRESIDENT-Order! That is not the Question. Mr Guest has found the terminology
used to be unparliamentary and he has asked the Attorney-General to withdraw.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-On the point of order, Mr President, I
ask for clarification from the Chair as to which words are unparliamentary and in what
context they are deemed to be unparliamentary.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I direct the attention of honourable members to Standing
Order No. 134 which says:
Whenever any Member makes use of any expression personal and disorderly, or capable of being applied
offensively to any other Member, the President shall, either of his own motion or upon his attention being thereto
called, require the Member offending to withdraw the expression and to make a satisfactory apology to the
Council.

Mr Guest finds the remark offensive and has asked for its withdrawal, as he has every right
to do.
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The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Mr President, the point is this: Mr
Chamberlain has an interest in a legal practice in the country. He has asked a question
which clearly impinges on his financial interest. I am happy to withdraw the words "hip
pocket", but I maintain the assertion of a financial interest and a conflict of interest, and I
expect an explanation from Mr Chamberlain on that conflict of interest.

CONSULTANCY ARRANGEMENTS WITHIN THE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION, FORESTS AND LANDS
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM (Western Province)-I refer the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands to the Auditor-General's report for the year ending 30 June 1986,
specifically to page 69 where the Auditor-General notes that two Orders in Council
authorising consultancy arrangements valued at $156 000 for the Minister's department
were not published in the Government Gazette in accordance with legal requirements. I
ask the Minister which arrangements the Auditor-General refers to, and have those Orders
in Council since been published in the Government Gazette?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-The matter
to which the Auditor-General referred has been taken in hand, and arrangements are being
made to ensure that that technical breach does not happen again.

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY IN THE PUBLIC
SECTOR
The Hon. G. A. SGRO (Melbourne North Province)-I direct my question without
notice to the Attorney-General and assure him that I have no financial interest whatsoever
in the question. As the Minister responsible for equal opportunity, will the AttorneyGeneral indicate the measures being developed by the Government to ensure equal access
to employment opportunities in the public sector for all groups within the Victorian
community?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I accept Mr Sgro's assurance that he
has absolutely no financial interest in the matter, and I look forward to similar assurances
from the Opposition.
I had the pleasure on Monday afternoon of launching the Equal Employment
Opportunity Awareness Week. The object of that is to promote understanding of the
issues relating to equal employment opportunity in the Public Service, and the Government
has a strong commitment to promoting equal access to employment for all groups in the
community. This week, we are emphasising especially Aboriginal groups and people with
disabilities. The Council would be aware that discrimination has hitherto existed in terms
of job opportunities, and we are taking all the steps that we can to address that problem.
Certainly, Aborigines and people with disabilities have experienced discrimination in
employment in both the public and private sectors.
In the case of the Aboriginal population, discrimination arises partly from a clash of
cultures and partly from factors affecting not just individuals but also families and
communities.
The Government is formulating action plans in the Public Service both for Aboriginal
people and for people with disabilities to ensure that these factors are overcome.
This is the third year of the implementation of the action plan for women in the Public
Service and that program is proceeding well. It is essential that in the implementation of
action plans for Aboriginal groups and for people with disabilities in the Public Service,
attention is given, firstly, to members of the disadvantaged group not being heavily
concentrated in the lower paid and low mobility categories of the Public Service; secondly,
to the removal of any unnecessary barriers to employment, such as over-prescriptive job
specifications and inflexible working conditions; thirdly, to freeing the work environment
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of unnecessary personal influence such as sexual harassment; and fourthly, to the provision
of training to all staffwith particular attention to addressing these inequalities.

PLANNING APPEAIS BOARD HEARING
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-I ask the Minister for Planning and
Environment whether it is a fact that on 29 September, the day before a Planning Appeals
Board hearing, he called in for his personal determination an appeal in respect of land at
U pwey which his predecessor had already ruled was not appropriate for Ministerial
intervention.
Is it further a fact that he did so without any planning advice to justify it, without any
opportunity being given to the parties affected to be heard by him, without giving any
reasons and in respect of land which the Planning Appeals Board had previously ruled
was appropriate for subdivision? Is he aware that his conduct was described before the
Planning Appeals Board as scandalous and a fraud? What were his reasons, if any, for
calling in the appeal?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-I am aware of
all the issues that Mr Hunt has raised. It is a pity that he did not read out more of Mr
Hooper's comments. Mr Hooperbehaved in a manner which did the traditions of the bar
no good. He made submissions that were blatantly political in nature and included the
comment that this was an indication that Labor Governments were on the skids. That is
a disgrace to the best traditions of the bar and in his abusive and highly political tone in
making the submission, he went far beyond the boundsThe Hon. M. A. Birrell-You will not let him join Labor lawyers.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-We know what you did to Michael Black; we know what
you do to impeccable Queen's Counsel. I am talking about one who failed to behave
impeccably.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-Because he criticised you?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-That is right, because he was making-The Hon. A. J. Hunt interjected.
t.

The Hon. J. H.&EN·NAN-Mr Hunt might not like it but Mr Hooper was making a
submission in. the place referred to by Mr Hunt about a subpoena that had been issued to
my private secretary, seeking files. The subpoena was engrossed on its back with the name
of a firm of private solicitors. It was signed by the Chairman of the Planning Appeals
Board.
The same point in a similar case had been determined in the Supreme Court by Mr
Justice South well who made a comment on the Planning Appeals Board acting in that
manner, that is, issuing what purported to be planning appeals documents on documents
that are engrossed by solicitors acting for one party. The same issue arose again. It was as
a result ofMr Justice Southwell's decision that I called in this appeal. Mr Hunt is wrong.
The Hon. A. J ~ Hunt interjected.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-My predecessor did not make a decision in the way that
Mr Hunt suggests. IfMr Hunt were to read Mr Justice Southwell's opinion, he would see
that circumstances had arisen whereby it was appropriate for this matter to be called in.
I certainly had representations from the shire and from parties affected. Certainly the
proponent of the scheme was advised in advance of my intention to call in the matter.
Certainly, if the ultimate decision is that the shire amends the planning scheme, further
application can then be made.
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However, what Mr Hunt has failed to understand and what he has failed to do is to read
thejudgment ofMr Justice Southwell. He has also failed to properly scrutinise the conduct
of this case before the Planning Appeals Board.
The matter is still before the Planning Appeals Board, and I await the recommendation
of the board before making a final judgment on it.

VICTORIAN YOUNG FARMERS MOVEMENT
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-The question I direct to the Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs relates to the Victorian Government's decision to severely
cut funding to the Victorian Young Farmers movement. In fact, the Government has
decided to reduce the funding from some $230 000 to about $200 000 this year.
Is the Minister aware that the young farmers movement is the most outstanding rural
youth movement that we have in Victoria and that the effect of this cut has meant that the
movement has had to retrench one of its area advisers in northern Victoria?

The Hon. B. A. Murphy interjected.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I am sure the young farmers in the province represented by
Mr Murphy are not too happy with the situation. I ask the Minister: in view of the need at
this time, when there is significant pressure in rural areas for the Victorian Young Farmers
movement to be strong, on what grounds can he justify the cut in this funding? Will he
review it and have discussions with the young farmers movement with the view to
restoring the grant to the level it was at previously?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I certainly do
not intend to review the decision. I do not know whether honourable members of this
House are aware that such an extraordinary amount of money has been made available
over the years to a group of that kind. It is an extraordinary amount ofmoney-$230 000which has been made as a grant for a number of years to the young farmers movement.
I make it quite clear that there are worthy causes of all kinds around the State, and I do
not mind asking honourable members to nominate a worthy cause which would like to
obtain a fraction of that sort of money made available to the young farmers.
The reality is that there has been a cut of some $30 000 in the gran.t to young farmers,
from about $229 000 to $200 000. I must say that I did not make this decision lightly. The
amount of money available is limited and there were certain other causes, particularly the
Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, which were in great need of an
extension to their funds. I had some discussions on this matter.
I say to Mr Dunn that I do not mind talking to the young farmers about what I have
done, and I do not mind asking them to account for what they do with the money that
they obtain. I must say that I received only one letter complaining about the cut, and that
was from the Young National Party.

POINT NEPEAN
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea Province)-Could the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands advise the House what progress has been made in the planning of Point
Nepean?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I thank the
honourable member for his question and for his interest in the area of Point Nepean
which, of course, is shared by Mr Hunt and Mr Birrell and, generally, by the people of
Victoria.
I am pleased to say that the planning process for this most important park-which will
follow the pattern adopted by the Government in terms of planning for all parks in
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Victoria, that is, that it will be dealt with along proper policy guidelines-is that there will
be a proper, open public process and the management plan will be decided after that public
process.
The department has employed a person to coordinate the planning process, a gentleman
called Graham McGregor, who did a fantastic job on the planning for the Grampians
National Park. He is in the information and data gathering stage and, in order to do that
in a way which the public would understand and appreciate, he has produced a brochure
entitled, "Point Nepean: You Can Help Plan Its Future".
The brochure has been widely distributed to community groups and has called for a
registration of interest, or written submissions, from the public. However, realising also
that there are many members of the public who do not want to or cannot make written
submissions, Graham McGregor is available at his office at Dromana.
The Hon. N. B. Reid-He is a very good officer, too.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-He is, Mr Reid. Mr McGregor is available at Dromana and
Sorrento each week so that people can drop in and discuss the brochure with him. The ·
response of the public to the brochure, which will form the basis for the plan, has been
encouraging.
During October and November those submissions will be built into a draft management
plan, which will be available in its final form next year, Next year will also see funds
coming on stream from the Commonwealth Government.
I look forward to celebrating with honourable members the opening of what I believe
will be one of the most important bicentennial projects in 1988.

CONSULTANCY ARRANGEMENTS WITHIN THE
DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION, FORESTS AND LANDS
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-I direct my question to the Minister
for Conservation, Forests and Lands and also congratulate her on what the Government
has done at Point Nepean. My question follows up the question asked by Mr Hallam
relating to the Auditor-General's report and the $156 000 worth of consultancy fees incurred
by the Department. of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
I have heard the' Minister'S answer to Mr Hallam's question, but I ask: what are the
names of the two consultants involved?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I shall have
to take the question on notice and check the names of the consultants.

RESPONSIBILITIES OF COMPANY DIRECTORS
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I direct my question to the
Attorney-General and refer to an interview to which I listened with some interest yesterday
on the Michael Schildberger program in which the Attorney-General stated that he was
considering changes to the laws regarding the extension of existing responsibilities of
company directors to shareholders for decisions taken to include responsibility for
employees and the general public.
In view of the tremendous effects that unions have on the general public, will the
Attorney-General extend the legislation to include senior executives of unions as well?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I thank Mr Evans for listening with
such interest to my comments on that program. In practice, company directors exercise a
wide range of responsibilities on a day-to-day basis, and those responsibilities are not just
to shareholders, which is the only legal requirement, but also to their employees, customers,
creditors and the environment.
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My concern has been to ensure that the law is brought into conformity with that reality,
a cause which I am advancing in the Ministerial Council on Companies and Securities,
which will at least allow company directors to take a range of other responsibilities in
which they are currently involved in a modem corporation-which in many respects is a
social institution as well as an economic institution as Berle and Means pointed out in
their book, The Modern Corporation and Private Property, as long ago as 1932. If Mr
Evans is interested in that area I suggest that he read their book.

KOROROIT CREEK
The Hon. D. E. HENSHA W (Geelong Province)-I address my question to the Minister
for Planning and Environment. Every time I travel between the province that I represent
and Parliament House, I drive over Kororoit Creek. Consequently, I ask the Minister:
what steps have the Environment Protection Authority taken recently to improve the
quality of water in Kororoit Creek?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-Kororoit Creek
is an important western suburbs waterway. Historically its quality has been poor due to
industrial and urban development in the catchment of that area. Improvements in water
quality have been achieved in the middle reaches of the creek, but severe problems exist
in the lower reaches around Altona. The creek receives significant industrial waste
discharges from petrochemical companies in the Altona petrochemical complex.
The Environment Protection Authority has been concerned for some time about these
discharges. Biological surveys of the creek indicate that, upstream of the discharges, water
quality and biological life are typical of urban streams, but downstream the water quality
is poor and the stream is essentially sterile.
The strategy of the Environment Protection Authority is for the discharges to be
connected to the sewerage system no later than 1993, but In the meantime the authority
has been concerned to achieve improvements in effluent quality. The refinery is considering
early connection to the sewer but the other companies have been opposed to an early
connection to sewerage and they have not been happy about the upgrading of the effluent
quality in the meantime.
Licence amendments will require improvements and these amendments will be made
shortly. One company, Compol-Commercial Polymers-has been reusing its effluent on
site. I was pleased to visit that company last Friday afternoon and to receive the handover
of its licence to discharge wastes into the Kororoit Creek.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-Did you have a drink of water?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-There was one dead sheep there but we were assured that
that was not because it had been drinking water that had been recycled.
As a result of those innovations, the company is now recycling 86 per cent of its waste
water and the remainder is being used to irrigate pasture, and there is an urban forest.
I inspected a red gum that had been planted by the Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs, and true to his style, it was growing well and was well over six feet. However, it
had been attacked-as is the habit with eucalypts at this time of the year-to some extent
with scale infestation-unlike the Minister-but it is in a generally healthy and prosperous
condition in this urban forest. I do not know whether they had any chemicals at the plant
with which they could spray the "Walker" tree. I was happy to plant a couple of new trees
in pre-dug holes, which was a new experience.
I congratulate Compol for the work it has done. I was happy to receive back its licence
and note that it was the first of the companies to stop discharging into Kororoit Creek. I
hope that that will provide a lead for other companies in the Altona complex to do the
same in the next two years.

614

COUNCIL

22 October 1986

Questions without Notice

ARMY DEPOT LAND
The Hon. J. G. MILES (Templestowe Province)-I refer the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands to the repeated promises made in this House last year that the Federal
Government will replace the Hinders Park parkland lost to the National Tennis Centre
with the Swan Street Army Depot. I also refer to an answer she gave which was reported
in Hansard on 8 October in which she said:
These negotiations are proceeding satisfactorily but they are not yet completed.

I further refer to statements made at a recent Victorian Cricket Association meeting that
the said Swan Street Army Depot was definitely going to be used for cricket pitches to
replace the ones lost in Royal Park, and also to a statement by another delegate that this
land was to be used for running tracks for the Victorian Athletic Association Inc. I
therefore ask the Minister: is the Swan Street Army Depot land to be used for three
different purposes, because apparently three different bodies believe this is so, and will she
give an unequivocal undertaking that the Swan Street Army Depot will be transferred for
use as replacement parkland? Can the Minister give a definite idea when negotiations will
be completed?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I thank the
honourable member for his question. My answer remains the same as that on 8 October.
Negotiations on the Swan Street depot area and the general replacement of parkland
related to the National Tennis Centre complex are proceeding well.

CHILDREN'S DIVORCE OF PARENTS
The Hon. J. L DIXON (Boronia Province)-My question is directed to the Minister for
Community Services. Since I have returned from overseas I have seen numerous reports
in the media about the provisions in legislation which enable children to divorce their
parents. Could the Minister state what these provisions are and how they are administered?
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-I thank Mrs Dixon for her
question and her interest in what is obviously a contentious subject in the community.
Section 34 (1) of the Community Welfare Services Act enablesAny person having the care and custody of a child who believes that there is a substantial and presently
irreconcilable difference between himself and the child to such an extent that his care and custody of the child
are likely to be seriously disrupted and any child who believes that there is such a difference between himselfand
any person having his care and custody may make an application to be called an "irreconcilable difference
application" to a Children's Court for an order. ..

That provision is known as an irreconcilable difference application. The provision was
introduced in 1978 and was proclaimed in January 1982. It replaced the uncontrollable
child provision in the legislation. The change-and a very sensible and progressive change
it was-was in recognition of the fact that on rare occasions both parents and childrenpredominantly adolescent children-are in such conflict that they want an external arbiter
to make a decision about the future direction to be taken regarding the care of the child.
Although it is usually parents who avail themselves of the provision of the Act,
occasionally adolescents do so as well. Approximately ten or a dozen adolescents each
year go to the court under that provision of the Act. The aim of the legislation, as well as
the services provided by the Children's Court and Community Services Victoria is to keep
families together wherever possible.
Amendments to the Children's Court Act have been passed which will require
compulsory conferences to occur before the applications go before a court hearing. However,
I assure honourable members that the use of the word "divorce" is misleading and
sensational because the court makes every effort towards achieving reconciliation in those
circumstances.
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Most of the cases that end up before the court generally involve serious problems.
Decisions about transferring guardianship from parents to the State are obviously never
taken lightly; they are the most serious of decisions. However, in the majority of cases,
over time and with proper counselling, some kind of reconciliation between these children
and parents is usually effected.

PUBLIC BODIES REVIEW COMMITTEE
Tobacco marketing and quota bodies
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province) presented reports from the Public
Bodies Review Committee on the Tobacco Leaf Marketing Board, the Tobacco Quota
Committee and the Tobacco Quota Appeals Tribunal together with an appendix, an
extract from the proceedings and minutes of evidence.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I move:
That they be laid on the table, and that the reports, appendix and extract from the proceedings be printed.

I direct the attention of honourable members to the excellent and well researched reports
and congratulate those members of the committee who put in an enormous amount of
time to understand and come to grips with a most complex industry, and in drawing up
the reports that have been presented to Parliament.
The motion was agreed to.

NATIONAL COMPANIES AND SECURITIES COMMISSION
Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd and Elders IXL Ltd
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-By leave, I move:
That there be laid before this House a copy of the report of the National Companies and Securities Commission
entitled "The Cross Investments between the Broken Hill Proprietary Company Ltd and Elders IXL Ltd".

The motion was agreed to.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General) presented the report in compliance with
the foregoing order.
It was ordered that the report be laid on the table.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT
National Companies and Securities Commission
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I wish to make a Ministerial statement.
The report just tabled relates to the cross investments between Broken Hill Proprietary
Co. Ltd and Elders IXL Ltd. As honourable members will be aware, this major report has
now been tabled in the Federal Parliament and it deals with the circumstances surrounding
purchases of BHP shares by Elders and purchases by BHP of Elders N.V. convertible
bonds and Elders IXL Ltd preference shares.
As the report notes, these purchases involve very substantial amounts of money and
were "the largest transactions ever conducted involving the securities of Australian public
companies and were of a size to attract international attention".
There was a great deal of interest expressed in the press about these cross investments.
It was suggested that there could have been breaches of the companies legislation, and, on
14 April 1986, the National Companies and Securities Commission announced that it
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would hold a public hearing into the circumstances of the transaction "to ensure that the
market is fully informed and to establish whether the conduct of the parties was acceptable".
The commission sat for some 30 days to hear evidence from witnesses and to take
documentary evidence. In addition, there were a number oflegal challenges in the Victorian
Supreme Court, the Federal Court and the High Court about the conduct of the hearing
by the commission, including some attempts to prevent the hearing from continuing.
Those attempts were unsuccessful.
On 8 July the National Companies and Securities Commission announced that it did
not intend to declare that any aspect of the transactions constituted unacceptable conduct
under section 60 of the Companies (Acquisition of Shares) Code.
The report has been tabled in the Commonwealth Parliament, and I do not intend to
comment on the findings of facts set out in the report. However, the report makes some
suggestions for law reform and I wish to address some remarks and urge the House to take
an interest in these issues which are offundamental importance.
As to directors' duties, the commission examined in great depth the decisions made by
the directors of Broken Hill Proprietory Co. Ltd and Elders IXL Ltd in relation to the
transactions, and the commission indicates in its report that the assessment of whether
the directors had acted properly in the exercise of their powers and discharge of their
duties had been one of its most difficult tasks because it required assessing the primary
motives of substantial objectives of the directors, which is the required legal test for
assessing the propriety of a board's conduct. It is suggested that because of the uncertainty
produced by such assessments, which revolved primarily around subjective factors in the
law relating to directors' duties, the law on directors' duties should be reviewed with a
view to finding a test that places more emphasis on objective factors rather than on the
subjective motivations of directors.
In my view, that suggestion merits serious consideration. Given the importance oflarge
corporations in the Australian economy, it is essential that there be an effective means of
scrutinising the actions of directors. The commission correctly points out that the
limitations of the law as it stands deters the average shareholder or private litigant from
challenging the propriety of board decisions. The commission referred to the American
model. I support the referral of this issue to the Companies and Securities Law Review
Committee for further investigation.
The commission addressed the fundamental question of insider trading. It found that
there had been no contravention of section 128 of the Securities Industry Code prohibiting
insider trading. However, the commission noted that provisions relating to insider trading
are extremely complex. On Monday of this week, the commission released a consultative
paper by Dr Phillip Anisman on insider trading legislation in Australia which outlines the
issues and alternatives. The inadequacy of the present provisions has been recognised for
some years. Insider trading is understood to exist in the Australian market. Nothing would
damage the market more or undermine the confidence of investors more than inadequate
insider trading laws.
The consultative paper suggests steps in the right direction, including more clear
identification of insider trading, heavier penalties and greater compensation for those who
suffer loss. In that area, there is no such thing as a "free lunch". There is no such thing as
a gain other than at someone else's expense, and it is clear that those who suffer losses
through insider trading should have adequate compensation arrangements made.
It is interesting that the Securities and Exchange Commission in Washington is now
following up on what may turn out to be a parallel, according to a recent article in the
United States of America Business Week magazine, to the Levine insider trading scam
which netted insider trading some $11 million or $12 million. Therefore, that will be given
close attention at the Ministerial Council on this issue.
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An issue of equal and related importance is the matter of information gathering overseas.
Honourable members will be aware that some countries, such as Switzerland, have strong
secrecy laws, and the commission found that one matter it was pursuing reached a dead
end somewhere in Europe. In recent months, provisions have been discussed for the
establishment of unilateral, bilateral and multilateral information sharing between
countries. The United States of America has concluded an arrangement with Switzerland,
and that was used in cracking the Levine seam.
The international information sharing arrangements must be negotiated as a matter of
urgency and the International Association of Securities Organisations is examining that.
The report deals with the issue of responses to stock exchange queries. At the time of
the transactions considered in the report, there was considerable concern that investors
were not informed of important aspects of the transactions at the first possible opportunity.
That is a serious issue because if we are to have a free capital market and if we are to
encourage private investors on a greater level, there must be a feeling that everyone has as
much access as possible to equal information at the relevant time.
The commission indicates that the responses from BHP to stock exchange queries were
""reasonable under the circumstances" but that an announcement by Elders IXL Ltd was
""in part misleading". Despite that, the commission found that no significant damage was
suffered by investors and legal action was not warranted.
The commission suggested some changes to the law on a company's duty in reporting
on stock exchange queries. I fully endorse the commission's comment that confidence of
investors in the market is dependent to a large degree on the trustworthiness of the
information supplied to the market, especially information provided on stock exchange
queries.
I support the thrust of the commission's report that all relevant information be supplied
to the market at the earliest possible time. The report highlights the need for law reform
in that area to ensure that desirable practices take place.
The report also indicates that the commission may presently be unable to exercise its
powers solely for the purpose of generally fulfilling its responsibilities for policy or
administration of company law and regulation of the securities industry. The commission
suggests that its function should be as close as possible to the functions set out in the
formal agreement. I will support any amendment to the legislation that is needed to
overcome the possible limitations imrosed on the commission by the High Court's recent
decision of this year in Broken Hi! Proprietary Co. Ltd. v. National Companies and
Securities Commission.
I will also support the commission's suggestion that restrictions on its power to publish
reports of its inquiries be lifted. As the commission notes, "publicity has been said to be
the raison d'etre of the United States of America's Securities and Exchange Commission",
and there is no reason why this should not also be said of the Australian National
Companies and Securities Commission.
Bringing to light sharp practices, exposing breaches of the legislation or showing publicly
that no breach has occurred in a particular case can do much to promote trust and
consequently investment in securities markets.
Finally, I shall comment on the role of the courts. This whole episode is highlighted by
the fact that more than twenty court cases arose from one inquiry. The present structureas I have said on other occasions and will repeat again at a seminar in Sydney next weekprovides too much scope for litigation to the courts.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-Barristers' banquet!
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-Certainly, there was a stage during the early months of this
year where it was difficult for some parties to gain access to senior counsel because so
many of them were tied up with these actions and related actions with conflicts of interest
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and so on. At one stage, even the commission itself had a restricted choice of counsel
because all the senior counsel had been tied up for some time, some from late last year
onwards. As much as I look forward to a successful return to practice at the bar, that
situation cannot be tolerated in the public's interest. Other fields of work, no doubt, will
provide ample opportunity for those concerned.
In its editorial of 20 October, the Australian Financial Review stated that the report
should be treated as the start of the debate and not the final word on a rather messy piece
of Australian corporate history. The editorial indicated that if the challenge is not taken
up, the regulators and corporate players will surely bungle their way into another mess
and the present bandaid approach to corporate law reform will again show its weakness.
I agree with that comment and I hope that the business community, legislators, regulators
and all those interested in company and securities law in Australia give the report the
detailed consideration and public discussion it deserves.
As I indicated in Hobart last weekend, wide corporate reform is required, and, as the
Australian Financial Review indicated, these matters should be seen as the start and not
the end of the debate. I thank the House for listening to my somewhat protracted comments.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-I move:
That the report and related Ministerial statement be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

The motion was agreed to.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Management and Budget Department-Report and financial statements for the year 1985-86.
Police Complaints Authority-Report pursuant to section 861 (2) of the Police Regulation Act 1958.

On the motion of the Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province), it was ordered
that the reports tabled by the Clerk be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

RURAL RESEARCH
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-I move:
That this House calls on the Government to reorganise and extend the Department of Agriculture's role in the
field of rural research to give it a greater capacity to meet the growing demands of farming industries whose
producers must remain at the forefront of new techniques, developments and efficiency to survive into the future.

This is an important and, to a degree, technical subject, that needs to be brought to the
attention of both the Government and the House. The Victorian farming sector has hard
pressed farmers who are in need of top quality, proven advice that can come only from
adequate research and a Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs that is given the
capacity, firstly, to undertake the research and, secondly, to be able to provide the extension
and advice to ensure that the research and its benefits flow to the farming community.
I am referring to a cooperative effort between the farming community and the
Government and between research personnel and the Government. Unfortunately, rural
research in Victoria has declined alarmingly. Government involvement through the
Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs in research has been reduced continually and
I shall demonstrate later in figures that are contained in several reports, including that of
the Rural Economics Study by Professor Lloyd, that the department's role in research has
been reduced continually.
Staff levels in the field of rural research have been cut at a time when it can be least
afforded. Confidence among researchers has declined and morale has slipped. Existing
staff in research divisions are stretched to the limit. Unfortunately, the Department of
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Agriculture and Rural Affairs is no longer able to meet the expectations of it in the field of
rural research.
Private sector research is directed towards more commercial prospects and that point
needs to be made of DARATECH-Daratech Pty Ltd-the commercial organisation
established by the Government in which the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs
places so much hope for the future. Its private sector involvement concentrates on fairly
immediate commercial prospects.
The public sector's research divisions are affected by deteriorating employment prospects
for agricultural science graduates particularly and many agricultural science graduates and
science graduates who want work in this field are unemployed. Instead, they are working
in a range of occupations elsewhere when they could be well used to great benefit in aiding
agricultural industries.
Student entry into agricultural science has remained static and although entry marks
required for entry into other fields of training have increased dramatically, the entry marks
into agricultural science have remained static; in other words, lesser qualified people are
being attracted into this field. Because of these problems Victoria may well lose some of
its bright future science graduates and some of the research personnel already working in
departments, and this would be a tragedy.
Public sector research has become ingrown-promotion is based largely on publication,
as highlighted by Mr McCausland in an excellent report to which I shall refer later,
Increasing the Benefit to Victoria, a report on State-funded research and development
which points to the fact that promotion is based on publications and not on the value or
the application of research projects in the field.
There is inadequate user control on research priorities. User boards do not exist
sufficiently to direct and steer projects. User boards are boards made up of people who are
likely to benefit from research and there are too few of those with too little input into
research, so that often research is headed in directions that may not necessarily directly
benefit those who would expect to benefit from it.
Victoria is being given a major push into the area of marketing by the Department of
Agriculture and Rural Affairs. This is a growth area of the department and emphasis is
being placed on it by the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. Today, I ask the
Minister to reconsider the very important role of his department in research and to
develop a cooperative research effort using innovative and resourceful farmers alongside
talented research people whom the State has already and who should be attracted to the
service.
I am talking today about trying to improve the situation in the State and to develop a
cooperative farmer and departmental joint project. Farmers are eager to improve their
production and to improve the quality of their production. They are hungry for advice.
They are determined to try new methods. Never before have I witnessed such a realisation
among farmers of the need to continually examine their operations, to continually research
and extend themselves and to improve their efficiency and their production.
The point I make is that there is a danger that the Department of Agriculture and Rural
Affairs will be left behind because farmers are moving well ahead of the department in
developing methods and in research to meet these challenges. Really, the department
should be leading the farmers. Historically, that has probably never been the case but at
least the department needs to have the capacity to be right up there with it.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-For clarification, do you mean that historically the department
has never led?
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-Historically, farmers have led the field in innovation,
particularly, and in the development of machinery and methods, and that situation exists
today. I am deeply concerned that there is a feeling among Victoria's farmers that the
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department is lagging well behind them. In some cases the department is lagging three or
four years behind the innovations of farmers who are working on their properties and
developing techniques and methods. The department's information is being regarded as
outdated and the advice that is offered sometimes is less than satisfactory.
I shall use one example to demonstrate this point. I have recently been developing the
use of deep tillage on my property as a method of soil conservation. It has much application
in the Mallee. Honourable members may have visited Ross Hercott's property at Swan
Hill which is doing similar work, basically designed to overcome salinity. This theory was
developed by P. A. Yeomans in the 1950s and various other soil scientists at the time. It
was designed to break up the hard pan soils that develop through continual cultivation to
allow the penetration of moisture to be stored in the ground and to be utilised for crops
and pasture at a later date.
I sought advice from the department in regard to the development of this technique. I
consulted the most up-to-date document that was available to me, which was entitled,
Changing Research and Extension Priorities in North Western Victoria. The document
was released in 1985. It discussed aspects of what farmers were already undertaking,
particularly tighter cropping rotations. There is a reference in the document to deep tillage.
It is a recognised soil conservation measure that is being developed to aid salinity control.
I believe it will also aid moisture retention to assist in tighter cropping rotations. The
document states:
Although a limited amount of deep ripping to break up plough pans is being carried out, the extent of this
problem is not known.

That is the most up-to-date research document on cropping techniques in north-western
Victoria. What is the department doing in this area and in relation to that technique, let
alone many others that are being adopted?
This serves as an example of the need for the department to consider where it is going
in research, the development techniques and working in a cooperative way. This part of
the department involves almost 300 employees in the field of rural research centres. They
include the Agricultural Engineering Centre at Werribee, the Animal and Irrigated Pasture
Institute at Kyabram, the Animal Research Institute at Werribee, the Attwood Institute of
Veterinary Research in Westmeadows, the Dairy Research Institute at Ellinbank, the
Gilbert Chandler Research Institute at Werribee, the Horticultural Research Institute at
Knoxfield, the Irrigation Research Institute at Tatura, the Mallee Research Station at
Walpeup, the Plant Research Institute at Burnley, regional veterinary laboratories at
Bairnsdale, Benalla, Bendigo, Hamilton and Ruthergien, the State Chemistry Laboratory
in Melbourne, the Sunraysia Horticultural Research Institute at Irymple, the Tobacco
Research Institute at Myrtleford, the Veterinary Research Institute at Parkville, and the
Victorian Crops Research Institute at Horsham.
Almost 300 highly paid technical employees are working at those institutes in Victoria.
It is a significant part of the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. It is vital to the
future of agriculture in Victoria that those institutes and centres have the capacity to fulfill
their expectations.
Many of those centres have lost staff. It has been detailed before that, in 1984-85, there
was a loss of 121 staff from that area in Victoria and, unfortunately, many of them were
from the research area. Industry services lost 22 staff, animal research lost 25 staff, plant
research lost 28 staff and plant standards, veterinary field services and adminstrative
support accounted for the remaining losses.
There was a further reduction of 20 positions in 1985-86. Some of those losses were
again in the veterinary health area. The Dairy Research Institute at Ellinbank, as I said
earlier, experienced cuts, like other institutes, which severely limited the important work
that it was doing. The institute deals with practical farming issues associated with grassland
dairying in high rainfall areas. Its work was directly limited by those staff cuts.
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It is unthinkable that those staff cuts should be undertaken at important centres at a
time when rural industries are under considerable pressure. One may ask why the
Government should be involved in rural research. I am not saying that it is a total
Government responsibility, but it is a shared responsibility. The key feature is that
commercial interests and the private sector relate to areas where substantial benefits can
be captured and used.

Important research and developmental work has been carried out in that way, and it
will continue, but there are important and vital areas that must be picked up by the
Government because they have more obscure benefits. The returns on that type of research
may be farther down the track and not attractive to commercial interests for development.
Government involvement is important and needs to be a major direction of the
Government.
Victoria has suffered dramatically by a reduction in research funds. I understand from
figures that have been provided to me that this State experienced a 31 per cent cut in real
terms in research funding between 1976 and 1985. It is an issue that concerns a number of
Governments. It is the most serious reduction in research funding of any State in Australia.
Although the present Government has taken efforts in its last Budget to develop the
technology ofDARA TECH, it has continued to allow a drain offunds and personnel from
the research field to occur.
An interesting agricultural science symposium on rural research was held recently.
The Hon. F. S. Grimwade-I went to it.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-Did you hear the bit about Dad and Dave?
The Hon. F. S. Grimwade-Yes, and I laughed.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I do not know whether the Minister has heard it. It went like
this:
Kent and his advisers shared the same view that the interests of rural production and rural life are not the
same. I can remember once interviewing Kent about egg prices. I call him Dad in the piece, but the adviser who
answered all the questions I called Dave. Dave was one of those alienated types of whom there are many in the
bush. He was uncomfortable with large producers and the Department of Agriculture, and he did not like what
was happening to the towns and cities or rural Victoria. He and Dad brought the hidebound conservatism of
rural Victoria to a new peak of perfection.
The real Dad and Dave were not very impressed by productivity either, you'll recall.
In any case, after the election, if my memory serves me right, Dad was put out to pasture. I'm not sure what
happened to Dave, and Evan Walker arrived fresh from building skyscrapers in the heart of Melbourne. His job
was not to look after rural productivity. Rather, and here I may have to apologize to Professor Lloyd, it was to
hose down the rural revolt. With the help of an inquiry, and the newly constituted Office of Rural Affairs, plus a
newly articulate approach to discussions with farm leaders, Walker has done what I'm sure the Cain Government
thinks is a very good job.

I thought that was worth repeating and I am sure the Minister appreciates that analogy.
The Hon. F. S. Grimwade-The only part you missed out-and I wrote this down was that they referred to Mr Kent as a "shellbacked fossil".
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-Yes, that was in the quote but I exercised some discretion and
left it out, but I thank Mr Grimwade for that addition.
I sought information from the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs about what
was going on in the field of research and I must admit that I was disappointed that a
barrier was placed in front of me. In fact, my letter arrived at these research institutes and,
soon after, maybe the next day, a telex was received by them from the Minister's office
saying, ""Do not cooperate with Dunn, do not give him any information." I have letters
from many of the institutes here and this is what they have said to me-and I will not
quote which ones they are: "Upon receipt of the telex from the Minister for Agriculture
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and Rural Affairs, I am unable to inform you directly of my concern. However, I suggest
you contact ... "
I had a similar letter from another departmental person at one of the research institutes
stating:
I have been advised that a coordinated reply to your letter will be prepared by Assistant Director General
McLaughlin and I trust this will provide the required information.

Other letters received were along the same line. When I sought to obtain information in
regard to rural research, the Minister telexed all his research centres in Victoria telling
them not to cooperate and, frankly, I find that to be a deplorable situation.
I am the National Party agriculture spokesman and if I cannot have the opportunity of
talking to and obtaining information from research centres throughout Victoria, it is a
poor state of affairs. I asked the Minister about this in the House on 22 April this year and
he told me, in reply, that if I wanted to talk to these people, I should inform him first but
he stood by the fact that his department had sent out a telex to stop me from talking to
these people.
Surely we are above that sort of thing. Surely I am allowed to go to the Victorian Crops
Research Institute at Horsham without first receiving permission from the Minister.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-When I was in opposition, I always went first to the Minister
before I went anywhere else. That is a reasonable approach.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-The Minister did that as a matter of courtesy? Does he stand
by his decision to telex the regional research centres-all the research centres in Victoriatelling them not to provide any advice to me? Because that is what he did!
The Hon. E. H. Walker-I am happy to let them know that your request will come
through me and then you will be facilitated.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-The situation was that I wanted that information direct from
them and I was told that I could get a coordinated reply from the head office of the
department and, frankly, I did not ask for that; I did not want that.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Start with me next time.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I shall now examine employment in agriculture and research
and see what is happening. Some of the material presented at the symposium was of great
value. It included statistics from one Victorian university, which was not named, showing
that of the 45 agricultural science graduates last year, only 33 per cent had obtained
employment in traditional agricultural science professions by April this year. Although 47
per cent were employed either full-time or part-time in jobs such as labouring, driving or
waitressing, the remaining 20 per cent had no paying employment, and were registered
with the Commonwealth Employment Service as being available for full-time or part-time
employment. I shall read a portion of the material that was presented:
Comparisons of graduates from two consecutive years at a Victorian university shows an alarmingly high
percentage of agricultural science graduates are still seeking employment in April following the year that they
graduated.

The Hon. L. A. McArthur-How does that compare with other faculties?
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-I can give details on those figures. In 1984, for instance, the
percentage of graduates seeking employment in April were: agricultural science-44 per
cent; other faculties-12 per cent. In 1985, agricultural science was 23 per cent and other
faculties 7 per cent.
The general trend has been to reduce the marks required for entry into agricultural
science courses. Unfortunately, higher school certificate marks for entry into the various
faculties show that agricultural science is static at about 260, the science mark is about
300, the arts score is approximately 312 and veterinary science is 360.
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Therefore, the marks for other faculties have surged ahead. They are also attractin~ a
higher quality of entrant and, frankly, they are stealing the cream that we should be tryIng
to channel into agricultural science so that, in the long term at least, the State will benefit.
The Hon. F. S. Grimwade-At the symposium, those figures were slightly qualified and
I will mention that later.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN-That would be appreciated. Staff losses have increased and the
general morale of staff in the research field has declined, and this is just one of the reasons.
Professor Lloyd also presented a paper at that symposium and I have his Rural Economic
Study Committee report in which he further details the serious loss of direction in regard
to research.
He said that if one examines the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs recurrent
expenditure directed from all sources into research as against funds directed to extension
services, measured on an indice of, say, 100, one finds that, taking the figure of 100 in
1976-77, the figure for research in 1984-85 had dropped to 76 and, so far as the figures for
extension services are concerned, commencing at that 100 indice again in 1976-77 it had
declined to 64 in 1984-85.
Although Professor Lloyd says there had been a severe cut in staff-and that was
expected-some of that had been arrested. Over a couple of years, major cuts were
imposed. The 1·5 per cent per annum productivity factor, which is still applied to the
Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs, will continue to ensure that there is a drain
and inadequate improvement in staffing levels required in the area of research.
Professor Lloyd showed that there was a significant community benefit from money
spent on research. Cost benefit studies that he has undertaken and studies undertaken
overseas show returns ranging from, typically, 20 per cent to 80 per cent in the field of
rural research, so that is a return on the money that the Government has spent that comes
back as a benefit to the State.
Professor Lloyd's report, which I am sure the Minister has read in detail, outlines the
serious drain that has occurred, I hope the Minister has examined this matter closely. On
page 145, the table shows the decline in the recurrent expenditure both towards research
and extension services. He says that there is quite a clear and identifiable role for
Government research and he says that the research should take three forms.
At page 141, Professor Lloyd states:
Government involvement in research may take any of three forms. The first is the establishment of the
economic and legal climate to encourage both basic and applied agricultural research when it is in the community's
interest. Taxation concessions and policies are an example of Government setting the economic climate; patent
and licensing laws, such as the proposed plant variety rights legislation, is an example of setting the legal climate.
Second, the Government may fund research directly from the public purse. This is justified mainly in the case of
public goods. Third, the Government can collect levies from industry to finance research into that industry.

Professor Lloyd then lists three forms of research: basic research, applied research and
developmental research in which Governments can become involved. Professor Lloyd
referred to the staffing ratios, and his recommendations were clear and need urgent action.
On page 149 of his report, Professor Lloyd recommends:
That the research effort be increased where possible by making savings in other areas.
That a high priority be given to reviewing and possibly reducing DARA's regulatory activities.
That DARA continue to phase out those extension activities which could be provided by the private sector.
That the quality of research (and other activities) be maintained and improved through more rigorous and
comprehensive project selection procedures, and by enhanced opportunities for staff training and development.
That in the long run, increased funding for research be obtained from industry levies.

Although I do not agree with all the recommendations, the industries themselves do not
shirk the need for their contribution towards research and the development of their
product.
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I now turn to what I believe to be one of the most outstanding documents on this area
of rural research that has come to my attention, and that is the paper delivered at the 1984
C. J. Latrobe Memorial Lecture by I. P. McCausland, who at that stage was the Director
of the Regional Veterinary Laboratory at Bairnsdale. I commend that paper to anyone
who is interested in rural research.
Mr McCausland had some telling things to say about what is happening in the field of
rural research. He said that most bright, young graduates interested in research often find
their way into Government-funded research institutes; in fact, the proportion of research
performed in Government institutes is 45 per cent; in universities it is 31 per cent and in
industry it is 23 per cent. A massive portion of research is conducted in Government
institutes.
Mr McCausland said that the bright, young scientists who have the potential to be a
catalyst for new Australian export industries are working in Government institutes.
Unfortunately, promotional opportunities are not designed to encourage these young
scientists to become involved in industry application of the research that has been carried
out. The young scientists are more involved in internal promotion through the publication
of papers and so on in their names, which may have an obscure, direct benefit to agricultural
industries.
Mr McCausland recommended that specific research goals within departmental priority
programs be set at the institute level after discussions between researchers and users of
research. It is important to note that the users of research results should at least be
consulted and have a role to play in deciding which research is undertaken and in what
direction it should head.
Mr McCausland said that all research projects at each institute should be reviewed for
quality and relevance each year because some research projects do get off the rails. He said
that reviews should be carried out at a personal level by users and scientists working
externally of the institute and that a minimum amount of paperwork should be generated.
There is a need for user influence. So far as researchers are concerned there is no credit
for working closely with industry. Promotion by paper is the major motivating force for
researchers.
Mr McCausland said that a long list of publications is of great benefit to a scientist
wishing to transfer to another research organisation. The promotion by publication system
is so strong and so entrenched in the science career structure that it can be considered an
important factor in the research and development gap which currently exists in both
Australia and in some other parts of the world. That is an area that the Minister must
examine in conjunction with the scientists and research officers of his department.
Farmers and other industry organisations in Australia are now very much aware of the
need to influence the direction of research, and are saying so publicly. Those involved in
the farming industries want to get involved; they want to have a say in the research that is
being undertaken. They want to ensure that the work is reviewed regularly for relevance,
and they are prepared to play their part by implementing levies and providing funds so
long as the money is spent properly.
Mr McCausland also said that user boards need to be established. At present there are
no user boards in many of the research fields. User boards involve not only the researchers
but also the people at whom the research is directed. Such user boards should involve the
practical people.
Mr McCausland also said that State-funded applied research and development institutes
should be required to earn part of their running costs. A number of institutes have
developed projects that have had a commercial application which has provided running
costs for those institutes and the Government. Ifresearch institutes had to at least examine
providing some of their funds for their work it would ensure that their research was kept
well in tune with the needs of particular industries. That is an important point and one
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that the Minister should consider in depth because it forms the basis for future Government
action in this field.
Today, in reasonably brief terms, I have tried to present some directions for the
Government to examine to determine the inadequacy of the research that is at present
available and being undertaken. It is clear in the examination I have undertaken in this
field that there are excellent people involved in research institutes and centres. However,
there is a great danger that their morale and confidence is declining because of the lack of
importance that the Government is prepared to place on the research. There is also a view
that to some extent the research is ingrown and needs the involvement of user boards and
us·er groups and a regular assessment of the work that is being done.
There is a grave need for young, bright science graduates to be encouraged into the
universities and from there into departmental work. The agricultural sector is prepared to
play its part by working cooperatively to ensure that research assists the agricultural sector
as much as it assists the economy of the State and the nation.
The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs is losing its relevance in the farming
community because it has been hogtied and unable to keep pace with the demands that
have been placed on it. The department is unable to meet the expectations of the farming
community and is often talked about in a derogatory way. That is both alarming and
disappointing.
I hope the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs will ensure that the Government
re-establishes the department and rebuilds the regard that should exist for its work. The
community sees the department as a little irrelevant in the area of research. We are
prepared to cooperate. The department should be a vital feature, iffarmers in the State are
to survive in the future.
On the motion of the Hon. L. A. McARTHUR (Nunawading Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

SCHOOLS IN THE 1990s
The debate (adjourned from September 17) was resumed on the motion of the Hon.
Haddon Storey (East Yarra Province):
That this House condemns the Government for its handling of the document Taking Schools into the 19905
and calls upon the Minister for Education to reassure Government schools, especially primary schools, that the
principles set out in the document will not be imposed upon them against their will.

The Hon. F. S. GRIMW ADE (Central Highlands Province)-On the motion, my
colleague, Mr Storey, very ably spoke of a number of fears and frustrations that people
involved in the world of education have with the document, Taking Schools into the
1990s. He began by saying that the timeframe allowed for the response to the circulation
of the document was hopelessly inadequate because it was less than a few weeks.
That then led to the general feeling that the Government had arrogantly circulated the
document with the pretence of consultation. The Government did not allow enough time
for consideration of the comments that filtered back.
Mr Storey continued at length to raise a number of fears and comments expressed by
schools, teachers, committees and parents about the document. He also dealt with the
devolution of decision making, which is the main thrust of the document. He raised the
question that the document discusses devolution of decision making in some detail but
does not address accountability of schools in the fullest sense.
He pointed out that although schools will have the ability to make decisions, they do
not know to whom they report or from whom they obtain help and assistance. The
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document fails to mention children's needs and this is the gravest error in the document
entitled, Taking Schools into the 1990s.
I shall not summarise all the speeches that have already been made but I shall comment
on Mr Sandon's response. He mentioned four separate aspects. He said that consultation
did occur and is occuring. Well, that is his point of view. He stressed that the document
was circulated for comment and that it was not, as it were, a fait accompli.
Mr Sandon assured the House that the Minister would take no pre-emptive action in
this matter although all these issues were set out in a document with the imprint of the
Government. He said that it would not necessarily be acted upon. He also said that many
of his constituents supported the document and its particular thrust-in the wider term.
Of all the issues with which I have had to deal as a local member of Parliament, this
document has caused perhaps almost as much comment, criticism and correspondence as
the Government's bungling of the amalgamation of municipalities.

The Hon. J. H. Kennan- What about the port closure?
The Hon. F. S. GRIMWADE-No, in my constituency the closure of ports is not
important except in the Rutherglen area! I have received a considerable amount of
correspondence that expresses community concern about the abrupt handling of the
matter by the Government. Some people feel they were not being consulted because of the
time limit placed on responses. They feel they were being bulldozed into accepting a
situation into which they had little chance of making a worthwhile contribution. Some felt
that even if they did respond, their responses would not be considered. A group of people
felt the Government's handling of the issue was inept, abrupt and unnecessary. I pass on
that criticism to the Government and the Attorney-General.
Some of the schools support, in principle, the matters that have been raised. For
example, the Alexandra High School sent me a letter saying that it believed some of the
proposals in the Ministerial document had merit. That is encouragin~ because it means
people are considering the document but, even so, they say more detatled information is
necessary and that clear guidelines should be provided on how the Government will
implement the various proposals.
Time and again I receive the comment from people who have read the document about
the lack of consideration that has been given to the needs of the children. After all, we are
discussing schools, their organisation, teachers and the curriculum, yet it does not consider
the children.
At random I shall quote comments I have received from three schools. Violet Town
Primary School· said that "it saw no benefit to the education of its children." The Eagle
Hawk North Primary School council said:
The report makes no mention of the children and fails to show how the changes will improve education for the
children.

Additionally, Puckapunyal Primary School council said in point No. 15 of its letter:
Last but by no means least, what benefits are there in it for our children? We certainly could not find any.

Is that not damning?
Many people are troubled by the time available for responses to the document entitled,
Taking Schools into the 1990s. The Eaglehawk North Primary School staff, in
correspondence to me, said:
There was a shortage of copies of the document and only a short time was allowed for the council and staff of
the school to study the document.

Then, and this is the crunch, the school's staff said:
Perhaps responses were not really wanted so that the Ministry of Education could assume that people were
quite happy with the proposals.
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These are the front line, the teachers; they are the people vitally concerned.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-They are wrong, and you are wrong in encouraging them.
The Hon. F. S. GRIMWADE-Mr Murphy says that they are wrong. The Government
is going through a charade.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-There is another response coming out.
The Hon. F. S. GRIMWADE-Mr Murphy's interjection is a damning criticism of the
document. A Government member says that they do not know what they are talking
about. I also highlight the way in which the devolution of decision making will impinge
on some of the smaller schools in the province that I represent. They have said to me,
"We have not got the expertise; we have not got the time; we will have a great deal of
difficulty as a small primary school in undertaking the requirements that the Government
is now going to thrust on us".
As an example I cite the Pyalong Primary School council, which wrote to me and said:
Due to the size of our school, we have only 27 families from which to draw a school council and obviously we
are very limited in our ability to gain assistance from professional people such as accountants.

The council further stated:
We have our own occupations to attend to.

That puts it clearly. How can some of these schools undertake the necessary administration
that is to be thrust on them?
It is not just the small schools that have the problems. Healesville High School wrote to
me on 29 July 1986 and said that with the payment of permanent staff it does not have the
facilities to operate the accounting system that is required. How can it go ahead and do it?

The Hon. B. A. Murphy-They will get extra assistance.
The Hon. F. S. GRIMW ADE-Mr Murphy says by interjection that they will get extra
assistance. It is something those schools will certainly need. I hope Mr Murphy's authority
is going to carry considerable weight in this matter.
There is a further problem with the block grant which is to be given to the school to
enable it to finance all the activities that the school has to undertake for the benefit of the
children at the school. It is envisaged in the report that a school will take care of the
salaries of teachers, ancillary staff and all the other things required in a school. The
questions must then be asked: what happens if there is a shortfall in finance, if the school
spends its money too quickly? Who is responsible then? Are the school committees
required to finance the shortfall? Those questions need to be answered.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-They have a budget and they should stick to their budget.
The Hon. F. S. GRIMW ADE-Mr Murphy says that schools will have to stick to their
budget. When teachers go on strike for additional money or the award says to pay teachers
more, will school councils have to tell the children, ··Sorry kids, school ends in September;
we are unable to go through to December because we haven't any money"? The proposals
put forward in the document entitled Taking Schools into the 19905, are seen by a number
of schools as an economic exercise that the Government is undertaking which is not in the
interests of the children. As I pointed out earlier, the welfare of the children has not been
considered in the document.
The Government has put forward a document that will thrust its need for economy and
administration of the moneys required to run a school on to the people who are less able
to look after the interests of the school. It is being done by taking away the administration
of schools from those people employed by the Government for that purpose and placing
that responsibility into the hands of unpaid, untrained, overworked members of school
councils.
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It is being put forward, in the opinion of the people whom I represent, as an education
advance. They question that. They say it is not an education advance. The Lilydale West
Primary School wrote to me on 31 July 1986 and said:
There is absolutely no evidence provided to support the assumption that the adoption of any or all of these
proposals would enhance the quality of education in this State.

That comment has to be considered.
Who is behind the concept of thrusting these proposals upon the community?
Mr Sandon, when debating the motion, said that the proposals were supported by the
teachers and the unions and that they understood what it was about; that it was one of
those things people were supporting. I have news for Mr Sandon. I suggested by interjection
that there were some staff, teachers and unions who were very much against the document.
He ignored that interjection or chose not to respond. The Mount Evelyn Technical School
staff wrote to me about this matter. They said:
The staff urge the Mount Evelyn Technical School council to strongly reject the proposals outlined in the
report.

They say that not only do the proposals seem unrealistic and likely to foster inequalities,
but also the nature and timing of the process by which the changes are being introduced is
a blatant contradiction, and so on. In other words, the staff of that school are against the
proposals.
I now quote from a letter from the Benalla District Office Sub-Branch of the Victorian
Teachers Union, which makes no bones about it. It states:
We totally oppose the document.

It goes on to say that there is a lack of time, lack of collaboration and consultation, lack of
operational guidelines, lack of guaranteed resources, lack of comprehensive evaluation of
the changes, lack of support, and I would add a lack of commonsense.

I need go no further to detail more of the responses that I have received from the
province that I represent. The disaster that has been brought on the Government's head is
of its own making. The Government could have undertaken a sensible consultation
process; it has not done that. It could have listened to the comments coming back from
various interested organisations and I hope it will. I hope in due course that the best parts
of the document-because I believe the document does have some good parts-are
implemented and that the Government does that with sensitivity and does not bulldoze
or force its views on to people who may be unwilling to take up this challenge.
The'Hon. J. G. MILES (Templestowe Pro:vince)-I support the remarks of my colleague,
Mr Grimwade, and those of Mr Storey who, on a recent occasion, condemned the
Government's handling of the document entitled Taking Schools into the 1990s, and
calling for assurances that principles will not be imposed on schools against their will.
From Mr Murphy's earlier remarks it is obvious to me and to others that he has not
consulted his local schools or his local community because, ifhe had, he would understand
the opposition of many schools in that area to the document.
There is no need for me to speak at length on the matter except to reiterate and
emphasise certain points, the first of which is the unnecessary and excessive haste in
dealing with the matter. On 16 June 1986, Mr M. K. Collins, Acting Chief Executive of
the Ministry of Education, sent a letter to school principals and presidents of school
councils on the document entitled, Taking Schools into the 1990s. In that letter, which I
shall table, he asks schools to reply very quickly, saying that comments should reach the
project team, of which he was the director, by Friday, 1 August 1986. The document was
sent out on 16 June and a reply to the very complex issues raised in the document had to
be in by 1 August 1986. That is excessive haste; it does not allow sufficient time for
consultation.
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The Government, in its concern about its Budget and its lack of finance, is engaged in
two things which apply to education. The first is selling off the farm, so to speak-selling
off education land to raise the funds that it needs. To do that it is prepared to close down
certain schools such as the Ayr Street Primary School in the Templestowe Province. It is
also prepared to sell off school land. If it keeps on closing schools, selling off land that was
reserved for the building of schools and amalgamating schools, thus making huge
complexes, it will not help education, although it will certainly get money in the bank. In
the present state of the economy, I admit that there is some necessity to do that.
Basically, the Opposition is concerned about the undue haste in dealing with the proposals
and the lack of consultation. If, as Mr Murphy said earlier, there is to be yet another letter
sent to give people more time, and if there is to be yet another task force, that will only
make the bureaucracy more ridiculous. No new education resources are being created;
existing resources are being diminished.
What about teaching? What about going back to the basic reasons for a school being in
existence, rather than dreaming up new ideas and new plans? Certainly a large number of
teachers are complaining about this and other documents, saying that their administrative
workload is such that they cannot concentrate on their teaching, and many are retiring
from teaching because of stress-related illnesses and problems.
Imagine the situation in primary schools under the principles outlined in the document!
If these ideas are implemented, experienced people in education who have a job to do
during the day will have to attend innumerable meetings in their spare time to discuss
subjects with which they are not familiar. They will be making decisions on school matters
which can be quite far-reaching, matters such as the selection of principals or decisions on
curriculum. The schools do not want this additional responsibility.
Like Mr Grimwade, I have received numerous letters on this matter and I shall read
extracts from one or two of them.
The Rosanna Golf Links Primary School says:
The Staff Association at the above school wishes to inform you of its unanimous rejection of the document
"Taking Schools into the \ 990s". We reject the proposals in their entirety for the following reasons:
The paper has been conceived in haste and the time frame for response by schools is too short. It is unnecessarily
vague and ill-defined.

The council of that school unanimously rejects the proposal.
A letter from the Greenhills Primary School says:
The staff of Greenhills Primary School wish to express their total and united opposition to the proposals
contained in the "Taking Schools into the I 990s" document.
We protest at the lack of appropriate time for full consideration of all Ministry restructure options and the
absence of greater detail in the proposals.

The council of that school also totally rejected the proposal.
A letter from the Doncaster East Special Developmental School states:
It is the opinion of this council that the paper in total should be rejected.

A letter from the Heidelberg West Primary School totally rejects the proposals in the
document.
A letter from the Templestowe Primary School council totally rejects the notion of the
document, as does the Bulleen Special School council, and I could go on and on.
Lest honourable members should think it is only the schools that are concerned, I shall
briefly outline the opinions of the teacher unions. It is well known that, at the last two
elections in this State, the Victorian Secondary Teachers Association, the Technical
Teachers Union of Victoria and the Victorian Teachers Union placed considerable support
in the coffers and the morale of the Labor Party and provided regional offices for election
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purposes. Some $250 000 to $500000 was put into the Labor Party's campaign funds, and
a great deal of publicity and electioneering was carried out on behalf of the Labor Party by
those unions. They are now thoroughly disillusioned. The Government rejects many of
their ideas and concerns about teachers, some of which are legitimate concerns. One now
finds almost unanimous rejection by the unions of the Government's activities in the
education field.
On the document, Taking Schools into the 1990s, the Teachers Federation of Victoria,
a federation of the Victorian Secondary Teachers Association, the Technical Teachers
Union of Victoria and the Victorian Teachers Union, says in a brief critical response to
the document:
This report is much more than a proposal for the devolution of powers and functions to schools. It is an
attempt to change Government education from a public service to a marketable commodity.
If implemented, it would lead to the abandonment of any attempt to provide equal educational opportunity
for our children and would divide schools into the 'haves' and the 'have nots'.

Near the end of the response authorised by Jim Grant, the Secretary of the Teachers
Federation of Victoria, the federation says:
It is significant that nowhere in the report does it refer to the prime focus of schooling, that of the delivery of
educational programs and the teaching of children.

I should have thought that was the main purpose of going to school and of teaching.
I have also received other letters from unions. The Victorian Teachers Union subbranch at the Rosanna Golf Links Primary School says:
The Victorian Teacher's Union Sub-branch at the above school wishes to inform you of its unanimous
rejection ofthe document "Taking Schools into the I 990s". We reject the proposals in their entirety.

I have mentioned most of the reasons in discussing the Opposition's concern about the
document.
It almost appears that the Rosanna Golf Links Primary School sub-branch of the
federation might have read the letter from the Teachers Federation of Victoria, because it
says:
Finally, our greatest concern is that the report does not focus on the most important reasons for schools, the
children, and fails to define how the changes will benefit their education.
We feel that the proposals would fail to improve education in Victoria and would result in an overall lowering
of the existing standards.

I do not need to go into that at great length. The response of staff, of school councils and
of the Teachers Federation of Victoria combining three major unions, speaks for itself.
This document was conceived in haste, and people were asked to report on it in haste.
It is a complex document and most of the school communities to whom I have spoken do
not wish to be forced into running their own schools, an activity that some believe they
are not competent to do.
Mr Lake, the eastern area organiser of the Victorian Teachers Union, at a public meeting
I attended the other night, denied the Government thrust that "Big is Beautiful" and that
schools with attendances of fewer than 25 students at each level be combined into huge
complexes. The Victorian Teachers Union is strongly against this and states that big is not
beautiful and that the smaller schools should be allowed to continue as they are.
In this motion, the Opposition condemns the Government for its handling of this
document.
The sitting was suspended at 1.1 p.m. until 2.2 p.m.

The Hon. R. I. KNOWLES (Ballarat Province}-My contribution to the debate will be
brief because I do not intend to go over the concerns expressed by my colleagues about
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this document. Despite the Government's pretence of its support for education, it has
provided only one speaker on this important issue.
The concerns that have been raised have been not only about the short timetable
adopted by the Government for so-called consultation, but also that the consultation
undertaken by the Government has been an absolute charade. It has simply gone through
the motions so that it can claim that whatever decisions it makes have been made after
community consultation.
An increasing number of groups in the community have decided that it is a waste of
time making submissions about many of the so-called processes because no real
consideration is being given by the Government to the views that have been expressed.
A general change in the approach to educational administration has occurred over
recent years. When Mr Hunt was Minister of Education, he produced a definitive White
Paper that was, in fact, implemented. It represented some changes including devolving
responsibility to local school communities that had previously operated under a central
bureaucratic organisation. That was generally accepted.
This document proposes to take that philosophy and move it much more into devolving
authority to local school communities when those communities are saying that they are
not equipped to handle that exercise.
That is especially true of small schools which feel extremely vulnerable. Not only are
they threatened with having to exercise responsibility which they feel ill-equipped to cope
with, but also their very existence is threatened.
The Government states that it will not close down any small schools. However, it then
gives the regional education board a direction to review the operation of every school
within its region and to consider rationalising services. In that way, the Government
stands at arms length from the decision to close down the small schools.
When a small school approaches the Minister for Education with its concerns about its
existence, the only response it receives is that the Minister has no influence on the matter;
that it is a decision for the regional educational board which is not accountable to the
Minister.
Another change will be an increased role in parent participation in the running of the
school. The Opposition supports that concept and, in fact, encouraged it when previously
in government. However, the Government's rhetoric about students going from primary
to secondary schools in the Ballarat area is absolute nonsense. The Government states
that it encourages increased parental participation and the development of the schools
and curricula to meet the needs of each school community. However, when parents seek
to exercise their choice about which secondary school they will send their children to, the
Ministry of Education informs them that their choice is not an available option and that
parents should send their children to the post-primary school closest to their homes.
Ballarat has six post-primary State schools, each in a specific zone. If the families living
within a particular zone want a State education for their children, they have no choice
other than to send their children to the school in that zone. That is a contradiction of the
Government's education policy.
Given the decline in the numbers attending post-primary schools, it is a magnificent
opportunity of providing a choice to parents. However, the Government will not allow
that to occur. Is it any wonder that parents are voting with their feet and rejecting the State
education system? The zoning policy is a significant influence on many parents choosing
private education for their children in the Ballarat area.
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In fact, most of the private schools in Ballarat cannot admit any more students into
Year 7 next year. Many parents who have refused to send their children to the postprimary school in their zone have applied to private schools to have their children enrolled
but have found that places are not available to them.
Therefore, the rhetoric of the Government's policy and most of the rhetoric in Taking
Schools into the 1990s is fine in theory, but it has certainly not been given effect on the
ground, where it really matters.
Families are interested in the education of their children. They seek to provide for them
the best opportunities that they can. What the Government is saying in the province that
I represent is that people must accept a particular school, irrespective of what their views
might be; and if they are not prepared to do that, they have no alternative other than to
buy private education, and that is restricted because of their economic ability to do so.
I wish to record my disappointment that the Government has not been prepared to
participate in this debate. However, I certainly hope it will take on board the concerns
that have been raised not only by honourable members but also by school communities
throughout Victoria. I also hope the Government will learn from the views that are being
expressed based on a practical understanding of what education is about in the 1980s, the
1990s and beyond.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-The Government's handling of the
document known as Taking Schools into the 1990s has been a disaster. The pretence of
consultation since circulation in June 1986 has been thin and unconvincing.
Schools, particularly primary schools, have been horrified. The ~eneral fear results from
the Government promoting the false economies of "Big is Beauttful". Its main aim with
all its changes has been to save money. The schools rightly fear the Government's secret
agenda to create large complexes of schools in Victoria in the belief that this will save
money. The educational consequences have been totally disregarded.
Let me focus attention on particular schools, so that we are not talking just in abstract
terms. I refer, for example, to schools in the western end of my electorate. They include
high schools, such as the Albert Park High School, MacRobertson Girls High School and
Elwood High School, and primary schools, such as those at Graham Street and Nott
Street-which are both in Port Melbourne-Dorcas Street, Eastern Road, Albert Park and
Middle Park-which are all in South Melbourne-Fitzroy Street, in St Kilda, and in
Brighton Road, the St Kilda Primary School.
The overwhelming majority of these schools reject the notions put forward in the
Government's document. These schools are in an area where the population has been
declining steadily since about 1947.
Quite a number of young professional and business couples are comin~ to live in the
areas of Port Melbourne, South Melbourne and St Kilda and have been domg so in recent
years. Therefore, there may again be an increase in the primary school population. However,
the Government evidently is not taking account of that and it is threatening unwelcome
change, even including the possibility of schools even having to close.
The Minister for Education has adopted the principles of his task force on the
reorganisation of schools, which has suggested that, where a primary school has fewer than
25 students at each level, that school's future existence is in question. That has created
alarm among primary schools, not the least being those in areas like South Melbourne and
Port Melbourne, where there is a real sense of community and a real feeling for the local
institutions.
As well as the decline in enrolments, there has been a dramatic shift of pupils from
Government to non-Government schools, so that more than 30 per cent of all students in
Victoria are in non-Government schools. Of course, this understates the magnitude of the
shift, because one knows that a great number of children stay in the State school system
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during their primary years and then go on to non-Government schools. It has never been
as high as that before. It is a shift that has been occurring steadily year after year. This
profound effect on the Government school system raises serious questions that seem not
to be considered by the Government.
In the context of severe Budget cuts affecting the schools, nothing has been done and no
suggestion has been made by the Minister for Education that the cuts will be made, not at
the school level, the level where children are educated, but in the areas of notorious waste
and excess-in the administration of the Ministry of Education.
If there were any suggestion of that, it would be extremely reassuring. In fact, it would
be the only reassuring step in all the changes the Government has made in the area of
education policy for schools in my electorate and throughout Victoria.
It is well known that the Liberal Party does, in fact, support devolution of power to
schools. It is a party that generally believes in devolution and decentralisation to allow
individuals and small coherent groups to make their own decisions, knowing the facts that
most affect them.

However, Taking Schools into the 1990s threatens schools with a sudden compulsory
imposition of administrative and policy-making duties that are far beyond the capacity of
most primary schools today. It is also true of most schools, post-primary as well as
primary, if they do not receive additional resources.
The fact that it is beyond their capacity, and evidently so, is one reason for fearing that
there must be a hidden agenda, namely, a proposal for a large-scale conglomeration of
schools and students being put into huge bureaucratic complexes.
Clearly, most primary schools in my electorate could not handle what the Government
proposes. As I have said, even post-primary schools need more resources to meet the
demands of the Government's proposal. However, it is quite clear that no additional
resources will be provided by the Government. Nothing in any Government statement, in
the Budget or in the probabilities of Victoria's financial situation suggests that there is any
possibility that additional resources will be provided by the Government.
School councils are increasingly overburdened by the amount of paperwork they are
required to do. They are suffering from what has been described very aptly as Hintellectual
and physical indigestion". I know some have 50 items of correspondence on their agendas
to consider at any given meeting. Obviously, that is quite ridiculous.
School councils are being required to comment on so many issues by regions, central
office and committees that have been set up by the Government that they do not have
time to worry about their daily affairs or to think about the policies of their schools and
how they may best be implemented. School councils are crying out for relief from the
burdens placed upon them by the Government because of the way in which the Government
is currently running the State education system.
Undoubtedly there are disadvantaged schools in our community, and they are
disadvantaged for a variety of reasons. Sometimes it might be because of socioeconomic
problems with the students of those schools in particular areas-and, in some cases, that
applies in my electorate. Schools may be disadvantaged because of a shortage of students,
or because they have a high ethnic population.

Taking Schools into the 1990s fails to spell out how disadvantaged schools will continue
to be treated in an equitable manner if all the additional powers are given to school
councils.
A solution must be found for these problems if, indeed, school communities are to
accept the additional powers.
Alarming rumours have been heard about the Government's intentions for schools in
the future, and especially the hidden agenda to which I earlier referred. It is clear that the
Session 1986- 23
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Minister for Education wants to have large school complexes; he has made no secret about
that.
In recent statements the Minister has referred to the number of students in post-primary
schools as recommended in the report by the task force considering the reorganisation of
schools. In the case of school students in Years 7 to 12, the figure is 400.
The Minister also said that, in reality, the school population should be much larger than
that. In the context of the introduction of the Victorian certificate of education, he has
spoken about the curriculum needs of schools and has indicated that much larger numbers
should attend those schools.
There has even been talk of Victoria being divided into just 300 or 400 school clusters
with primary schools feeding into a post-primary education centre, and all of that has been
advanced in the name of financial consideration rather than educational consideration.
The Government is clearly trying to find money by implementing irresponsible financial
policies. It has set its eyes on selling off school sites. In the electorate that I represent,
many school sites would be valuable if they were sold for either residential or commercial
purposes. I am certain that the Government is determined to raise funds in that manner.
It wishes to close schools for reasons which have nothing to do with the good of children
or the advancement of education.
The Government has, by the publication of the document, Taking Schools into the
1990s, created a reservoir of illwill instead of an atmosphere of cooperation and assistance.
That is the most disturbing and disappointing aspect of this whole exercise.
The Government should ensure that in any future approaches it will execute change at
a more reasonable pace and should reassure primary schools that it will not do anything
about them at this stage. That is the overwhelming concern of representatives of primary
schools.
The Government should examine the operation of post-primary schools and should
consider the introduction of pilot projects instead of imposing its policy across the board.
There is no reason why it cannot take selective schools, areas or regions to see how the
proposal will work and then decide whether it will pass further powers onto those schools
at a reasonable pace. The Government should not put its financial considerations first.
If the Government follows that approach, it will enlist the goodwill of parents and
school communities and will ensure that the needs of children and the community will be
met. Parents can then have confidence in the Government.
In the province that I represent, many people fear that one of the consequences of the
Government's proposal will be that unrepresentative groups, sometimes politically
oriented, will continue their push to gain control of schools and to determine curriculum,
staffing and the general tone of schools. It is little wonder that many people in the province
that I represent and from other provinces are rushing to enrol their children in private
schools. Even professional educators in the State system are saving every cent for school
fees to guarantee that their children will be free of the problems being imposed by the
Government.
The sad conclusion I must reach is that the Government cares more about its desperate
Budget situation-in short, about money-than about children and their education.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I wish to commend Mr Haddon
Storey on his excellent and topical motion. It is excellent in the sense that it deals with a
subject that is of considerable concern to parents, children and teachers in Victorian
schools.
I also wish to commend my colleague and Leader, Mr Dunn, on his first-class
contribution in which he clearly set out the problems faced by rural schools in electorates
represented by members of the National Party.
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Together with Mr Grimwade, who made his contribution to the debate before the sitting
was suspended for lunch today, I also have received more letters on this subject over a
short time than on any other issue that has been of public interest since I was elected to
Parliament. The letters have come in droves. Although a number of them were of the pro
forma style, many of them were individually written and were sent not only by school
councils and communities but also in many cases by concerned parents and, on a number
of occasions, by children.
The House should consider exactly why so many people are concerned. The Ministry of
Education has been in a state of turmoil and constant change over several years. At no
time has the education system been allowed to settle down and to obtain a firm foundation.
People have not known the exact base from which they can work.
Due to the disorganisation that has been caused by total change, one wonders why the
whole system has not faltered and ground to a halt. The fact that it has not done so is a
significant tribute to the professionalism of many people within the education system.
That includes principals, senior staff, school councils and staff in the Melbourne head
office and the various regions of Victoria. Constant change has been occurring. It began at
a fairly slow pace with the Green Paper in 1979. It gathered a little more steam with the
White Paper in 1980 and with the P A Consulting Services report in 1981.
The Education Department, as it then was, was set for considerable structural change,
but with the change of Government further changes were made to those implemented by
Mr Hunt, when he was the Minister responsible for education.
A large number of reports have been published, including the Blackburn report, and
many discussion papers have been issued. There will be a change from the higher school
certificate with the introduction of the Victorian certificate of education in one or two
years' time.
The Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, on which I am a Parliamentary
representative, is currently deciding on the types of courses to be studied in schools from
1989 onwards. The board has been allocated a budget of $200 000, but it applied for
$800 000 to carry out its tasks.
Constant change, writing of reports and discussion papers being sent to schools have
created a plethora of paper. What started as a paper war is now a virtual mountain of
paper which schools and communities are attempting to digest. However, schools are
surrounded by an atmosphere of uncertainty. It is little wonder that the community is
concerned about the proposals contained in this latest document.
School communities are being used as a vehicle under which the operation of their
schools and the education of their children will become their total responsibility.
If something goes wrong within the school, the community will not be able to blame the
Minister or the senior officers of the Ministry of Education. They will be told, ·'You were
given the funds, you have the responsibility; if there is something wrong, you must remedy
it" .
That is all right if one is certain of the ground rules under which one works and if one is
adequately resourced. However, school communities have not been given those assurances.
This matter has also been of concern to members of teacher unions. A significant
campaign against the program outlined in Taking Schools into the 1990s has been activated
by teacher unions, who are the professional educators.
Although I am sometimes critical of certain people in the education system, I believe
there are many professional and dedicated teachers at all levels of responsibility in the
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Victorian school system. These people are legitimately concerned about this proposal of
the Government.
The concerns come from two directions: from primary schools-particularly the very
small primary schools-and from the secondary schools, including the larger ones.
It is recognised in both divisons that some of the concepts and proposals put forward in
the document, Taking Schools into the 1990s, have considerable merit and if they were to
come in the normal course of administrative change gradually and at a pace that people
could accept and take responsibility for, I believe many of them would be acceptable,
particularly if the school communities have the time and the opportunity to digest the
additional responsibilities and be ready for them.

The idea of block grants for schools, where the actual moneys to be expended in that
school community are allocated according to priorities within the school, finds favour
with many school councils, particularly the larger ones. It is not so easy, however, to get
the cooperation and the approbation of the smaller schools, many of whom are underresourced and not capable of dealing with the additional responsibilities. There is a
variation there which is clear indeed when one considers the responses of many small
primary schools in my area.
I had a rush of letters from the Bullioh area near Tallangatta in which parents, teachers
and students all indicated their concerns about the additional responsibilities. Many other
small primarx schools in my area have expressed similar concerns. They were not sure
what responsIbilities they might be taking on because of the shifting climate in education.
They were certainly not sure that if there were additional sudden problems adequate
resources would be made available for them.
Honourable members may be aware that I am chairman of the high school council in
Wangaratta, which is the bIggest secondary school in the Goulburn north-east region,
which currently has almost 1200 students, and in 1987 it will have 1220 to 1230 students.
The high school council, the principal and the bursar of the school felt reasonably
comfortable that they could meet the additional responsibilities that may come forward
with the 1990s proposals. However, at the same time they have very real concerns on a
number of issues. I believe those concerns are legitimate and fairly based and are similar
to the concerns that many other high schools in country areas would have; indeed, that
certain areas of the metropolitan area have also.
Our concerns would be heightened in many of the smaller and more remote secondary
schools throughout the State. Some of the things that might concern such a school and its
school council and make them reticent to take on the additional responsibilities proposed
in the document, Taking Schools into the 1990s, would include staffin~. It was proposed
that school councils have responsibility not only for the selection of theIr principals-that
is a responsibility many school councils welcome, to have the opportunity for input into
that selection-but also responsibility for staffing, and, indeed, it was suggested, for the
paying of wages and so forth.
It was set out in the document that adequate funds would be made available according
to a formula. That would be tremendous except that a couple of niggers are likely to appear
in the woodpile. The first of those is that if there is difficulty in staffing a school, it may
well need to pay a bonus or some sort of incentive in order to attract a teacher there,
particularly if there is a shortage in the school of a teacher in a particular classification
such as science, mathematics, legal and general studies or, indeed, languages. Those
teachers would be able to command that additional salary. They would have a bargaining
position and with limited resources available, the school councils were not prepared to
take on those responsibilities.

There is also the change in the structure of the salary and wages packages and conditions
under which the work takes place. For example, changes in class sizes, face-to-face teaching
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hours, can occur unilaterally with the Government making a decision and the school
councils not being consulted.
A school council could be faced with major problems either in maintenance or the need
for additional facilities and all its additional funds having been soaked up by salaries and
wages so that it has plenty of teachers and is paying them, but it cannot afford to maintain
the school, resulting in rapid deterioration.
Many of our schools, particularly in the secondary division are of the light timber
construction of the late 1950s when a large number of schools were required as more
children sought secondary and further education. Those buildings had a design life of 30
years.
From 1959 to 1989 is 30 years, and those schools are now reachin~ the end of that
design life. Provided substantial and adequate maintenance can be carned out, more life
can be extracted from them but if that is not done those buildings will have rapid and
increasing problems. Everything from flooring and floor stumps giving way-expensive
items to repair-problems with roofs and, indeed, with white ants and all the problems
occur when a building gets old. Those are problems with which the school councils, with
inadequate budgets, could well be met.
No doubt there would also be set up what was termed a disadvantage index. In certain
areas, because of isolation, or areas which are socially disadvantaged in one form or
another, an index would be set up which would ~ive such schools an additional injection
of funds to enable them to make up for those SOCIal disadvantages, distances and so forth.
The way in which the index was or is to be set up would be critical and the amount of
funds available under the various disadvantage indices would be a critical factor in the
ability of a school to meet its responsibilities without calling on parents to pay for them.
I accept, and I believe the majority of schools throughout the State now clearly accept,
that the school communities and the parents are going to have to contribute substantially
towards the well-being of their school communities.
A further concern is that these schools, which are prepared to go out and work hard to
get the additional resources, will do more than provide the minimum facilities and
additional maintenance of existing facilities that are required to keep the school operating,
no matter how hard they work, they are not going to do much better because under a
disadvantage indices system they would be seen as having adequate resources because this
community works hard and no consideration will be given, so no matter how hard they
work it will not be their school that feels the benefit, it will be the education system
Statewide and eventually the Government. There is little or no incentive for parents to do
more than the minimum amount of work.
The debate was interrupted.

DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
The PRESIDENT-Order! I wish to inform honourable members that we have visiting
Parliament the Consul-General of Italy, Dr Longo, and on behalf of all members of
Parliament I welcome him and hope that his stay in Melbourne will be enjoyable.

SCHOOLS IN THE 1990s
The debate on the motion of the Hon. Haddon Storey (East Yarra Province):
That this House condemns the Government for its handling of the document Taking Schools into the 19905
and calls upon the Minister for Education to reassure Government schools, especially primary schools, that the
principles set out in the document will not be imposed upon them against their will.

The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I am pleased to welcome the
Consul-General of Italy. This is an excellent habit that has come into this House in recent
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times of welcoming distinguished visitors. I have the pleasure of knowing Dr Provenzano,
the previous Consul-General, who was a fine representative of his people.
The disadvantage index can, therefore, become a critical factor in the availability of
funds within our school system. That is an additional item of concern to school councils
who see more spending coming their way because they can see it again as part of the
foundation on which their responsibilities rest and over which they have little or no
control and one which can be changed capriciously. There is constant concern about the
availability of funds in general.
I shall refer-this highights the concern in my area-to a document entitled, Schools on
a Short Term Priority List from the Goulburn North-Eastern Region. The document is
dated 23 September 1986 and is signed by the assistant regional director of education. It
is addressed to school council chairmen and principals. The letter I received was addressed
to the chairman, and as I happen to be the chairman, the document was addressed to me.
It is a general letter that was sent to school council chairmen pointing out the need to
discuss priority funding and fund allocations for the 1986-87 Budget.

It is interesting to examine the figures because these figures have been given out to
schools in my province in the Goulburn north-eastern region. This is the judgment on the
availability of finance they are making with figures such as this. One will notice in this
document that in 1986-87 the regional allocations from the schools division in the
education works program is $76·883 million. All projects involving expenditure of more
than $200 000, however, must be approved by the Department of Management and
Budget and a Ministerial Cabinet subcommittee.
It is of interest to note that the Minister for Education is not a member of that subcommittee which makes allocations in the Department of Management and Budget program
to schools, especially those schools which require in excess of $200 000 for whatever the
project may be.

The money allocated by this Cabinet subcommittee, of which the Minister for Education
is not a member, is $39·458 million. That is fractionally more than half of the amount
allocated through the regions. It is a significant amount of money. The Minister for
Education does not control that allocation.
Even more significant is that, although there appears to be some degree of equity
between the regional allocations throughout Victoria, ranging from $9 million in Western
Port down to $4·74 million in the Gippsland region, in the Department of Management
and Budget program it ranges from $10·47 million in Tullamarine and absolutely nothing
for the south central, eastern metropolitan, northern metropolitan, Maroondah, Barwon
south-western and, most importantly, the Goulburn north-eastern regions, the region in
which the province I represent is based.
Despite the fact that more than 33·5 per cent of the total funds are distributed by this
subcommittee, those regions get nothing at all-absolutely bone nothing this year. In
those circumstances school councils in the Goulburn north-eastern region-and the region
is largely within my province and most of my province is within the region-find
themselves with no funds in that area and they are being asked to take on additional
responsibilities including financial responsibilities. No wonder they are upset.
The fact is this is a disaster document. It comes on top of constant, continuing change
within the Ministry for Education. It comes in a climate of total uncertainty and it
proposes to put huge additional responsibilities on our school communities.
There is an absolute necessity for this department to spend more of its resources on
settling down the school system and doing the basic essentials that need to be done and to
stop examining and producing discussion papers promoting change.
That is why so many school communities, parents, and children-including those down
to the ages of7 and 8 years-are expressing their concern in letters to their local members.
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That is why this motion, moved so ably by Mr Storey and supported especially by
honourable members on the non-Government side of this House, needs to be carried to
give a clear bipartisan message to the Minister for Education and this Government.
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-I support the earlier remarks ofMr
Sandon when he opposed the motion. The document entitled, Taking Schools into the
19905, is probably the most important education document to have been produced in the
past 50 years. It is the outline of recommendations from a project team appointed by the
Minister Education to promote discussion in the community. It has certainly done that.
One can see by the remarks made today that many of the statements are critical, misguided
and misleading.
I ask honourable members whether they have read Taking Schools into the 19905 in the
light of the booklet produced by the Victorian Teachers Union entitled, A Blueprint for
Government Schools. If honourable members compared those two documents they would
realise that 75 per cent of the contents of the teachers union document agrees with the
recommendations of the project team. The people appointed to the project team were Mr
Douglas Small of the Public Service Board; Mr Noel Watkins, the DIrector of Curriculum
in the Ministry for Education; Mr Jim Betson, Director of Personnel; Mr Ken Boston,
Regional Director of the Central Highlands Region and Ms Pam Sandon, director of
T AFE colleges.
The team represents a group of dedicated people involved in the education field right
across the board. They produced a discussion paper for the community. Opposition to the
paper was whipped up by people who had a vested interest against the discussion document.
There was some misunderstanding by some unions in the first instance. The waters were
muddied by people who may have had an interest in keeping the system that had been in
operation for the past 30 years in operation.
What honourable members opposite and all Victorians must realise is that there were
17000 fewer enrolments in primary schools this year than last year. That is the problem
the Victorian and Australian communities and the Western World must face. One cannot
achieve higher economic growth if one does not have the population to pay the necessary
taxes.
Therefore, one has to examine how to better use the educational dollar, and that is what
the document, Taking Schools into the 19905, is about.
An Honourable Member-About closing schools?
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY-No-one is suggesting that we will close schools. We will
regionalise and take staff away from Nauru House. I thought members of the Opposition
would agree with that principle.
The recommendations contained in the document should be understood. The report.
states that schools may determine the number of teaching staff over and above a fixed
number based on agreed levels. There is some implication that schools will be free to
employ as many teachers as they wish. The report also states that schools may recruit
teaching staff, including by advertising.
People in country areas well know that within the technical school system appointments
have been made by advertising and by local selection. That works well and I encourage
that process. In future, it may be that all schools appoint senior staff and teachers as well.
An Honourable Member-What if they do not want to?
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY- They will not be forced to do so. It will be done within the
overall guidelines.
Honourable members do not understand what is happening. The discussion paper that
was published was not a Labor Party policy; it was recommended for discussion by the
project team. Some 2000 responses to the discussion paper were received.
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An Honourable Member-How many were against it?
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY-Many of them were. However, many have contributed
positive ideas. If people adopt more positive views they might suggest what is needed for
their areas rather than saying, "Let us knock it from the start".
Hundreds of people were interviewed by the project team. Many responses have been
taken into account and a second discussion document will be issued shortly. That will be
done after close consultation with the Minister for Education and it will have regard to
Government policy. The first paper that was issued contained recommendations of the
project team and it took into consideration some of the overall changes that have been
made since 1976.
Taking Schools into the 1990s isa most important document because it outlines how
school communities can be more responsive to the needs of education as we approach the
21 st century. I can recall how staid education was in the 1950s. It improved in the 1960s
and in the 1970s. Since the early 1980s, education has started to become more responsive
to community needs.
The community must respond to the changing technology in the world. It is no use
encouraging people to become art students when we need more scientists, mathematicians
or technicians. That is what the document is about and it suggests how we can encourage
school communities to react to the needs oflocal communities.

The Latrobe Valley needs more engineers, engineering staff, boilermakers and technicians.
If education is not run from a central point, those needs can be responded to.
Members of the Opposition made good contributions to the debate, but some points
were misunderstood. The document has been in circulation for three months, and the
Government has had response to it. A lot more discussion will take place before a final
decision is made.
The Minister for Education has indicated that the project team will advise him on the
recommendations. He has stated that constructive change will occur if there is widespread
agreement on the recommendations. For that reason, the Minister supports an extensive
process of consultation with the education community and the release of a final report
prior to implementation. That is the approach the Minister will take. The final report will
be issued and it will then be implemented with agreement from the three teacher unions
and the education community with particular reference to the needs of children in our
schools.
On the motion of the Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

MOTOR CAR (AWARDING OF DAMAGES) BILL
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern Province), by leave, moved for leave to bring
in a Bill relating to the awarding of damages, to amend Part V of the Motor Car Act 1958
and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern Province)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

I am introducing this private member's Bill in an attempt to save money for the taxpayers
of Victoria, and, more particularly, owners of registered cars who are required to take out
compulsory third-party insurance premiums because the Government has been tardy in
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acting to correct three anomalies that have been fairly obvious for a number of years.
There is universal agreement in the community and among political parties that the
matters to which the Bill refers ought to be addressed.
The purposes I am attempting to achieve are part of the Government's announced
policy for its reform to the third-party insurance system in this State. However, while the
Premier has been vocal about the need for reform of the third-party insurance system, the
costs of the system are not being controlled and are blowing out. The Premier has not been
backward in attributing some ill will to the Opposition and the National Party about being
somewhat reluctant to move on the reforms and he is claiming that they wish to preserve
the present system. That is far from the truth. Both the Opposition and the National Party
have clearly indicated that they believe reforms are necessary. The argument is about the
extent of those reforms.
Despite the Premier making constant claims that something must be done to stop the
blow-out in costs of the third-party insurance scheme, he has been in office in this State
for four years and has made no move to act on these matters, about which I have already
indicated there is widespread agreement, to staunch the flow of funds to an amount
equivalent to $1·5 million a week. If one takes that back to the 1982 election, a significant
amount of funds have already been committed, and that could have been avoided if the
Premier had acted soon after he came to office.
I introduce the Bill to put the widely agreed principles into action and, at the same time,
to demonstrate the bona fides of the National Party: it is prepared, keen and interested to
make immediate savings in the third-party insurance scheme.
The Bill has three parts to it; it introduces an additional division into the Motor Car
Act 1982, which will do three things: firstly, the courts will be required to apply a 5 per
cent discount rate to the component of common law damages relating to future losses.
Secondly, a ceiling of 40 hours a week for Victorian average weekly earnings will be
prescribed on the amount awarded for the value of unpaid domestic nursing and attendant
care, that is, the assessment by the courts of awards to people who are severely disabled
and require care. Thirdly, the practice of awarding interest on the general damages
component of common law awards from the date of the injury to the date of the award
will be abolished.
At some stage, a smart barrister made a request for interest on the amount awarded
from the date of the accident to the date of the award. That request was granted and it was
fed into the system and now virtually everyone gets it. The Bill proposes that that practice
be abolished.
I shall expand on those three aspects for the benefit of the House. The discount rate is a
mathematical calculation to assess what should be the future value of an award, taking
into account inflation over the years, return on an investment and so on. Under the
common law, compensation for a person's loss of future earnings is made in a lump sum.
That is the current system. Proposals are floating around for the future that it be on a
structured lump sum, but that is a separate issue.
The value of the lost earnings is discounted to offset further returns that will arise from
the investment of the lump sum payments. Presently, the rate used in Victoria for the
discount calculation is 3 per cent. That figure arose from a decision of the High Court.
It may have been a perfectly valid figure for the High Court to arrive at then when
interest rates in the community were generally lower than they have been over the past
five or six years. Unfortunately, it appears that they will remain high in the future-that
is, fairly high interest rates of approximately 15 per cent to 20 per cent. Taking into
account inflation at about 8 per cent, which seems to be-at least under the present Federal
Government-the best that the Commonwealth Government can do, there is a real rate
of return on a lump sum of 5 per cent or more, so I am proposing that the level be fixed at
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5 per cent, that being far more equitable in the making of awards than the current 3 per
cent.
For example, a 25-year-old who is estimated to have lost earnings of $400 a week to
normal retirement age at 65 years under the present 3 per cent discount rate system would
receive a lump sum award of $465 600, but under the 5 per cent discount rate that I am
proposing the lump sum awarded would be reduced to just under $355 000. It goes without
saying that across-the-board, taking all awards into account, that will result in a si~nificant
saving to the third-party system but without, at the same time, unduly penahsing the
persons getting awards because it takes account of the fact that an injured person having
received the award can invest it at current interest rates and his interest income will be
very substantial indeed; in fact, he will not be any worse off than he would have been if
interest rates in the community were still at the lower levels that they were when the 3 per
cent discount rate was set by the High Court.
I emphasise that I am not setting out to penalise awardees and make their benefits less
than they would have received at the time the 3 per cent was set in earlier days. The figures
that I have quoted are not off the top of my head and they are not my calculations but a
calculation made by the Government's advisors, Financial Synergy Pty Ltd, when the
Government commissioned that firm of consultants to undertake an investigation of
certain proposals that have been canvassed in the community, and basically by the Law
Institute of Victoria, and I quote from page 9 of the report by Financial Synergy Pty Ltd:
The estimated saving from this reform is about $31 per insured vehicle, or say $78m in premium income, in
1986-87 value.

Bearing in mind that the premiums are just more than $200, it is a significant saving and
one which ought to be accepted with some enthusiasm.
The second matter that my Bill goes to is to overturn what is known as the Griffith v
Kerkemeyer case in 1977 when the High Court determ~ned in its wisdom that, in assessing
the amount of money to be awarded by the courts in common.1aw actions, it was possible
to take into account the provision of home care, providing care and attention to accident
victims at the rate of 168 hours a week-in other words, 24 hours a day, 7 days a week.
Since 1977 an allowance to the value of this service has been made, re~ardless of whether
the payment was being passed on to the provider or whether the servIce was even being
pe:formed. That appears to be altogether too generous and it has resulted in lump sum
payments far higher than they would have been otherwise.
I propose to restrict this component of lump sum awards to the equivalent of 40 hours
a week at average weekly earnings. I believe that award is fair both to the claimant and to
the premium-paying community. I draw the attention of honourable members to section
74 of the proposed division of the Motor Car Act set out in clause 5 of the Bill which
details that aspect.
.
The final matter I shall address is the awarding of interest from the date of injury. As I
pointed out before, it seems to me that this practice grew up without any particular
justification in the first instance. Often in large awards, particularly where court cases are
some time after the date of injury, perhaps several years, the amount of interest awarded
can be substantial.
In reality this represents a double payment because the assessment of damages is
calculated as at the date of settlement, taking into account how much earlier the actual
accident occurred, and to go back to add interest for what may be a two or three-year
period is unnecessary, costly and double accounting. My Bill sets out to abrogate that
practice.
I make it clear that my proposals are made in good faith. They are made simply to
indicate both to the Government and to the community that I believe Parliament is ready
to act forthwith on these three matters, regardless of when the Government's own Transport
Accident Bill might be dealt with finally by Parliament, bearing in mind that the first Bill
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has been withdrawn and that debate on the second Bill, which was introduced yesterday
in the other place, has been adjourned for a week. From all reports, discussions and
negotiations that I have been having on behalf of the National Party with the Treasurer
and with the Premier, it appears there is some way to go before the Bill will be in such a
form that it is acceptable to Parliament; therefore, some delay might be inevitable.
I can see no reason why my Bill should not be adopted as a matter of urgency in the
normal course of debate in the House-I am not wanting to speed it through in any
manner other than what would be the normal time scale-so that these savings can be
made immediately.
Again, I point out that there has been much talk by the Government about a $1·5 billion
deficiency in the third-party scheme. It is not a deficiency to the extent that it is money
owing as of this moment. It is more in the form of a contingent liability. It is an amount
which will be required if no changes whatsoever are made to the third-party system.
However, my proposals would save $500 million of that contingent $1·5 billion liability.
In other words, if the Bill passed today, $500 million of that contingent liability would
disappear because it would no longer arise in the future. Future awards would need to be
assessed without these three components being used as they have been used over the past
years, particularly since 1977 as a result of the Griffiths v Kerkemeyer decision, artificially
to inflate awards.
I believe the House can accept these amendments to the Act knowing that they have the
support of the Law Institute of Victoria, the legal community generally and, I believe,
each of the political parties represented in the House. Certainly, the Government has the
new proposed system measures in its own policy. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. E. H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs),
for the Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

DISPERSAL OF GOVERNMENT LAND
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON (Higinbotham Province)-I move:
That this House calls upon the Government to reconsider its policy of selling so-called surplus land and should
consult public opinion and future needs before dispersing assets that have been acquired over generations by the
people of Victoria.

I am prompted to do so by the fact that the Government relies to a great extent for spare
cash on the sale of Victorian assets. I draw attention to the sale last year of assets of$71·4
million, and I shall provide details of sales.
The Metropolitan Transit Authority had sold property to the value of $23·05 million;
the Road Traffic Authority, $13·586 million; the State Transport Authority, $5·876 million;
the Road Contruction Authority, $70000; the Crown lands division, $12·516 million; the
Ministry of Education, $9·812 million; and others totalling $1·529 million. In addition,
the sale of the St Nicholas Hospital was $4· 736 million and with other sales ofjust over $1
million the total was $71·447 million. I am indebted to the Auditor-General for those
figures.
The Opposition takes exception to the sale and disposal of Victorian public assets in
this way and asks what audit is being carried out before the land is sold and what audit is
being carried out now, because even though there has been a financial audit, no social
audit or historical audit has been done.
Those properties are being dispersed and cannot be replaced. I direct the attention of
honourable members to the fact that, during 1983-1984, the sale of transport assets
totalled approximately $293 million. There is no further explanation for those sales in the
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Budget Papers. This may be· the sale of assets that honourable members discussed last
night, but no-one knows. No satisfactory audit of any kind has been done.
If it were not for the work of the Auditor-General, a lay person such as myself would
not know the real condition of the Victorian economy because it is simply not revealed in
the Budget Papers. This is disgraceful because those assets have been dispersed and no
member of the public knows what is happening, where the money is going and why the
assets are being sold.
The only thing honourable members are sure of is that the Government is in a panic. It
desperately needs money, but that is not the fault of the Opposition or the people of
Victoria; it is the Government's financial Policies which have brought Victoria to this
pass. As I told the House last ni~t, the Liberal Government did not indulge in the
dispersal of assets in this way, desplte its financial problems. It managed to hang on to the
assets of the people of Victoria, who had 27 years of excellent Government up until the
term of this incompetent Government began.
The Hon. L. A. McArthur-What about the lands deals?
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-Some mention has been made of the so-called lands
scandal. There was no such thing; the Government has made a handsome profit on the
properties sold because of the accretion of the value of that land over the years. The people
of Victoria have lost nothing on what the Government members so lightly describe as the
land deals scandal.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold-What about the integrity of government?
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON-One has only to examine the figures to find what I say
to be true.
I shall now detail some of the proposed property deals in which the Government will be
en~aged. It found a surplus 100 000 square feet worth $ ro million behind the former Royal
Mlnt building; a surplus of 100 000 square feet worth between'$8 million and $9 million
at Cathedral Place; a 1930s office block at Parliament Place worth $1 million; the Savoy
Plaza worth $2 million; 8·5 hectares of railway land at Williamstown pier worth between
$5 million and $7 million; surplus land amounting to 30 hectares and worth between $2
million and $2·5 million adjoining the Kingston Geriatric Centre; about 48 hectares of
Oreenvale farmland worth between $150 000 and $200 000; and 7 hectares of Ministry of
Education land worth $2 million at Templestowe, and 8·5 hectares of land in Dandenong
worth $1·5 million which had been earmarked for a new school site.
I suppose there are arguments for selling a building in the city, and there may be
arguments for selling the Savoy Plaza and so on, but one finds it difficult to justify the sale
of open land in suburban areas because no historical or social audit has taken place to
determine whether the land will be needed now or in the future.
I refer the House to a report that appeared in January this year. It detailed a demographic
survey which indicated that the trend of falling population in the inner suburban areas
and medium suburban areas-one which I represent-has stabilised and that the next
cycle will be that the population will begin to increase.
Before the Government sells off land, it oUght to take into account those trends. It is
doing a grave disservice to the people of Victoria ifit does not do so. It should not only be
looking to the next election, but after the next election and, instead of the immediate need
for cash, it should be looking for the next generation and the next 100 years. Government
members claim to be the great planners, yet they are wilfully supporting the plan to sell
open land that may be needed by the people of Victoria. The report mentions that school
land has been sold. This is also happening in my area.
I have written to the Ministry of Education asking it what will happen to the land of
certain schools that have been closed or are in the process of being closed or may be closed
in my area. I am told that the land will be made available for housing or for some other
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purpose, but I maintain that that land is more valuable than gold. It is an asset of the
people of Victoria and should not be dispersed by the Government for its immediate
benefit.
In my area of Moorabbin unused school grounds should be leased at a nominal amount
to the City of Moorabbin so that it can be brought back to Government control in future
if the need arises. I refer Government members to the Mark Twain dictum. He said, "If
you want to become rich, get into land deals because they are not making any more of it".
The point is that once the Government has sold the open land, buildings or factories,
those sites are no longer available to the people of Victoria for passive recreation or
Government purposes in the future. I also direct attention to the reaction to the
.Government's proposals. Some of the properties that I have mentioned have been on the
market for years and, in fact, since 1982 in some cases. It has not had any success.
The land was not sold either because it was not suitable, no-one wanted it, it was under
lease or for some other reason. Having failed to sell the land earlier, the Government is
now trying again. For instance, No. 14 Cathedral Place is one property the Government
wants to sell and that has been the situation for some years, but it so happens that it is
subject to building height controls, under a preservation order, or something of that kind,
and so the Government is having difficulty selling it.
I am thankful for that because the land in Cathedral Place is very valuable and it could
be used by the next Liberal Government for Government offices or something of that
kind; but once the present Government has disposed of it, it is gone forever and cannot be
replaced.
Many different companies in the property area have acknowledged that the recent flurry
of Government activity will fade as the development restraints on some of the sites
become clear. For instance, in connection with the land behind the former Royal Mint
building, which is now an important historical property and is under a preservation order,
the Becton Corporation has been applying pressure for more than a year on the Government
to release Crown land behind the Royal Mint, but nothing has happened because of
planning difficulties.
There may be arguments for or against selling this land or any land but there have been
no social or historical audits carried out to ascertain whether this or any other property
should be sold. We need a reasonable Government to look at this issue in a reasonable
way and say, "Perhaps, after all, it would be better to retain this block ofland".
Referring again to 14 Parliament Place, the Director-General of the Public Works
Department, Mr Little, is on record as saying two years ago that the proposal to sell the
property would not be in the interests of the Government, yet once again the Government
is proposing to do so.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Je£frey Kennett wanted to sell the whole State Bank, remember
that?
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-The Government should conduct not only a financial
audit, as I said, but also a social and historical audit to ascertain whether it is doing the
wrong thing.
Also, the Government is proposing to sell 5000 of the houses it rents to employees and
it is giving these people the first opportunity to buy, which is natural and right. The only
thing that makes the whole process somewhat suspect, is that the Government is also
engaged in sacking a few thousand of those workers at this time.
Honourable members will recall that numerous railway workers are facing the sack and
not only that, the ludicrous suggestion has been made that these railway workers should
be transferred to the areas of education and hospitals. This is official policy. The schools
throughout Victoria have been notified that they are not to take on any extra staff at the
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moment because it is possible that they will be assigned some railway workers but what
the railway workers will do in the schools-no-one knows.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-What has this got to do with the sale ofland?
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-It has to do with Government houses for workers.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-The motion says "land" not houses.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON-I do not know whether Mr Sandon is aware of it, but
under houses there are blocks of land. Every house has its own block of land and I want
the honourable member to understand that houses are supported by land. If they do not
have land underneath them, they would sink to the centre of the earth so when I am
speaking about land, I can also refer to houses and there is no problem with that.
The Government intends to sell these houses to the workers but at the same time it is
proposing to transfer many of them elsewhere. Before the land or the houses are sold to
the occupants, the Government should find out where they are going to be employed.
If the railway workers are going to work in schools or hospitals, they will need different
housing than what is being suggested and so they are not being given a great deal of choice.
They may put a down payment on their present house and then discover that employment
in that area no longer exists.
The Government has conducted no social audit to discover whether the people to whom
these houses will be sold will actually need them or use them. One of the criticisms that
the Labor Party has made of the previous Liberal Government was that it did not provide
any public housing and that the previous Government sold Housing Commission houses
to tenants. Now this Government is proposing to do the same thing, yet Government
members resent criticism.
The Government is endeavouring to sell public housing to private persons but this is
reducing the stock of public housing. I suggest that the Government find out, first of all,
whether the tenants will be using these houses, whether they will be suitable for their
occupation and, after that, the Government should then decide whether to sell to the
tenants because then the Government may have quite a large stock of reasonably good
houses left for public purposes.
Mrs Maria Bennett of Collingwood, who is a member of Shelter Victoria, says exactly
the same thing. She writes that the Government should not sell the State-owned houses
because of tenant needs, and I mention this as supporting evidence to show that what I
am saying is correct.
Then there is the matter of fairness. I draw the attention of honourable members to a
report of an event that took place prior to 15 August 1986. The Government made a profit
of$3 million on land compulsorily acquired from a Templestowe man fourteen years ago.
The land was left over from the days of the Liberal Government. It was expected that the
population of Templestowe would increase and the Government compulsorily acquired
the land-5 hectares on a hillside-for $175450.
The Labor Government has now sold the land for $3 million so it made a substantial
profit on the deal and the person who was originally obliged to sell the land to the
Government is left lamenting. The original owner gets nothing but the Government
receives a profit on a sale realising $3 million. Surely the 5 hectares of hillside could have
been used for passive or recreational purposes by the people of Templestowe, who have
said that it has gone into other possession-I do not know where it has gone but it will
certainly not be used for the people of Templestowe. This is an example of what is
happening all over Victoria-the Government is disposing of our open land assets, whether
railway easements, vacant land, and anything of value it can lay its hands on.
Of course, the Government has been quite even-handed about this. On one deal it has
made a substantial profit but in another deal it has sold a house for half its proper value.

Dispersal of Government Land

22 October 1986

COUNCIL

647

In January this year, the Victorian Government sold a house in Yarra Glen to a
historical society for almost half its estimated value. The manager of the local real estate
agency claimed the property was valued at $45 000 but the historical society bought it for
$26 000. I do not know what magical process they used to get the house for half price,
especially from the State Government; it might have been a Labor Party representative up
there, but I would not know.
The historical society brought the house and land for $26 OOO-and jolly good luck to
it-but if a local council tried to obtain any property from the Government at half price,
it has no hope whatever. This process has been seen repeatedly in my own area where the
State Government is engaged in selling off land reserved for freeway purposes. The
Moorabbin City Council tried to buy the land at a reduced price but it had no hope. There
is no way it can obtain the land cheaper from the State Government yet an historical
society in Yarra Glen can do it-that is a matter that should be answered by the
Government during this debate.
The shadow Treasurer in another place described the sale of so-called surplus land as a
fire sale, a desperation sale caused by the shortfall in Government revenue. The
Government has been so lax in its expenditure that it desperately needs the spare cash.
In answer to a letter from the shadow Treasurer, the Premier announced the
establishment of a real estate task force to identify Government assets as part of preBudget considerations. The Premier said that the task force would research relevant
departmental records and seek any necessary information on real estate assets held by
departments and public sector agencies.
Following the establishment of the task force the Premier described the various public
agency officials as bower birds because many of them, quite rightly, had done all they
could to retain assets within the control of the various departments because they could see
what was going to happen; the Government, in its desperate search for money, was going
to disperse assets that would be needed in the future. Rather than criticise those public
sector agency managers, the Premier should congratulate them.
The Government is selling off public assets as fast as it can and there is no logical basis
for its actions. Some obscure Government committee or task force has examined various
items of public property and says that this or that should be sold, but the public does not
know why. The Government does not explain the rationale behind these decisions.
The various schools that are being closed in the province that I represent have valuable
tracts of land around them. Some of those tracts of land are quite large and some of
medium size. All of that land could be used by nearby residents or sports groups for
various purposes whether it be for active or passive recreation.
The Government should carefully examine each sale of public land to discover what are
the local and future needs because it is obvious that the present falling population is a
passing phase.
The population of Victoria could well rise again and there will be a time when Victorians
will need the assets, which are being dispersed. It will be a tragedy if this happens.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea Province)-I noted in a report in one of this
morning's newspapers that the new Leader of the Opposition in the Legislative Council
had stated that he would be asking his back-bench members to introduce private members'
Bills. I can well understand why because some of the motions that have been passed in the
past few weeks in this place have left a lot to be desired.
Clearly Mr Lawson's motion is another Wednesday motion that has been introduced
without any substance or foundation. The motion clearly does not relate to any
demonstrable facts. It is clear that the motion, if passed, cannot be implemented. For
example, I should be interested to know how the Government should consult public
opinion on this matter.
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Although the motion relates specifically to surplus land, Mr Lawson rambled on about
buildings and other assets. It was clear that Mr Lawson had failed to formulate a clear line
of argument in support of the motion.
The Government is of the firm belief that public assets should be used in the interests
of all Victorians. Public assets should not be stockpiled and left to lie on the books without
being used in a productive way.
When it was in power the Liberal Party demonstrated its lack of capacity to be an
effective manager of the State's assets. It is apparent from the motion that the Liberal
. Party has not learned its lesson. The Liberal Party has demonstrated a lack of understanding
of the role of public bodies.
When the Labor Party was in opposition, a number of its members-now Ministerswere appointed to the Public Bodies Review Committee, which highlighted the proliferation
of public bodies that were not productively using the moneys or assets that they had
accumulated. The proliferation of those bodies highlighted the lack of any management
skills in the previous Government, which failed to fully utilise the State's assets in the
interests of all Victorians.
It is blatantly absurd to suggest that large tracts of public land that are unused could not
be used in a more productive way. However, that is the sort of troglodyte approach that
the motion suggests the Government should adopt. Fortunately the Government will
never be a party to stockpiling public assets against the interests of the community.

All honourable members would know of instances in their provinces where public land
is unused. For example, in the province that I represent there are three large tracts ofland
surrounding the Chelsea Primary School. Ever since I attended that school as part of the
post-second world war baby boom, that school has faced a dwindling population. The
needs of the school are such that it no longer requires those three large tracts ofland.
According to the motion the Government should not use that land for more productive
uses. However, the Government has a responsibility to do so.
The Government would not merely sell off the land and fail to enhance the delivery of
its public services to all Victorians. It may not be only the private sector that would be
interested in purchasing the land but other Government departments such as housing,
health, education and so on could be interested in using the land to meet future needs and
commitments.
The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs has large tracts of land in the Knox
and Frankston areas, which are heavily populated. Obviously there is a growing need for
Government services and programs in those areas. The inclusion of that land on the assets
register will enhance Government planning for the future.
Honourable members may be surprised to learn that the State Government does not
have a full list of all its assets. The reason is that the previous Liberal Government did not
keep proper accounting records. If anyone wanted anything to damn, in a nutshell the
previous Liberal Administration would be the answer-an example of an inept
Government! It could not even keep accurate records of the assets of Government
departments. For the first time this Government has established an assets register and will
ask the departments what they own so that the Government can work towards providing
a clear and accurate record.
The motion moved by Mr Lawson would preclude large tracts of land from being used
by those in need in Victoria.
Many large tracts of land are available-such as an eighteen-hole golf course in
Bundoora-that could be used in the interests of all Victorians. There are many tracts of
land adjacent to Government institutions. Why should they not be utilised for housing
developments? All honourable members are aware of the need for public housing.
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The backward and mindless approach of Mr Lawson reflects the lack of effective
accounting that has taken place under previous Liberal Governments. The motion would
preclude those assets from being used equitably and in the interests of those in need in the
State. The Government rejects that troglodyte approach.
There is no consistency in the Opposition. Before the last State election the Leader of
the Opposition said he intended selling the State Bank and State prisons. He had a list of
State assets that he believed were appropriate to be sold, if the Liberal Party were elected
to government. Two years later when we are prepared to undergo an investigation into
what assets the State has and what is needed, the Opposition disagrees. The Liberal Party
was not prepared to do anything when it was in government.
If it is found that some of the assets are not needed, they should be disposed o( The
Government may offer them to other departments which may be able to use them
productively. The Liberal Party is condemning the Government for doing so. It stands
condemned for its hypocrisy on this issue.
Mr Lawson did not justify his proposition. The Government is moving in the right
direction and is acting reasonably and responsibly in managing the assets of the State in
the interests of the public. It will continue to do so.
On the motion of the Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

ESTIMATES COMMITTEE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That the Honourable M. J. Sandon be Chairman of the Estimates Committee.

I gave notice of this motion yesterday and made a few comments about it when the first
report of the Estimates Committee was tabled in this House. I said that a matter had
remained unresolved; it was the matter of who would chair the Estimates Committee.
Honourable members will remember that two weeks ago, when the House spent the
bulk of the day debating the establishment of the committee, the Government opposed it
and at the end of the day it reluctantly agreed to participate in the committee. The
committee was established with four Government members, three Opposition members
and one National Party member.
The terms of reference for the Estimates Committee showed clearly that the Opposition
had moved to establish Mr Chamberlain as chairman. The intent of the terms of reference
was that the chairman would be Mr Chamberlain until such time as the matter was
resolved by the Estimates Committee. When the committee met, the chairmanship was
raised as an early item of business. Agreement was not reached and there was a 4-a11 vote
and an indecisive result.
As written, the terms of reference mean that the matter of chairmanship reverts to this
House for determination. Hence, I have moved the motion. Both on the day that the
establishment of the Estimates Committee was first debated and yesterday I have put
forward my view that the committee is discredited. It was discredited from the beginning
and has remained discredited because it was a patent political manoeuvre by the
Opposition. I believe it has misfired.
I regret to say that the whole establishment of the committee and the way in which it
has been forced to function has brought this House into some disrepute. An Estimates
Committee of this House or ajoint Parliamentary committee must be seen as an important
function of Parliament. No one denies that its role must be played correctly and it must
be held in high regard. It is highly regrettable that a committee of this kind which has been
formed in this way has brought disrepute to this House.
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The Opposition has used its numbers in this House to establish the committee. The
Minister for Health proposed late in the debate two weeks ago that if an Estimates
Committee were to be established, it should be a joint committee. The Government put
forward the argument that Parliament already has ajoint committee that could handle the
Estimates. Since then the Economic and Budget Review Committee has shown that it is
willing to review the Estimates and Budget directly. Nevertheless, the Estimates Committee
was formed by a vote in this House in which the Opposition used its numbers.
The Opposition not only established the Estimates Committee but also named the
chairman in the terms of reference set down that day. It was clear to all honourable
members that the terms of reference were worded so that the chairman would have a
deliberative and a casting vote.
If the Estimates Committee were to vote and the result was 4-all, the result would go the
way of the chairman. That circumstance was preordained because the chairman pro tem
was named, the Honourable Bruce Chamberlain, who is a member of the Opposition.
I have not carefully read the report that was tabled yesterday to see whether Mr
Chamberlain has used the double vote on any occasion.
The Hon. B. W. Mier-He has on many occasions.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-On two occasions.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-That means that in the best traditions of committee work
in this Parliament {lnd in this House another discredit has occurred.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-They were on procedural matters.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-I shall be interested to hear Mr Chamberlain's response.
As I said, I have not read the report carefully but I know that members of the Government
who are on that committee have attended all meetings of the Estimates Committee. The
chairmanship was established by the Opposition using the same numbers it used in this
House to establish the committee.
Mr Hunt, who was the Leader of the Opposition at that time, obviously knew of the
plot on the day, and it was a plot. It was quite clear he was not going to get involved and
he did not take the chairmanship of that committee.
The present Leader of the Opposition in this Chamber has indicated in newspaper
articles this morning, although not directly in this House, that he intends to sustain himself
as chairman of the Estimates Committee for the remainder of its existence. That should
not occur. My view is that, because of the way the Estimates Committee was est~blished,
if it is to be regarded as a legitimate committee it should be chaired by a Government
member.
That is the proper position and I have no doubt that if Mr Hunt were to speak on the
motion, honestly, as he has the capacity to do, he would agree with my view.
Mr Hunt would also agree that ajoint committee of the two Houses is the best solution.
I hope when the House considers the motion that has come to it from the other Chamber
for a joint Select Committee, that sanity will prevail, given the history of this illegitimate
committee that has been established.
Mr Hunt knew what was occurring, and in a rare public display of honesty for a person
in his position at the time, he has blown the Opposition cover on the whole matter. That
was brought forward in discussions in this House yesterday.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-Read fully what he says.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-I am invited to read fully what Mr Hunt said on this
matter. I am delighted to give the House the exact words. In the Australian Financial
Review of20 October 1986, an article appeared under the heading "Kennett called colleagues
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'wimpish bastards'-Hunt". In the fourth column of that article Mr Hunt is reported as
saying:
Mr Hunt said the threats to block Supply and force an election by December 13 "destroyed in one fell swoop
the credibility of the whole party".

He is, of course, referring to the Liberal Party. The article then continues:
It also destroyed the credibility of the Opposition dominated Upper House Estimates Committee, which is to
enquire into the accuracy of the Government's Budget figures.

That seems plain to me. The article continues, again quoting Mr Hunt:
It made the Estimates Committee look "like a eheap stunt, a cynical exercise in expediency.

The Hon. M. A. Birrell-He said "look like".
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-Mr Hunt was quite clear about the intention of the
committee. He knew that it was a cynical, political manoeuvre. The article continues,
again referring to Mr Hunt's comments:
He said it was, in any event, constitutionally impossible to force an election before next year.

I do not know what the Opposition suggests in that regard, but it is perfectly plain to me
that Mr Hunt was being honest about what occurred in this House two weeks ago-a
thoroughly cynical political exercise.
I do not know whether the chairman of the Estimates Committee is going to speak on
the motion to indicate what he believes is the future of that committee. I will be interested
to hear his comments' on the Estimates Committee's capacity to transfer its function to a
joint Select Committee, as posed by the Lower House and as promised by the Government.
The Government introduced the motion in the Lower House, as it indicated it would. It
has now passed that House and has come before this Chamber. The House has the
opportunity of making a legitimate move towards the establishment of a joint Select
Committee properly chaired by a Government member.
The simple terms of the motion that I moved enables the House to get back some of
that lost regard it may have had by considering this simple motion and appointing Mr
Sandon as chairman of the present Estimates Committee. Hopefully, that may not be for
a long time and we can move to the circumstance, as agreed between the parties, that there
should be a proper review of the Budget by a joint Estimates Committee. I am interested
to hear the interjections of the Opposition. The House would stand in far better repute if
it were to see the value of appointing a Government member as chairman of its Estimates
Committee for the remainder of the committee's existence.
I hope that Mr Chamberlain and some of the members of the House will speak on the
motion, particularly those on the Estimates Committee. As I indicated, the House has the
chance to recover some of the regard with which committees of this House should be held
and if Parliament is to recover that regard there is an opportunity offered by the motion,
because the House has been badly discredited by the mischievious action of the Opposition
two weeks ago.
Mr Hunt, and certainly members on the Government side, have discredited the way in
which the Estimates Committee was constituted. The committee is discredited. There is a
slight chance now to recover some of the regard that the House has had in the past and
should maintain.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-What committee are you on?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER-The Opposition may remember a committee that
investigated a matter dealing with the BaHarat caravan park.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.
The PRESIDENT -Order! Mr Arnold will have ample opportunity to speak on the
motion and I ask him to restrain his comments until then.
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The Hon. E. H. W ALKER-Mr Birrell, no doubt, will be a high flyer in the future and
will achieve some records, but he will not be able to break the record of coming into this
House on the first day as Deputy Leader; consequently I have not been able to sit on any
committee.
The Hon. Robert Lawson-That was because they had no-one better.
The Hon. E. H. W ALKER-Mr Lawson is probably right! I have a high regard for the
committee work done by members of this House and members of another place. I have a
high regard for the notion of committees undertaking work on behalf of Parliament for
the people of Victoria. I am saddened that a committee has been used in such a way that
it brings the whole system into disrepute, but with this motion the House has a chance to
repair some of that damage.
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-I welcome the opportunity of
speaking in this debate but I am reluctant to di~nify the motion moved by the Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. I make it qUIte clear that the Opposition regards the
motion with absolute contempt.
The Estimates Committee issue has already been debated in this House and the
Government lost the debate. It did not want an Estimates Committee and has never
supported one. The Economic and Budget Review Committee never did the work that
was required of it and this is another classic example of the Australian Labor Party trying
to obstruct the successful work of the Estimates Committee.
It is too painful for Government members to see how well that committee is going; it is
too painful for them to read newspaper reports about the Estimates Committee day after
day, stating truths that the Government did not want to hear. The Opposition understands
that it is hurting the Labor Party.

The Government has the option of simply not allowing its members on that committee
to turn up because, to be perfectly frank, its members are not contributing much anyway.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask the honourable member one more time to remain
silent and make his contribution at a later time.
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL-The basic line of questioning by the Government members
on that committee to the head of the Department of Management and Budget and the
Auditor-General have been, ~~It seems like a nice day, what is your comment?" Opposition
members on that committee have asked some probing questions. For instance, questions
were asked of Dr Sheehan about the number of errors in the Budget. The Treasurer had
previously said "ten". Dr Sheehan said '~51". The Estimates Committee has proved its
worth.
However, the motion is not about those matters and I do not want to dwell on them.
The motion is about the chairmanship of the Estimates Committee. It is a classic
opportunity for Liberal Party and National Party members, who have been queuing up
for years. Today is our chance, we can symbolically reject Mr Sandon and what an
opportunity it is!
Last week it was not Mr Sandon who was thrown in to be mauled by the Liberals and
the National Party. Last week it was the great man, Mr Henshaw. He was the saviour
because he is the Chairman of the Economic and Budget Review Committee. The
Opposition was told, "Leave your life in his hands. He will scrutinise the Budget-no
problem at all". That was the last we heard of poor old Mr Henshaw. When it came to
nominating Labor Party members for this committee his name was not on the list. His
own colleagues did not even put him up. Mr Henshaw has been rejected. This week the
Labor Party throws up good old Mr Sandon to be chairman against my colleague, Mr
Chamberlain.
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Honourable members should be clear about the way in which Mr Chamberlain has
conducted himselfas the chairman of this committee. He has been fair, even-handed and
has gone out of his way to be balanced. If one can be frank about it, he has gone out of his
way to the extent of being biased towards the ALP and those members on the committee
know it. He has made it quite clear that he wants to be an honest broker as chairman. He
does not want to favour one side or another. So far as I know, Mr Chamberlain will not
speak in this debate because to do so would impinge upon his impartiality as chairman.
Honourable members opposite who interject know it all. We do not want Mr
Chamberlain to be sullied by the motion. I call on Mr Chamberlain not to speak in this
debate so that he will not be hit by the smears that are being cast by Labor Party members.
However, I would like to hear from Mr Henshaw. Presumably he would like to be the
chairman because he offered himself last time, but his peers have thrown him away. I say
quite clearly that my first vote goes to Mr Chamberlain and my second to Mr Henshaw
and Mr Sandon comes a distant third-a very distant third indeed.
This is not the first time that the Labor Party has produced yet another reason why the
Estimates Committee cannot work. This is the latest in a long string of tactics designed to
ensure that the public does not know the truth about the Cain Government's Budget.
The Estimates Committee has proved a number of errors in the Budget already, and
there are more to come. If we have a good chairman, the committee will continue to find
out what it has found out previously, like the $250000 of public money that was stolen
but not disclosed, which the committee heard about the other day.
Mr Chamberlain has ensured that the committee gets the full information. I cannot rest
assured that it would be an operating, productive committee and one that continued to
meet if Mr Sandon were the chairman.
Is the Labor Party going to continue this charade any longer, every day thinking of a
new reason to stop the progress of the committee? Its paranoia is manifest. It is saying
time and again, "Don't come out with the truth. Don't expose what the Treasurer in
another place won't tell this place. Don't ensure that public servants speak their minds.
We don't want this Estimates Committee to work. We don't want any more embarrassing
details made available to the public and particularly to the media."
The Labor Party wants to stifle the existing committee. Labor Party members are of
course very newfound friends of the Estimates Committee concept. Why was it not they
who volunteered support for Estimates Committees in the past? Why was it not they who
put forward a chairman months ago? No-not the ALP. It was scared of doing that. The
Opposition had to put up Mr Chamberlain because the Opposition wanted someone who
would lead a good committee and get it working.
I invite honourable members to look analytically at what the ALP is trying to achieve.
We know damned well that, if we get Mr Sandon as chairman, the committee will not
meet. We know that the hidden agenda ofMr Sandon's appointment is to kill the Estimates
Committee because he would steer it away from its current, productive course. He would
ensure that witnesses were not called. He would ensure that any witnesses who actually
turned up did not have probing questions asked of them such as are currently being asked.
That is the hidden agenda; and, of course, the ALP is trying to avoid any hard publicity.
The committee has had great cooperation from the Auditor-General and from the head
of the Department of Management and Budget, but they would never have been invited if
the Labor Party ran the committee; they would not have been there at all. What has come
out of that committee is an enormous credit to the existing chairman. If the chairman is
changed, the committee will become nothing more than a Labor Party vehicle for promoting
itself and trying to strip the public of the truth.
The reason why the Opposition's motion to establish the committee contained the name
of the chairman has been vindicated by the slick tactics of the Government in trying to
undermine the chairman. All of the work that the Opposition did to lock the Labor Party
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out of its tactics has been utterly justified. That motion was as tight as a drum, and it is a
credit to Mr Chamberlain, a credit to Mr Hunt and a credit to Mr Storey that they locked
the Labor Party out of every Machiavellian manoeuvre that it could think of; locked it out
completely; and the Labor Party will be locked out of this one. It has not got any ground
to move.
The Opposition will stop it from undermining the Estimates Committee and is proud
to use its numbers in this place to do so.
It is unfortunate in a way. James Guest moved the original motion as a matter of
principle. He has been supporting the establishment of an Estimates Committee year after
year, and the Labor Party has now turned the committee into a political plaything. If the
Labor Party is committed to the Estimates Committee, it should show that by making the
committee work and by cooperating instead of frustrating its objectives, trying to slow it
down and obstructing it. The Labor Party should work with the committee and prove that
what it is saying is real. It is not doing that and the Opposition knows that.

If it were not for Mr Guest, Mr Chamberlain, Mr Hallam and myself, there would not
have been constructive criticism of the Public Service and of what the ALP was putting
forward in the 1986-87 Budget. The Opposition knows as a matter of course that the
current system is the best one, and so it stands proudly by Mr Chamberlain as chairman.
Mr Henshaw might want to enter the debate and say whether he would like to be the
chairman. The Opposition would happily consider that prospect as an alternative to Mr
Sandon, but I make it clear that Mr Chamberlain ranks as No. 1.
If the paranoia of the Labor Party cannot subside, we will have to put up with another
motion next week about changing the rules of the Estimates Committee, but the Opposition
will stand by the words of the original motion and looks forward to having more witnesses
appearing before that committee on Monday, Friday and whatever other days the
Committee seeks to sit.
So far the committee has dealt with only one department, the Ministry for the Arts,
after having talked to the Auditor-General and the head of the Department of Management
and Budget. It will go through other departments under the leadership of a chairman who
is upholding the traditions of this Parliament and the great standards of Estimates
Committees in other Parliaments.
We are fortunate to have Mr Chamberlain leading the committee. To change the
chairman at this time would be an insult to the idea of the committee.
As I said at the outset, the Liberal Party and the National Party are reluctant even to
prolong this debate because the motion is a joke. We look forward to defeating that joke
and getting on with the good work of the Estimates Committee.
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM (Western Province)-I listened with interest to the comments
of the Leader of the House on the motion and I agree with him on one point: that the
function of this Estimates Committee is indeed extremely important. I do not agree in any
form that that committee has been discredited; in fact, it is quite the reverse. If there is
anything which in my view is a cheap stunt, it is the motion that is before the House today
which, in my view, is frivolous, transparent and absolutely pointless.
Less than two weeks ago, this House debated at enormous length the establishment of
an Estimates Committee, including the appointment of the chairman. The matter has
been fully debated and I thought the Leader of the Government was more astute than he
demonstrates by this motion. He knows very well that the motion has two chances: in the
vernacular, it has Buckley's and it has none. If it was thought that any member of the
Liberal Party or the National Party contemplated in the slightest supporting this motion,
I would very quickly dispel that thought.
No problem exists with the chairmanship. It has been even-handed to the degree that
the chairman has considered it necessary to move to protect witnesses against what he
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described as badgering from his own colleagues. If that is not even-handedness, I want to
know what is.
I make the point that there is no credence in what is claimed, namely, that because Mr
Chamberlain has been subsequently appointed as Leader of the Opposition, that that in
some way reflects upon his position as chairman of the Estimates Committee. I take the
opposite view. That gives the Estimates Committee even greater credence with the Leader
of the Opposition acting as chairman.
I did not raise the issue of the appropriateness of Mr Sandon being chairman of the
committee but it behoves me to make some comments about it. In considering Mr
Sandon's qualifications, I borrow a quote from my colleague, Mr Wright, that appointing
Mr Sandon to head the Estimates Committee is like appointing Dracula to head the blood
bank. The facts of the matter are, firstly, that Mr Sandon opposed the establishment of the
Estimates Committee in the first place. He was scathing in his criticism of the House in
establishing an Estimates Committee and he has done everything within his power to
frustrate and delay the work of the committee. Secondly, Mr Sandon has been dragged
screaming and kicking through the full length of the committee's hearings.
It was Mr Sandon who has described the committee as a sham. It was Mr Sandon who
released press reports after the committee's first meeting in which he said that the only
role of the committee, and the role taken by the conservative members of the committee,
was, in his words, "to fabricate a reprehensive circumstance which would allow the
blocking of Supply". I take absolute exception to that comment. This is not some pointscoring political exercise-and I want to come back to that, Mr President.

I refer now to Mr Sandon's formal qualifications. I repeat that I did not raise this
subject. By his comments at the Estimates Committee hearings Mr Sandon has shown
that he has a superficial level of knowledge of accounting matters, accounting standards,
levels of disclosure and, indeed, matters related to all aspects of Budget formulation. I
would go one step further and say that Mr Sandon would be well advised to do less in
terms of his contribution because, in his attempts to protect witnesses, he has dropped
them into larger holes.
I can understand that members of the Government would want to protect witnesses and
to show the Budget in its best possible light. However, that is dramatically different from
wanting to destroy the work of the committee. Mr Sandon has made it very clear that that
is what he seeks to do.
I move to the real proposition being debated, the move to have the committee controlled
by means of a Government appointee. We are not really debating Mr Sandon's
chairmanship capabilities but the effect that would be achieved if the committee were
controlled by Government members.
If anyone has any doubts about that, that person should examine the committee which
is extensively responsible for the Budget review. That is a toothless tiger and is not
achieving the primary function for which it was set up. It has not been reviewing the
Budget. If that is not the case, why does the Auditor-General need to qualify his report in
some important areas and to note that those qualifications have been repeated year after
year?
The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Hallam is straying from the motion.
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM-I take your point, Mr President. The point I was trying to
make is that the Estimates Committee is filling an important void that has been created
because the committee ostensibly set up to handle this matter is not doing its job.
I do not want to be part of another toothless tiger, and I do not want to be part of an
Estimates Committee that is unable to carry out the responsibility handed to it. By this
motion it is contemplated that the Estimates Committee be sidetracked or abandoned.
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I take seriously the responsibility handed to me in representing my party on the Estimates
Committee. That is not a new stance for me to take, Mr President. I have been saying
consistently since the day I entered Parliament that I have grave concerns about a whole
range of factors relating to Budget levels. The Budget presented to Parliament is based on
cash accounting. I have made that point before, but it is one that the House should heed
because cash accounting is a totally inappropriate base. It opens the door to all sorts of
opportunities for shelving of expenditure.
Our real concern should not be what the Budget discloses but what it does not disclose.
To ascertain that should be the fundamental role of the Estimates Committee. Even to
contemplate a manoeuvre that would stifle or nobble the committee would work to the
detriment of us all.
The Government is moving towards program budgeting and that is seen as the panacea,
the answer to a maiden's prayer. However, that will never overcome lack of disclosure.
I have also heard the claim that we should be concerned with consistency in reporting.
I agree with that. However, no benefit is to be gained by being consistently wrong, and
that is what has happened in past years.
The committee has heard much evidence, some of it extremely valuable evidence. The
Budget is not a two-bob operation; it is an important enterprise, the biggest in the State.
All honourable members are entitled to know that the information they seek is forthcoming.
That is part of our responsibility to those we represent in the community.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I remind Mr Hallam that this is a narrow motion relating
to the chairmanship of the Estimates Committee. The honourable member is wandering
into debate heard earlier in the House about the setting up of the committee and the
arguments presented at that time. I ask him to return to the motion as it stands.
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM-Thank you for your ~uidance, Mr President. The motion
is a subterfuge to divert the attention of the commIttee. The work of the committee is
absolutely vital. It is hard to come to grips with the fact that the Government is moving
in the direction it is. It is apparently embarrassed about the work the committee has done,
yet it says that it has nothing to hide. If that is the case, why should the Government be
concerned about the chairmanship? If the Government can prove that it is not getting a
fair go, we are prepared to consider that matter. However, that is simply not the case.
The work of the committee is extremely important and I shall not be party to any
contrivance which has the effect of diverting the attention of the committee. It does the
Government no credit to believe that we would be taken in by such a sham. I make it clear
that the National Party will not support the motion. In fact, the National Party is implacably
opposed to the motion.
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-I should like to respond to some of the
outrageous comments made by Mr Birrell that no witnesses would have been called if the
Government had had control of the committee. At no time during the committee's
proceedings has any Government member objected to any witness suggested by the
Opposition to come forward and give evidence to the committee.
That has not happened. In actual fact, we have agreed and have cooperated fully in
every possible way to ensure that all the witnesses who were requested to attend and who
have attended the Estimates Committee meetings were given a fair go. That is one of the
reasons I rise to support the motion.
Government representatives on that committee have discovered the biased and
deliberately unprincipled procedure established by the chairman of that committee. I am
able to talk with some authority on this matter because I have been a member of a joint
House committee.
I was formerly a member of a different joint House committee, the Legal and
Constitutional Committee, which is a fine committee chaired by the honourable member
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for Mildura, Mr Whiting, who is a member of the National Party in another place. He
conducted the business of that committee in a very fair, honest and principled way. The
conduct of the committee has proceeded for a number of years under his chairmanship in
a very smooth, honest and principled fashion.
Also, I am currently a member of the Natural Resources and Environment Committee,
which is chaired by Mr Bruce Reid. He has conducted himself in a very honourable way
and the conduct of that committee has proceeded in an honourable, fair and honest
fashion. The deliberations of that committee have been clearly set out in the various
reports that have been presented in this House. By and large, those reports have been
presented with the unanimous support of the members of the committee.
However, when we attended the first meeting of the Estimates Committee on Friday,
10 October, the first thing that struck Government members of that committee was the
fact that the resolution carried by this House was not being implemented. We had to walk
through doors that had been kept closed; they had a sign in front of them which virtually
dissuaded anyone from entering, including any members of the public who wished to
come along.
The Hon. J. V. C. Guest (Monash Province)-The point of order I raise, Mr President,
is simply one of total irrelevance; apart from being untrue, the remarks of Mr Mier are
totally irrelevent.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.
The Hon. J. V. C. Guest-His remarks are totally irrelevant, Mr President.
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-One would expect an objection of that
nature from a person like Mr Guest. He obviously did not understand what was occurring
at the meeting, not only on the first day. He still does not understand what is going oneven when he is awake.
Paragraph (i) of the motion carried by this House clearly states that the committee shall
sit in open session. However, the committee actually sat in closed session. The doors were
closed, and the press and all members of the public were denied access. That was the first
question we raised with Mr Chamberlain, the Chairman of the Estimates Committee.
We raised with him the fact that the motion, which his own party had originally moved
in this House, had not been implemented and that he had done nothing about implementing
it. That is a very fine achievement for a very biased chairman!
The second concern that came to our attention was the fact that, at that first meeting, it
was clearly agreed-it was not opposed by anyone-that Mr Sheehan, the DirectorGeneral of the Department of Management and Budget-The Hon. M. A. Birrell-It is "Dr" Sheehan.
The Hon. B. W. MIER-I meant Dr Sheehan, and I thank Mr Birrell for his assistance.
It was agreed that Dr Sheehan would attend as a witness and-in view of the fact that only
two or three days' notice would be given to him and that Dr Sheehan would not have the
opportunity of understanding the types of questions that honourable members might ask
or of appreciating the role of the committee-that the first interview with Dr Sheehan
should be only on the subject with which he would be familiar, the process associated with
the formulation of the Budget.
It was unanimously agreed that Dr Sheehan should answer only questions relating to
the procedures involved in formulating the Budget. However, immediately Dr Sheehan
arrived at the meeting on Tuesday, 14 October, Mr Birrell and Mr Guest got stuck straight
into him. No Questions were asked of him in relation to the process. They got stuck into
him, and referred to various pages from Budget Papers Nos 1,2,3 and 4 and other Budget
documents.
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The Hon. M. J. Arnold-Did the chairman stop them?
The Hon. B. W. MIER-Never; he sat there until Government members of the
committee raised the matter with him. There was no objection by the other members. The
chairman flouted the unanimous decision of the previous meeting that Dr Sheehan should
discuss only the question of processes.
Not once did the chairman attempt to stop those honourable members from asking the
sorts of questions that they did-because, really, all he was interested in was stirring up
mud and collectin~ as much mud and ammunition as he thought may be available to be
used by the OpposItion in this House.
It was not until the Government members of the committee raised a point of order with
him that he steered the committee back to the real order of business that was previously
determined.
The third point we raised-and I refer a~ain to the first meeting-was that if the
committee intended to call witnesses, in partIcular witnesses from various departments,
those witnesses had entitlements and legal rights. However, not once did Mr Chamberlain
consider this situation. He was never concerned about the legal rights of the public
servants who had been called before the committee, and never once did he raise that
matter.
We pointed them out quite clearly-as Mr Hunt and Mr Guest could do, particularly
Mr Hunt who was familiarised with them during the Prisons Service Committee inquiryand referred to the instructions that were delivered to public servants prior to being called
as witnesses before the Prisons Service Committee, in which Mr Hunt participated.
We then had to insist on this biased and unprincipled chairman implementing the legal
rights of any witness who was brought before the committee because at no stage did he
consider them and at no stage did he intend to implement them. That was the third issue
that was raised.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-What was the first one-the doors?
The Hon. B. W. MIER-Yes, the issue of the closed doors was the first one. Obviously,
Opposition members of that committee did not want anyone present at the meeting; they
did not want the media present, so they locked them out. It was the Government
representatives who insisted on the media being there.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-We invited the media.
The Hon. B. W. MIER-If the Opposition members invited the media, why did they
lock the doors?
The fourth point raised was the fact that it was agreed, once again unanimously, that
there be included in the letter of request to attend as a witness at the committee, a set of
questions agreed upon by the committee as being the sorts of questions that should be
outlined prior to the witnesses' attendance before the committee.
That letter was drafted by the committee and the secretary posted or delivered copies of
it to those people who were requested to attend as witnesses. The letter clearly set out the
questions likely to be asked, the procedures to be followed and also, at that stagefinally-the legal entitlements of the witnesses.
Not once, until the matter was drawn to the attention of the chairman by Government
members of that committee, were those procedures followed.
Government members of the Estimates Committee have had repeatedly to call the
chairman into line to follow procedures set out in the letter of notification to witnesses.
Not once did he do it. Not once did this biased, bigoted, with one purpose only in mind,
chairman of this committee follow that procedure.
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The Hon. Robert Lawson-This is earth-shattering!
The Hon. B. W. MIER-I have a much better one coming up, Mr Lawson. When Dr
Sheehan attended the first meeting, he was accompanied by members of his staff. However,
Mr Birrell had an individual sitting immediately behind him when the committee
commenced its proceedings. It was discovered that that person was the honourable member
for Brighton in another place, Mr Alan Stockdale. A member of the Legislative Assembly
was attending a meeting of the Estimates Committee set up by the Legislative Council!
Immediately behind Gerry Gee, calling the tune, pulling the strings and handing the
notes-The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Mier will refer to Mr Birrell by his correct name.
The Hon. B. W. MIER-Mr G. Birrell!
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask Mr Mier to heed my ruling.
The Hon. B. W. MIER-The honourable member for Brighton in another place, Mr
Stockdale, was sitting immediately behind Mr Birrell. During that meeting Mr Stockdale
proceeded to pass notes and whisper in the ear ofMr Birrell. We raised with the chairman
why a member of the Legislative Assembly was attending and participating at a meeting
of a committee established by the Legislative Council.
Mr Chamberlain, as chairman, ruled that Mr Stockdale was not participating in the
meeting. I asked him whether he considered passing notes and whispering to Mr Birrell as
non-participation and Mr Chamberlain said, "Yes, he is not participating".
If that is not an outrageous, biased approach to a meeting by a chairmen, I have never
witnessed one. That practice has never occurred in any other Select Committee established
by this House. Other chairmen conduct the affairs of their committees in an unbiased
manner, but not Mr Chamberlain who chairs this numbers crunching rort established by
this House.
On a number of occasions members of the committee raised with Mr Chamberlain the
conduct of affairs of other Estimates Committees. On numerous occasions the Estimates
Committees of the Senate were mentioned. The conduct and procedures adopted by those
six Senate committees, which have been in existence for some years, have been sufficient
to allow them to operate in an efficient and reasonable manner. However, the Chairman
of the Legislative Council Estimates Committee has no concern about the conduct of the
Senate Estimates Committees and is not interested in their procedures and methods of
practice.
I point out to the House that each of the six Senate Estimates Committees is chaired by
a member of the Government.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-Are they joint House Committees?
The Hon. B. W. MIER-No, they are Senate committees. Each committee is chaired
by a member of the Government. Those Estimates Committees have demonstrated over
the years that they can conduct their affairs openly and in a proper and businesslike
manner, something which the Estimates Committee established by this House has never
done.
On 17 October Mr Humphry, the Victorian Auditor-General, was asked a series of
questions by Mr Sandon. Page 32 of the daily Hansard records those questions as follows:
The Hon. M. J. SANDON-You have some knowledge of the Senate committees and the way they operate?
Mr Humphry-Yes, I have appeared before them.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON-Who actually is on those Senate committees?

The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
I wish to know whether Mr Mier is quoting Hansard in full because Mr Sandon also asked
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whether members of the House of Representatives sit with members of the Senate and Mr
Humphry said, "No".
Mr Mier seems to have overlooked that and I wonder whether it is to assist his argument.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-That is the type of smart alec performance
members of the Estimates Committee have had to put up with. Hansard continues:
Mr Humphry-They are normally chaired by a member ofthe Government. They have a number of Senators
from all parties and they deal with a range of portfolios.

The motion before the House requires Mr Sandon to be chairman of that committee. The
argument put forward by the Government is that a member of the Government should
chair that committee and that Mr Sandon should be the Government's representative.
Other Parliamentary committees have conducted themselves in that manner. The joint
House committees of this Parliament uphold that practice and it should have been followed
by this House when the motion to establish the Estimates Committee was before it two
weeks ago. However, the Opposition did not agree to that course.
Mr Hunt made it clear to the public in his statements reported in the Australian
Financial Review of20 October that the role of this committee and its formation was quite
clear: it was a political stunt and a sham.
If the Estimates Committee is to have any credibility, the House should carry the
motion to uphold the basic principle that the Government of Victoria should chair this
committee and that Mr Sandon should be its representative.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-I can see that Mr Sandon is looking
very nervous. I am a man of conscience; I might be persuaded by the profound and
eloquent argument put by Mr Mier. Other Government members on the committee have
looked very relaxed; they say, "Poor old Mal has drawn the short straw".
However, there is no danger because I, as one who cares greatly about the substance of
the Estimates Committee's work and where it is going, know that it will only fully establish
itselfas an irrevocable part of the machinery of this House and add a real contribution to
its scrutiny of the Budget Papers under the serious chairmanship of somebody who wants
to ensure that the committee is doing the work that the Estimates Committees were
originally designed to do.
The Leader of the House has spoken of the discrediting of this House. The motion has
brought discredit on this House. The motion and the debate have been nothing but a joke
and a farce. I greatly regret that because it brings discredit upon the House. At least it will
not bring discredit upon the work of the Estimates Committee because the chairman
has-although he has scarcely used it-a casting vote to enable the committee to pursue
the explanations which are needed.
The Leader of the House is a splendid architect; he is almost a famous architect but, as
Leader of the House, he will never be able to fill the place of his distinguished predecessors
in putting really rotten arguments with conviction.
There was absolutely no substance or logic in what he put, knowing what would happen
if the Estimates Committee was to pursue its course seriously with a crew-that is not an
impolite word is it, Mr President-that the Government has put on it.
The Government sent along a man with a bottle of oil to give the crew a rub down on
the first day-a trainer and coach. Unfortunately he had a ticket to Helsinki in his pocket.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold-No, Copenhagen!
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST-Copenhagen; we all know what people go to Copenhagen
for! Suffice to say it is a compelling motive.
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Honourable members interjecting.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST-I shall make a couple of brief points in reply to what might
have been half of a sensible point raised by Mr Mier, wrapped up in a good deal more
energy and effort than he has put into his work on the committee.
That is, as I have said repeatedly in this place, the Senate Estimates Committees do
have Government chairmen but for no other reason than that the Estimates Committees
were set up in 1971 by the Government on a Government motion for the purpose of
carrying out a traditional Parliamentary function, with which that Government fully
intended to cooperate.
Here, the Government made it perfectly plain that it was not going to do that so it lost
its chance of following up the terms of my motion which I derived solely from the Senate
precedent and would have allowed it to proceed in the Senate's traditional way.
Let me make it clear why the replacement of Mr Chamberlain would, because of the
actual circumstances and given the attitude of the Government, ensure that the committee
could not do its work satisfactorily. On evidence of what the Government members have
actually said on the committee, a Government chairman would undoubtedly attempt to
exclude any of the highly qualified people whom the Opposition members have had to
help them. By reading documents fully-that have been referred to by witnesses-for
example, they can make sure we do not have to waste time following up with questions
which are irrelevant or redundant when one knows the material. They help us actually get
to the point and make good use of the committee.
The honourable member for Brighton in another place, Mr Stockdale, would clearly be
removed from the vicinity of the committee table. The other people whom we have
assisting us who are paying close attention to the work of the committee would be removed.
That has absolutely no basis in any precedent and any tradition but that is what the
Government members have tried to do.
It can only be concluded that Mr Sandon with his casting vote would remove members
of the Assembly from the proximity of the table. That is totally unacceptable to the
Opposition and to any person who understands the purposes of the committee.
In short, we have absolutely no guarantee that the committee would be able to pursue
the substantial investigations that it has been engaged on in the available time, to call
witnesses where necessary, or to take any other steps necessary for the simple purpose of
obtaining true explanations of the Budget Papers. For that reason I totally reject the
motion.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER (Chelsea Province)-I make no apology at all for the fact that
I have not had the opportunity of participating in any committee prior to this one. I was
pleased, however, to have the opportunity of participating on this committee. I have
gained experience; I am learning a great deal. I realise, however, that I am not an accountant
but the view Mr Hallam expressed earlier seems to suggest that anybody who was not an
accountant should be precluded from participation on that committee.
That attitude concerns me because one of the main aims of the Government is to ensure
that the Budget is accessible to as many people as possible, so that even a non-accountant
or a person with a non-financial background, such as myself, can, in fact, understand the
Budget.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold-That is an elitist comment.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER-It is an extremely elitist comment; so that people without
those backgrounds can understand the way in which the Budget figures are presented. I
have been most impressed. Despite my lack of financial background, I find I am coming
to gain an increased understanding of the way in which the Victorian Budget is presented.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You might even teach somebody something.
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The Hon. M. A. LYSTER-On the matter of teaching, other members of the committee
are also learning and I am glad that Mr Guest has been taking accountancy lessons from
Mrs Varty during the luncheon breaks. I am sure that we will continue to learn a great deal
about the workings and presentation of the Budget Papers. I shall not comment on Mr
Birrell's contribution, but I do commend him on his sense of humour.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold-From the Liberal front bench it is quite good.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER-However, the allegations he has made are totally without
foundation and not even worth pursuing. Those who are interested in checking the veracity
of the claims may read the published record in the H ansard report of the Estimates
Committee, which is available, and in that way they can note that his sense of humour is
far stronger that what indeed is the truth.
Two weeks ago, we heard a great deal from the Opposition about the two principles of
precedent and tradition. Mr Guest in particular I have heard, not only in that debate but
also on another occasion, speak fondly of the notion of an Upper House Estimates
Committee and other committees to investigate certain matters. Frequently he has referred,
as have other members of the Opposition, to these principles of precedent and tradition.
I can, therefore, fully understand Mr Hunt's description of the Estimates Committee in
the terms that were quoted by the Leader of the House earlier in the debate. A cynical
exercise indeed! He must have been persuaded when he said that it made the Estimates
Committee look like a cheap stunt; it is a cynical exercise in expediency.
Having been part of the Estimates Committee I know, certainly from my experience,
that it is. It not only looks like, but it is a cheap stunt and an extremely cynical exercise.
Senate Committees, as Mr Guest only just now has reminded us, have a longstanding
tradition. They serve a very useful function. They were, I believe, initiated by the late,
very great, Mr Justice Lionel Murphy and, in their operation in the Federal Parliament,
have been a tribute to his creative mind.
It is interesting that Opposition members have been quoting the precedent of the Senate
Estimates Committees because they were extremely selective in their choice of the terms
of reference of the Senate Estimates Committees when they moved the motion. Of course,
the term of reference they eliminated was clause 6 which states that each committee shall
elect a Government member as chairman. That, incidentally, was adopted on 16 March
1977 by the former Federal Liberal Government. However, we are, in this House,
apparently being very selective in the precedent and the tradition that we choose to follow.
My colleague, Mr Mier, has already been through the examples of the form of chairing
that we have witnessed on this committee. As I said at the beginning of my remarks, I had
not served on a Parliamentary committee prior to this. However, I have obviously, during
my career in various other walks of life, participated on many committees, and I am quite
frankly appalled by the standard of the chairing of this committee. I do not make that
criticism lightly.
The "participation" of members of Parliament and others who are not members of the
Legislative Assembly has been a most disturbing feature of the operation of this committee.
The continual passing of notes and whispering has been disruptive. I point out that the
chairman did attempt to stop the whispering, but it went on unabated regardless.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan interjected.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER-The Attorney-General asks whether effectiveness comes
into it. The committee is effective if one is one of the three members of the Liberal Party
because one continually gets well and truly more than one's fair share of the questioning
if that is the case.
I have to support what Mr Mier said about the lack of guidance given to witnesses.
When guidance is given as to the rights of witnesses, it has been the practice only of
Government members of the committee.
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The matter of simple courtesy-or lack of courtesy-has concerned me ~reatly. If one
reads Hansard, one sees almost on every page that a Government member IS interrupted.
No, I cannot say "on every page" because Government members are not allowed to ask
questions on every page. However, on the occasion where Government members are able
to ask questions, it is not uncommon for their questions to be interrupted and they are
denied the right to ask supplementary questions. However, when one reads Hansard, one
sees that the Liberal members of the committee are given carte blanche with supplementary
questions to follow up points.
I have said that I do not have a precedent on which to judge the conduct of this
committee. However, I have been a history student at various times in my life and I can
recall one instance that keeps coming back to me. It was a precedent that occurred to me
on the first day of the sitting of the Estimates Committee. That precedent is the conduct
of a committee set up in the United States of America in the early 1950s, the House
Committee for UnAmerican Activities, chaired by Senator Joseph McCarthy.
We are aware that the aim of the late Senator McCarthy-Iong since dishonoured-was
to take the truth and manipulate and distort it and take what value he could out of the
media. I see a very great similarity there.
I regret that the truth is not of~reat interest to the Opposition members of the Estimates
Committee. They are interested In sensational headlines. I have to disagree with Mr Mier
when he claimed that Mr Birrell was not interested in having the media present at the
committee because I have advice that Mr Birrell invited television camera operators to
come into the Legislative Council committee room.
I find it disturbing, as I think you may, Mr President, that not only had he not consulted
the chairman of the committee, but also he had not consulted you. I am glad that was
remedied. The Legislative Council committee room is a very important part of this
building, and you, Mr President, quite rightly, issued certain precautions to that group.
The one difference between the way Senator McCarthy's committee was chaired and the
effectiveness demonstrated by the Estimates Committee is that the chairing of Senator
McCarthy's committee worked. He was successful.
Unfortunately, the Liberal members of the Estimates Committee have not been nearly
as successful. The media reports have been somewhat buried in the nether regions of the
newspapers. It has become very difficult to find them and I presume that must be a
recognition by a very intelligent media that what they are being told simply is not worth
reporting. If there were any truth in the sorts of stories that Mr Birrell is trying to convince
them of, for example, as reported in the Age of 18 October, that errors worth hundreds of
millions of dollars were contained in the Budget-The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-On a point of order, I do not believe
Mrs Lyster's remarks are relevant.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I was just about to request Mrs Lyster to return to the
narrow motion which concerns the chairmanship of the committee.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER (Chelsea Province)-That is entirely the point I was making.
The chairing of this committee is regrettably allowing it to degenerate into the dishonour
referred to by the Leader of the Government. The only honourable course for this House
to adopt is the precedent of the Senate Estimates Committees and that is, in fact, to have
a Government chairman of this committee so that there may be some credibility in its
work and in its findings. I certainly agree that Mr Sandon should be the chairman and I
commend the motion to the House.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-There is really only one question for
the House and that is whether it wants this committee to work effectively. That is the only
question. The Government has made it plain from the start that it does not want this
committee at all-let alone want it to work.

664

COUNCIL

22 October 1986

Estimates Committee

The Government made it plain in the debate a fortnight ago today that it did not want
this committee. The Government did everything it could to defeat the motion. It did not
want it to happen at all. It took other actions, too.
The Economic and Budget Review Committee, which it claims could have been doing
this task, had not been doing it and, on the morning of the debate, a rump of that
committee sought to carry a motion designed to thwart discussions in this place on that
day.
That was clear evidence that the Government did not want the Estimates Committee to
work. During the course of the debate, the Government not only opposed the motion but
also started to talk about setting up a joint Select Committee. It moved reluctantly for a
committee of the two Houses to review the Estimates, again, to frustrate this House in
getting the Estimates Committee off the ground.
It was obvious from the start that the Government did not want the Estimates Committee
and, if it were established, it did not want it to operate effectively. That was why I was
forced to move the motion that put Mr Chamberlain in the chair until the committee or
the House decided otherwise.
If that amendment had not been carried-the motion now seeks to negative the
amendment-the Estimates Committee would not have got off the ground. The actions of
the members of the Government on the committee show that their desire is simply to
wind it up and not make it work.
The House has passed a motion establishing a committee. The will of the House,
therefore, is that the committee should work. If it is to work, Mr Chamberlain must
remain as chairman because this motion is seen as the charade that it is. It is an endeavour
to bring the work of the committee to a halt.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-What about what you said in the Australian Financial Review?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-I shall deal with that. Members of the Government well know
that certain remarks in another place were criticised by me publicly on the grounds that
they might cause the misapprehension that the Estimates Committee was appointed for
the wrong purposes.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-That is not what the words are in the article!
The PRESIDENT-Order! I shall not ask the Attorney-General to come to order again.
Ifhe wishes to contribute to the debate, he can do so when Mr Hunt has finished speaking.
I request the Attorney-General to remain silent for the remainder of the debate.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-That was one of the grounds on which I went public on a
certain issue. I certainly did not want to see this House or its committee put in a difficult
position. I am glad to say that this House and the Estimates Committee are no longer in
the position where they could be regarded as having existed for ulterior motives.
Mr Guest has sought for such a committee to be established for some years. It has been
sought, as I have said publicly, for the best of reasons. The Estimates Committee has
already proven how good those reasons are. It is bringing out information about the
Budget Papers to which Parliament and the public are entitled. That is its purpose and it
can only continue to fulfil that purpose if it is able to work effectively. In the light of what
has happened, the Estimates Committee can only do so if it has a non-Government
chairman.
The Hon. D. E. HENSHAW (Geelon~ Province)-Mr Birrell suggested that if I had
been nominated as Chairman of the EstImates Committee the Opposition would have
considered supporting me. I point out that I am the chairman of a committee that has the
power and resources to do what the Estimates Committee proposes. During the lifetime
of the Economic and Budget Review Committee, the Opposition has made no move to
implement that function.
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Under my chairmanship, the Economic and Budget Review Committee has called
before it people such as Dr Sheehan, Mr Carpenter, the previous and present AuditorsGeneral and representatives of the Ministry for the Arts. That committee, under a
Government chairman, has performed the same type of function that the Estimates
Committee is currently performing.
It is ridiculous and headline seeking to suggest that a Government chairman cannot do
those sorts of things. I have approved such actions, and my colleague, Mr Sand on, would
follow in the same path, as would any member of this House. I despise the assertions made
by Mr Hallam about Mr Sandon and I reject the assertions Mr Hunt made about a
chairman provided by the Government. Those honourable members have reduced the
debate to the level it was at when the Estimates Committee was mounted as a cynical
exercise by the Opposition. I support the motion put forward by the Leader of the House.

The House divided on the motion (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie in the chair).
Ayes
18
Noes
19
Majority against the motion
AYES
Mr Arnold
Mr Henshaw
Mrs Hogg
Mr Kennan
Mr Kennedy
Mrs Lyster
Mr McArthur
Mrs McLean
Mr Mier
Mr Murphy
Mr Pullen
MrSandon
MrSgro
Mr Van Buren
MrWalker
MrWhite

NOES
Mr Birrell
Mr Chamberlain
MrConnard
Mrde Fegely
Mr Dunn
Mr Evans
MrGrimwade
Mr Guest
Mr Hallam
Mr Hunt
Mr Knowles
Mr Lawson
Mr Miles
Mr Storey
Mrs Varty
MrWard
MrWright

Tellers:

Tellers:

Mrs Cox sedge
Mrs Dixon

Mr Baxter
Mr Reid
PAIRS

MrCrawford
Mrs Kirner
Mr Landeryou

I

Mr Long
MrGranter
MrMacey

EGG INDUSTRY STABILIZATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The value of the Australian dollar as against the Japanese yen has presented the Australian
egg industry with a unique opportunity of selling egg products to Japan in the near future.
It is proposed, therefore, that the Australian egg industry will supply about $15 million
worth of egg products to Japan in the year beginning 1 December 1986, with Victoria
supplying 30 per cent to 40 per cent of the requirements. The egg products to be supplied
will consist of powdered white, frozen white and salted yolk.
The Government believes full advantage should be taken of profitable export
opportunities of this kind, and the industry should be encouraged to secure the maximum
economic benefits from such opportunities. The Bill is intended to assist the egg industry
Session 1986- 24
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in Victoria to provide increased egg production capacity to meet the requirements of
overseas export markets.
The Bill enables the Poultry Farmer Licensing Committee to grant special permits to
licensed poultry farmers authorising them to keep additional hens, if the committee is
satisfied that additional egg production in Victoria is necessary to meet the demands of
overseas markets for eggs or egg products.
It is the Government's view that this measure will assist the egg industry in Victoria to
respond to overseas export opportunities. I commend the Bill to the House.

On the motion of the Hon. R. I. KNOWLES (Ballarat Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, October 28.

MELBOURNE (WIDENING OF STREETS) (REPEAL) BILL
For the Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment), the Hon. E.
H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is to repeal the Melbourne (Widening of Streets) Act 1940. The
"widening" Act enables the Melbourne City Council to widen the footpaths in Flinders
Lane, Little Collins Street, Little Bourke Street and Little Lonsdale Street.
The Act provides for the council to establish new alignments in those streets up to 12
feet from the face of the kerb, and to acquire any land between the old and new alignments.
The original purpose of the "widening" Act, to assist pedestrian movement, is now being
achieved by more appropriate means such as kerb realignments, ground level setbacks,
and other urban design measures.
The 1940 "widening" Act conflicts with today's planning objective for the little streets,
since it assumes that the many historic buildings along those streets will be demolished
and that the traditional character of the streets will be changed substantially.
Under the "widening" Act, approximately 45 per cent of the length of the little streets
has been widened, or the abutting land is currently vacant. In places where the extent of
past widenings is such that consistency in property boundaries should be maintained, it is
proposed that the planning controls be amended to reserve the relevant land for footpath
widening.
Such reservations would be consistent with the principles in the new planning legislation
that constraints on land should be included in the relevant planning instrument and that
land to be acquired for a public purpose should first be reserved in a planning instrument.
The Bill enables the Melbourne City Council to dispose of any unwanted land acquired
under the "widening" Act, to an owner of abutting land. The repeal of the "widening" Act
is supported by the Melbourne City Council, those with an interest in retaining the
traditional character of the little streets and historic buildings, and developers ofland who
are affected by the provisions ofthe "widening" Act, which are now seen to be inappropriate.
The repeal of the Act is consistent with the Government's policy to remove redundant
legislation. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, October 28.
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COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY (AMENDMENT) BILL
For the Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands), the Hon.
E. H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

Honourable members will recall that the Country Fire Authority Act was amended earlier
this year to require spark arresters fitted to new tractors and farm vehicles to comply with
the Australian standard for spark arresters. The purpose of the amendment was to ensure
that the exhaust system of all new vehicles brought into service would present no danger
of fire when used in rural areas. The Act also requires the operator of such vehicles to
ensure that the spark arresters are properly maintained.
The Australian standard for spark arresters, AS 1019-1985, states that an engine fitted
with a turbocharger is deemed to have an effective exhaust emission control device.
However, the Country Fire Authority Act requires all tractors and farm vehicles to be
fitted with a spark arrester, irrespective of whether the vehicle's engine is turbocharged.
As exhaust emissions from turbocharged engines are adequately controlled, the Bill
exempts such vehicles from the requirement to have a spark arrester fitted. Similarly,
vehicles fitted with exhaust-aspirated aircleaners are to be exempted from the requirement
as it is impractical to fit a spark arrester to such vehicles without adversely affecting the
performance of the engine.
I commend the Bill to the House.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS (North Eastern Province)-The National Party has no objection
to the passage of the proposed legislation. I have been courteously provided with a briefing
on this matter by an officer of the relevant department as recently as yesterday. Naturally,
the National Party is always concerned that the greatest possible level of safety be
maintained for the operation of farm machinery, particularly during the fire season.
National Party members recognise that the new Australian standard for spark arresters
fitted to such machines is intended to increase their efficiency and to reduce the possibility
of accidental bushfire during the fire season, and we applaud that move.
I understand that technical problems have arisen with certain types of machinery, such
as turbocharged engines, where back pressure provided by the new Australian Design
Standard arrester is such as to substantially affect the operating efficiency of the machine.
It must be realised that, although those machines operate in various sizes, principally they
are large machines with a high exhaust discharge point and, therefore, there is a greater
opportunity for any sparks that maybe thrown off to cool before they reach flammable
material. In addition, the machines are usually sophisticated machines with a high level
of technical efficiency and are less likely to have problems that will cause an accidental
fire.
My clear understanding is that the muffling fitted to the engine will act as an efficient
fire and spark arrester, although perhaps not quite as efficiently as that proposed under the
new Australian standards. Nevertheless, bearing in mind the fact that it is a requirement
under the Act that all machines be kept in good order and condition and at good operating
efficiency, the chances of an accidental fire being caused by those machines is slight. It
would be further reduced as a result of the requirement to meet the Australian standard as
set out for spark arresters, but this raises the difficulty that it affects the machine's efficiency,
which I understand is the reason for the proposed legislation.
For that reason, bearing in mind one or two minor concerns that I have, the Bill should
pass. I understand that research is currently being conducted to try to increase the efficiency
of spark arresters that will operate on those machines without a decrease in performance
of the engine.
I thank Mr Reid for allowing me to speak before him. The National Party has no
objection to the proposed legislation.
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The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-The Opposition does not oppose the
measure. It picks up an anomaly that was created when the Act was amended in the
autumn sessional period. I am indebted to the Victorian Automobile Chamber of
Commerce for its assistance in this matter. The Bill covers a technical area, so I consulted
the chamber. It is pleased that the Government has picked up the anomalies because it
apparently directed them to the attention of the Government when the Bill was before the
House initially and the Government has agreed to its request to remove two provisions.
It is appropriate that the House should be debating the Bill in Fire Awareness Week,
which runs from 17 October to 24 October. I thank Mary Lloyd from the Parliamentary
Library for her help and assistance in obtaining information for me from Margaret Piese
of the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board. Mary Lloyd went well beyond the call of duty in
this instance. I have been provided with information which indicates that Fire Prevention
Week, as it was known, started in Australia in 1960 when the Australian Fire Prevention
Association started. It is a worldwide recognised week and is always held in the second
week of October. The reason this week was chosen was that a fire wiped out six blocks of
the City of Chicago during the second week of October early this century.
I do not need to remind the House of the fire risks in Victoria and the importance of fire
awareness and fire prevention measures. The proposed le~islation is a further effort to
control fires in Victoria. Bearing in mind that Victoria IS a fire-prone State and the
tragedies that have occurred in the past, such as the Ash Wednesday fires and the disastrous
fires at Maryborough and other parts of the State, one realises that this Bill involves all the
fire services, such as the Metropolitan Fire Brigade, the Country Fire Authority, the
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, the State Emergency Service and the
Department of Aviation. I pay tribute to those people during Fire Awareness Week.
Honourable members will be aware of a number of activities in their areas and throughout
Victoria in Fire Awareness Week. The Chairman of the Fire Awareness Week Committee
is Major-General Hughes. I commend to honourable members that they make the effort
to participate in Fire Awareness Week so that the community of Victoria is made aware
of the dangers that result from careless actions and especially as the coming summer could
be a dangerous season in view of the heavy rains in Victoria.
The Opposition does not oppose the Bill; it supports the proposal put forward by the
Government.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That this Bill be now read a third time.

I thank Mr Reid and Mr Evans for the support of their respective parties.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was read a third time.

BUILDING CONTROL (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The Building Control (Plumbers, Gasfitters and Drainers) Act 1985 established a Plumbers,
Gasfitters and Drainers Board for the purposes of registering and issuing permits to
members of the plumbing industry.
Under the Act, the board is to be set up as an independent and self-funding body.
However, as a public body there is a need to ensure that it is answerable to the public of
Victoria through Parliament.
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Some accountability exists in that the Act made provision for the board to prepare an
annual report of its operations and audited financial statements for tabling in Parliament.
Even so, the Act does not provide for the board's financial statements to be audited by the
Auditor-General, but rather to be audited by a registered company auditor.
It is the normal practice for public bodies created by legislation to be audited by the
Auditor-General. Under the Audit Act 1958, the Auditor-General has the statutory power
to report independently to Parliament on any matters arising from the audit. It is the
Government's intention that the Act be changed to provide that added degree of
accountability. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

MARTIAL ARTS CONTROL BILL
For the Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands), the Hon.
E. H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

For some time the Government has become increasingly concerned at the lack of any
effective controls over the martial arts industry. Despite the Government's wish that the
industry should establish its own forms of regulation, it has been reluctantly concluded,
after extensive investigation and consultation with key sections of the martial arts industry,
that self-regulation is not practicable.
The widespread fragmentation and lack of cooperation between the various martial arts
codes has prevented any attempt to develop a common code of practice that would protect
the public, martial arts contestants, students and instructors. Furthermore, the Martial
Arts Council of Australia (Victorian Division) does not have any regulatory power over
the martial arts industry, and its previous attempts to exercise any form of leadership or
control have met with failure.
The Bill, therefore, establishes a legislative base for control over the conduct of both
professional and amateur full contact martial arts in Victoria. The Bill will provide for the
establishment of a Martial Arts Board, which, under delegation from the Minister, will
develop and implement rules for the control of all full contact martial arts contests. The
board will identify the appropriate requirements for licensing of martial arts trainers,
promoters, managers and instructors involved in full contact contests and will assume
responsibility for the establishment and maintenance of high safety standards. The board
will require martial arts contestants involved in full contact contests to be examined by
accredited medical practitioners before and after contests and will develop uniform
standards for the venues and premises at which such martial arts contests and instruction
are held. The board will have adequate enforcement powers to ensure compliance with
the proposed regulations.
The Government recognises that this is complex, pioneering legislation and is determined
that its development will be monitored. It is within this context that the Government was
pleased to accommodate an Opposition amendment in the Legislative Assembly that
makes provision for a sunset clause to allow the Act to cease to be effective from 1
September 1989.
The Government is determined that effective controls over the martial arts industry
will be maintained. The Bill establishes a framework for the control of the martial arts
industry in Victoria and will provide a model which other States and Territories may well
choose to follow. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of the Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province), the debate was
adjourned.
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It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

BUDGET PAPERS, 1986-87
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) was resumed on the motion of the Hon.
E. H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs):
That the Council take note of the Budget Papers, 1986-87.

The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-I should like to examine
the veracity of the Budget Papers as a result of concerns expressed by the Auditor-General
in his report. Those concerns should be considered in terms of the information they
contain, the quality of that information and how that quality affects the legitimacy of the
Budget Papers. To do that, I shall need to refer to the Auditor-General's report and also to
the H ansard report of proceedings of the Estimates Committee.
Having come from the private sector, I am well aware of the importance of adequate
information on which to base budget projections and calculations in terms of expenditure
and revenue. The credibility of that information and the assumptions on which that
information is based, are absolutely vital for profitability in the private sector and, although
we are not looking at profit as defined by the private sector for public sector accounting,
we still should be able to have a set of documents prepared which provide adequate
information on which to base both present and future decisions.
It is not possible in a short space of time to look at all the factors that have been raised
by the Auditor-General. I shall try to confine my remarks to those items which not only
impact on this Budget but also impact on future Budgets. That covers the areas of longterm liabilities of the State, the operation of the Treasurer's trust funds, and the Portland
aluminium smelter. I also want to examine the accounting systems used in public
accounting.
Before I do that, it is essential to examine some of the detailed definitions of which we
need to have an understanding in relation to the appropriations to those accounts. When
the Auditor-General appeared before the Estimates Committee on 17 October, he was
most helpful. He was informative and cooperative and I am sure the Opposition was
impressed with the quality of the information he provided to the Estimates Committee.
He was asked to define what the accounting standards are, and I quote from page 2 of
the Hansard report of the Estimates Committee for 17 October where he said:
Standards are qualitative guidelines which are produced to assist in the preparation of consistent external
reports by agencies.

The Auditor-General then went on to talk about accounting systems in general and said
that:
There are accounting standards which deal with the preparation and presentation of profit and loss statements
and balance sheets and, associated with the development of standards, there is a great deal of work required to
develop conceptual statements on what is in fact an asset; what is in fact an item of revenue; how profits should
be determined, and so forth.

The Auditor-General went further and said that there should be no differentiation in
standards between the public and private sectors. He said that, although there needed to
be a slight difference in the presentation of the information, there still had to be a consistency
in those standards and that all documentation should be prepared in accordance with
those standards.
The Auditor-General spoke about the form of accounting that should be used to achieve
consistency, and at page 2 of the Hansard report of the Estimates Committee of 17
October, the Auditor-General commented on accounting standards by stating:
They have assumed that the accounting base is of an accrual form. That is, we recognise future obligations and
recognise assets as well as the cash which flows through operations.

Budget Papers, 1986-87

22 October 1986

COUNCIL

671

The Auditor-General set the scene to take account offuture obligations; to recognise assets
and to recognise cash flows. He went further than that when he spoke about diminishing
the distinction between capital and recurrent expenditure. In relation to using accrual
accounting, the Auditor-General said that in future, if we are going to see the production
of clearly defined and distinct recurrent and capital expenditure in financial statements,
the appropriate course to take would be to apply the Australian accounting standards to
the determination so that we have a consistent base of classification under those
circumstances. He also indicated that the rules were already laid down.
The Auditor-General was clarifying the standards that should be applied and the system
that should be used in the preparation of the current Budget Papers and future Budget
Papers.
It is important to define the role of the Auditor-General in the context of the reports he
has made on previous Budgets and the schedules attached to the documentation of the
Budget Papers because some of those comments have implications for future Budgets.

The Auditor-General was asked to define his role and what he saw as his function. At
page 11 of the Hansard report of the Estimates Committee of 17 October, the AuditorGeneral stated:
It is important to make the point that the role of the Auditor-General is not to criticise the policies of
Government or Ministers; he is there to explain the administrative mechanism which underpins the presentation
of information and to bring to attention where it is believed the system is not operating as effectively as it might.

The Auditor-General then went on to explain what he saw as his function. I reiterate that
the function of the Auditor-General is not to criticise Government policies but to ensure
that they are implemented. The Auditor-General said that he was concerned that
departments implement that requirement. That sets the scene for the sort of reporting that
the Auditor-General is undertaking in examining the Budget Papers.
Earlier I referred to three areas that I should like to examine. The first relates to the
long-term liabilities and the total indebtedness of the State. It is one area where the
Opposition has grave reservations about the quality of the information that has been
provided. The Auditor-General is also concerned about that because, at page 13 of the
Hansard report of the Estimates Committee, he was asked by Mrs Lyster about the State
debt and the published figures, and he is reported as having said:
Yes, I am aware that the information was published. The point that is made in my report, I believe, is that the
Treasurer's Statement at present does not contain the State's overall debt position.

It is important to note that the Auditor-General is saying that the Treasurer's Statement
does not contain the overall debt position because obviously that has serious ramifications
for outlays in future Budgets.

At page 8 of the Auditor-General's report-and this concern has cropped up in the past
four reports-he states:
Action should be taken to include in the Treasurer's Statement information showing the total public debt of
the State.

In other words, this is a request that has been made a number of times and yet year after
year that information has not been provided, even though it is very important information.
In his report the Auditor-General goes on to describe the difficulty in obtaining the
information.
In his evidence the Auditor-General spoke about accrual-based accounting and the fact
that it is not possible under the present standards to obtain this. He spoke about the ability
to establish asset holdings. One of the reasons why they are not in place is that there has
not been the discipline to identify and report on them. In the past there has been no
incentive or reason. In an environment of scarce resources that does not lead to a state of
priority, and that subsequently leads to the auditors or other agencies being unaware that
assets are held.
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The Auditor-General indicated that if one extends that one step further, if the State has
assets it may well be that there is a debt incurred as a result of the purchase of those assets.
Again that has ramifications for present and future Budgets. The Auditor-General stated
that that information should be obtainable, and even though he has requested that it be
provided, at page 14 of the Hansard report of the Estimates Committee of 17 October, the
Auditor-General stated:
It has yet to be provided. It is a recommendation that I am making. I am not in a position to direct the agencies
to provide this information; I simply suggest that it is a useful piece of information that should be available to
Parliament.

Again the Auditor-General was reiterating the fact that insufficient information is being
provided on which to base decisions.
When one looks further at the problem of the long-term liability of the State, one finds
all sorts of problems in defining exactly what it is. When Mr Humphry was asked by Mr
Birrell to define the long-term liability of the State, he replied:
Ifborrowings are undertaken for capital development programs they would clearly fall into long-term borrowings,
but I would suggest that any requirement for repayment which extends beyond the Budget year is, in a sense, a
long-term borrowing.

That is a ramification of the impact not only of this year's Budget but also of subsequent
Budgets.
On page 42 of the Auditor-General's report, Mr Humphry identified, by schedule, an
amount of $21 billion that was outstanding. That was what he had been able to identify as
long-term debt. When he appeared before the Estimates Committee on 20 October he
produced an amended schedule that not only showed an increased amount of$500 million,
but also set out year by year since 1981 the breakdown of long-term liability of the State.
The document was interesting because it provided information for the first time on the
level of the State's long-term liabilities over the past six years. We were not provided with
that information until the Estimates Committee sat. This is yet another instance of the
Estimates Committee being effective.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-Read on!
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY-Mr Sandon did not understand the question so he
could not possibly understand the ramifications of the answers.
The Hon. D. R. White-You are the first person in this place to get excited by the
Auditor-General's report.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY-Perhaps more people should get excited by the
report so that they can understand the ramifications of where the State is heading in terms
of its long-term debt.
The revised schedule showed that the long-term debt had increased in real terms by
nearly 50 per cent in the past six years. The Auditor-General confirmed that that could
well be an underestimate because he was unable to obtain information or did not have
access to information on certain areas that he had not audited, such as Government
involvement in public hospitals and in the Portland aluminium smelter joint venture,
subsidiary companies of departments or public bodies and unquantifiable long-term
liabilities like other financing arrangements such as deferred payments.
The Auditor-General also advised that he is seeking information from the Government
on the cost of servicing that debt, and is having a degree of difficulty in being able to
establish what the levels of debt servicing charges are. We have no real way of knowing
what are the ramifications for the future or what percentage of the Government's revenue
will be eaten up in debt servicing costs.
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We also do not know what level of contingent liabilities exist; some are disclosed, but
again the Auditor-General stated that he was not able to quantify exactly the level of those
long-term liabilities.
If one turns to the Treasury Trust Fund, one finds even more interesting facts about the
handling of appropriation moneys, moneys that have been allocated by Parliament for use
by departments. At page 81 of his report, the Auditor-General deals with the Treasury
Trust Fund and says:
Certain moneys recorded as receipts in the Treasury Trust Fund during 1985-86 were transferred from annual
appropriations, as shown in Table 3.14B, and from other trust accounts.

This is important because it affects not only this year's Budget but also subsequent Budgets
because of the illegal activities that are being undertaken. The Auditor-General told the
Estimates Committee that these activities were illegal:
What has happened here is that there has been a transfer without the authorisation of the Treasurer, and it
should have required the authorisation of the Treasurer, not only have we actually recommended that the
transfers should have had the approval of the Treasurer. but also we do not believe the Treasurer should be
approving them other than where payments have been made in the same financial year.

A bit ofshonkie business is going on. Mr Humphry then stated:
Otherwise, it means that moneys appropriated through Bills can be treated as expenditure in departmental
records. transferred into the trust fund and spent at a period subsequent to the end of the financial year. It is a
way, in fact, of avoiding Parliamentary control.

The Auditor-General, not the Opposition, said that!
Mr Humphry qualified that statement slightly-and that is partly redeeming-in the
following manner:
I am not suggesting that that was the purpose, but this was carried out and I am simply saying it is a dangerous
practice. Basically it records outlays of expenditure where that has not occurred and it is a simple journal entry.

The PRESIDENT-Order! Last night this matter came up during the debate on the
consideration of the Budget Papers laid on the table. The ruling I ¥ave last night was that
honourable members could make a passing reference-where apphcable-to the AuditorGeneral's report.
I remind Mrs Varty that the report is not one of the papers under consideration. I have
given her some latitude in allowing her to quote from the report, but I suggest she refer to
the Budget Papers that were laid on the table of the House.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY -Thank you, Mr President, for your ruling. I am
simply pointing out that, in light of the report, one must question the veracity of the
Budget documents as presented to the House.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-On a point of order, Mr President, the
point is that the Budget Papers before the House relate to the Estimates for 1986-87. As
pointed out yesterday on a point of order, during Mr Lawson's speech, the report of the
Auditor-General is for 1985-86. The Auditor-General has not commented on the Estimates
for 1986-87.
Moreover, the Auditor-General has made that clear to the Upper House Estimates
Committee. Last night the Government said that it was more than willing and prepared
to hear from Mr Lawson and Mrs Varty any reference to the Auditor-General's report
insofar as it might impinge on the Budget Papers for 1986-87.
The fact remains that until 30 June 1987 the Auditor-General will not commence an
audit ofthose papers that are the subject of debate now. Although reference to the AuditorGeneral's report is not inappropriate, it is totally inappropriate to include in a Budget
debate sole references to the report by the Auditor-General.
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The Hon. R. I. Knowles-The President just ruled that, and Mrs Varty was about to
make her speech.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE-It is quite clear that Mrs Varty is referring to the AuditorGeneral's financial papers for 1985-86.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On the point oforder-The Hon. B. W. Mier-The President has already ruled on that matter.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-He has not. Mr President, the Auditor-General's
report includes a number of schedules and although the Auditor-General is reporting on
the Treasurer's Statement to 30 June 1986, he sets out in the schedules obligations to the
State in ensuing years. He does that in relation to long-term debts and leasehold liabilities,
and he deals with the issue of principle.
The first matter raised by Mrs Varty related to the question which was asked of the
Auditor-General at a meeting of the Estimates Committee last Friday relating to standards.
The Auditor-General was asked what were the relevant accounting standards for the public
sector.
The Hon. D. R. White-You cannot say that, because he referred to those things last
year and they are not relevant this year.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-They are still relevant concepts to which Mrs Varty
is referring. Mrs Varty has used up-to-date remarks, not so much the documents, although
some of them are being used, but Mrs Varty's remarks clearly relate to last year, this year
and the years ahead. They are continuing comments throughout the accounting period.
I submit to you, Mr President, that to prevent Mrs Varty making those statements
deprives the Opposition of the advice that the Auditor-General gives to this House.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-Further to the point of order, Mr
President, the facts are that the House has listened for some time to what Mrs Varty has
had to say on concepts and principles without any reference at all to the current Budget
Papers that are the subject of debate.
The House has listened in silence to the honourable member on the issue of concepts
and accounting principles but has not yet heard any reference to their application to the
Budget Papers that are the subject of this debate.
Having heard enunciated in detail the principles and concepts, over a significant period,
the Government wants to hear what Mrs Varty has to say about the Budget Papers.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I adhere to the ruling I made last night. I have been following
Mrs Varty's contribution closely and I have allowed the honourable member some degree
oflatitude. Mrs Varty has made her points regarding the Auditor-General's report and the
general principle, and I invite her now to make the rest of her contribution on the Budget
Papers that are under consideration.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-Thank you for your ruling,
Sir. I am referring to the Auditor-General's report in the context of some important issues
that relate specifically to this year's Budget; in other words, the long-term liability relating
to payments that have to be met in the current year, 1986-87, payments that have to be
met in 1987-88 and in subsequent years.
The long-term liabilities are relevant and statements are included in the Budget Papers,
as are details and estimates of amounts that will be paid out of the Treasury Trust Fund.
These matters have direct relevance to the current Budget Papers.
I finish my comments about the Treasury Trust Fund by saying that the AuditorGeneral conceded that nearly $2·4 million was illegally transferred to the Treasury Trust
Fund which facilitated expenditure from the fund without Parliamentary approval.
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I have a real concern that this may happen again this financial year. Parliament will not
be able to identify the problem readily, and that should be of real concern to all honourable
members.
The Opposition has difficulty in understanding the impact of the Portland smelter on
this year's Budget and on Budgets for future years. Honourable members should be
concerned about the management of the State today, tomorrow and in the years to come.
The Auditor-General is unable to obtain the full financial details of the operation of the
Portland smelter and does not audit that financial information. As the aluminium smelter
is a commercial venture, much of the information regarding it is outside his auditing
responsibilities.
The Auditor-General believes the aluminium smelter should come within his area of
responsibility. The Auditor-General, in his report, refers to other areas which should also
be subject to his audit and which will have an effect on the current Budget and on
subsequent Budgets. The Auditor-General identifies those areas as hospitals and the
Portland smelter. They are the principal areas that are causing him concern but there are
also a number of other organisations that are not subject to audit.
In his report, the Auditor-General indicates that he cannot comment on the aluminium
smelter because he does not know the extent of its liability. The State has a large stake in
and commitment to that smelter.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-On a point of order, Mr President,
when Mrs Varty refers to the Auditor-General's report regarding the Portland aluminium
smelter, she is obviously commenting on the Auditor-General's remarks for 1985-86.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-They are passing comments.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE-Passing comments-nothing else! Mrs Varty has made no
reference yet to the Budget Papers for 1986-87.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I have been listening very carefully to Mrs Varty's remarks.
Mrs Varty has referred to matters of principle, to which the Auditor-General has referred
regarding the Portland smelter being subject to audit by the Auditor-General. I remind the
honourable member that she is treading a narrow path. If the honourable member refers
to Budgets that have been passed by the House, I remind her that honourable members
may not reflect on a Bill that has been before the House.
The Auditor-General may well reflect on the appropriation, but once a Bill is passed by
this House no honourable member is allowed to reflect upon that vote after it has been
taken.
I understand there are some difficulties for the honourable member in travelling along
that narrow path, but I ask her, under the new system, to refer to the Budget Papers laid
upon the table.
Mrs Varty has made her points regarding the general principles and I suggest that she
continue her contribution on the Budget Papers that are under consideration.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-Thank you for your
guidance, Mr President. I was pointing out to the House the need for accountability and
disclosure to ensure that these documents truly and materially disclose the information
that the Government and the Opposition need to know to ensure that honourable members,
as stewards of taxpayers' money, are carrying out their stewardship in an adequate way.
Clearly, there are many problems in the presentation of those documents, problems
which have been identified not only by the Estimates Committee but also by the AuditorGeneral.
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-On a point of order, Mr President, Mrs
Varty is referring to the Hansard report of the proceedings of the Estimates Committee.
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The resolution dealing with the formation and conduct of the Estimates Committee sets
out that the committee will deliver a report to the Council. Until such time as that report
is received by this House, I suggest that it is out of order for honourable members to refer
to the Hansardtranscript of the proceedings.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-Why do you think we produced the H ansard transcript?
The PRESIDENT-Order! I do not uphold the point of order in regard to reference to
the transcript, because it is a public document and the committee meets publicly so that
reference can certainly be made to the transcript. I think the only restriction placed on it
is that it cannot be debated at this stage, but there is no reason why Mrs Varty cannot refer
to it as a public document.
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-On a further point of order, Mr President,
the Estimates Committee is obliged to furnish a report to the Council. It cannot properly
do that ifits proceedings have been subject to debate prior to the report being formulated.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On the point of order, Mr
President, that is nonsense. This House passed a resolution that was designed to provide
a flow of information by means of a daily Hansard report to this House. It is clearly
designed to assist the House. Once it is made available in that public form, it can obviously
be used if it is relevant to the issues being debated.
Mr Mier puts the proposition that the committee is obliged to make a report. I point
out that it is not obliged to make reports. It may make reports to the House and it has
chosen to do so. I see the main function of the committee as providing that information
via the H ansard report, and that is exactly what has happened in this instance.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-The Government is clearly
touchy about matters that are being brought out, not only by the Auditor-General but also
by the functioning of the Estimates Committee. It is also clear that many problems have
been identified by the committee in the documents because of the nature of the subsequent
year impact of the findings by the Auditor-General. I shall not go into detail on those other
areas, because the Government is obviously very touchy about the whole matter.
The Hon. D. E. Henshaw-They are just the same sort of problems that you had in
government.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY -Now Mr Henshaw is buying into it as well. The
committee of which he is the chairman was not even prepared to examine the Estimates.
It bailed out.
In terms of stewardship, safeguards such as the Estimates Committee are necessary, and
I commend the work of that committee as it allows us, as an Opposition, to question the
assumptions on which the Estimates are based. It questions the effectiveness and the
materiality of those documents and the compliance of the Government in relation to the
disbursement of taxpayer's money. There should be some course that allows the
Government to implement the recommendations of the Auditor-General for this Budget
and for future Budgets.
On the motion of the Hon. E. H. Walker (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs),
for the Hon. C. F. VAN BUREN (Eumemmerring Province), the debate was adjourned.
I t was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

APPROPRIATION (1986-87, No. 1) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. D. R. WHITE
(Minister for Health), was read a first time.
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WORKS AND SERVICES (FURTHER ANCILLARY PROVISIONS)
BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. D. R. WHITE
(Minister for Health), was read a first time.

ADJOURNMENT
Proposed Langwarrin Park primary school-Availability of reports in ParliamentLeniency of sentence for drugs conviction-Investigation of fraud cases-South
Melbourne Community Chest-Video films shown in prisons-Pine planting on
purchased private land-Youth Accommodation Workers Network
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That the Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, October 28.

The motion was agreed to.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-I raise with the Minister representing
the Minister for Education a matter concerning the situation that has been created in the
Langwarrin area by poor Government administration.
The proposed Langwarrin Park primary school has a site in Northgate Way. I have here
a petition concerning the matter signed by more than 1300 people, and I understand that
in another place a petition bearing more than 2000 signatures will be presented to the
Minister.
The background of this problem is that the Western Port regional office had a meeting
on 13 February this year to establish a planning committee. All of the normal steps were
carried out in the establishment of that committee, right up to the stage where the type of
school was already agreed upon.
The projections indicate that the proposed school will have an enrolment of 409 in 1988
and that the Langwarrin Primary School will have an enrolment of 510. The Langwarrin
Primary School will be crowded out because it will have twelve relocatable classrooms so
the school area will clearly be overburdened with buildings. The projections are that in
1989 the Langwarrin Park school will have 534 pupils and the Langwarrin Primary School
will have 522 students; in 1990, Langwarrin Park will have 662 and the Langwarrin
Primary School will have 578.
This is a growing district in which the population has doubled in the past six years, and
the figures I have given demonstrate a crying need for the establishment of this new
school. New housing areas have been opened in the region. The Minister for Housing in
another place, Mr Wilkes, opened a new Housing Industry Association display of buildings
there recently. Several new subdivisions have been developed and houses are going up at
the rate of one or two a week. New subdivisions at Cranbourne Rise and Langhorne Park
will also feed into this new school's area.
There were 215 preschool enrolments in the area this year and 242 preschool enrolments
are expected next year.
Children are forced to crowd into the Langwarrin Primary School and some have to
travel to the Karingal Heights Primary School, the Cranbourne South Primary School and
Skye Primary School.
Parents were promised that the school would be underway and that permits and all
relevant building documents would be prepared to enable the school to go to tender in
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mid-October 1986. The building would be completed in late 1987 and ready to open for
the 1988 school year.
However, now that the Minister for Education and the centralised bureaucracy has
taken over the operation of allocating funds for new schools and taken it out of the hands
of the Western Port regional office, double action has been taken to ensure that the building
of this school progresses at the slowest possible rate.
What concerns people in the area is that the Langwarrin Primary School will be the first
establishment in this State that will operate on a shift-work basis. The children who
normally attend the Langwarrin Primary School will attend the school in the morning
from, say, 7 a.m. to midday and the children who would have attended the proposed new
Langwarrin Park primary school would attend in the afternoon.
This is a growing area with modern housing, and the people living there can be classified
as the "new poor". Recently a survey indicated that some families are paying $15 000 a
year in interest rates simply to allow them to live in this area. Many other families are
paying in excess of$1 0000 a year in interest rates.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The honourable member is drifting. I suggest he reaches the
nub of his question.
The Hon. H. R. W ARD-Yes, Mr President. The Opposition is concerned that the
Government is failing to provide modern educational facilities for the children of the
Langwarrin area and is forcing them to accept the old system of overcrowded classrooms.
In this particular school, it would mean that more than 1000 children would be crowded
into what is already an overcrowded area.
If the Government does not intend to build this school, can the Minister advise what
action is being taken to relieve the situation? If the school is to be built, can the Minister
advise when tenders are being called and when the construction of the new school is likely
to begin?
The parents in that area are denied facilities and are facing all sorts of hardship with
getting children to school, especially families where both the husband and wife work. They
will need to know what they can expect by 1988.
I can provide the Minister with 1300 signatures from concerned people and a further
2000 will be presented tonight in another place. These people are concerned about the
future of educational facilities for their children.
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-1 wish to raise with you, Mr President,
an important procedural matter. It relates to the availability of reports that have been
officially tabled in Parliament.
I understand that the practice in the past has been that when a report, in particular, an
annual report of a department, is tabled in Parliament, approximately 20 or 30 copies are
available for members. The presumption is that that number is all that would be required.
It is an important procedure. When a report is tabled, it is deemed to be made available
to the public. Yesterday, when a report was tabled-and it was not the first occasion on
which this particular situation arose-I immediately went to the Papers Room, to find
that no copies were available. The report in question was the annual report of Health
Department Victoria. The only copy I was able to obtain belonged to this Chamber and
was given to me by the Usher of the Black Rod. That is an awkward procedure because I,
therefore, have the only copy available to Parliament. If other members want to see that
report, I must share it with them promptly.

As a matter of good procedure, copies of reports should be available. In fact, reports
should not be tabled unless they are readily available. The non-availability of reports
places the hard-working staff in the Papers Room in an awkward position when an
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honourable member, with a sense of urgency, asks for a report and finds that it is not
available. That places stress on someone who is not at fault.
As a general procedure, I ask that Ministers should not table reports that are not actually
available because that is misleading to the public.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-1 refer the Minister for Health
to a decision reported in a recent edition of the Geelong Advertiser involving a case where
a Meredith farmer was convicted of cultivating a crop of marijuana plants worth an
estimated $280 000. After he had been found guilty, the fine imposed was only $500. Judge
Kelly is reported as sayin~ he would have gaoled this man for eight years and set a
minimum of six years ifleglslation had permitted. Further on, the report states:
Imposing the fine, Judge Kelly said legislation under the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act had
created a situation where he had to sentence in accordance with the fact that Kefalos was a first offender and that
he was not permitted to treat the amount of marijuana grown as a commercial quantity.
The only relevance of the crop was its commercial capacity, he said.
The circumstances of sentencing were "wholly fictitious and synthetic".
Judge Kelly said legislation deprived him of the descretion of imposing more than a $1000 fine or a year in
gaol.

Obviously it is a serious situation when a judge comes to a clear conclusion that a huge
commercial quantity of this drug is available but he can impose no more than a $1000
fine.
Would the Minister investigate the matter as a matter of urgency with a view to
considering an amendment to legislation during this session of Parliament so as to block
this obvious loophole?
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-I direct to the attention of
the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs as the representative of the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services a matter relating to the investigating offraud by the pOlice.
Currently it takes at least twelve months to have major cases involving fraud investigated.
That would seem to be an inordinate delay in bringing to justice people who have
committed large frauds. People also would think they could get away with such activities
if they were aware of these delays and there is no reason why they should not be aware
because it is common knowledge in the press.
Can the Minister check what action is being taken to overcome the backlog in
investigations so that these matters can be cleared up with some degree of haste?
The Hon. REG MACEY (Monash Province)-I direct a matter to the attention of the
Attorney-General. I wish to correct a matter which I brought to his attention in May this
year, when, in good faith, I pointed out that the South Melbourne Community Chest was
an organisation that was non-political. Material that has come into my possession since
then indicates that a different situation exists and I feel I should direct the AttomeyGeneral's attention to this alarming information.
Because I knew that the president of that organisation was a member of one political
party and the secretary was a member of a different political party, 1 believed the
organisation to be bipartisan. On the night prior to the last election a voters' list was
slipped under the door of my office by an anonymous person. Subsequently I have had a
telephone call from a person who said he was a member of the local Australian Labor
Party.
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
we have heard all this before. My point of order is that this is tedious repetition. We have
just listened to the matter raised by Mr Ward for a quarter of an hour and now Mr Macey
is repeating something that we heard months ago.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.

680

COUNCIL

22 October 1986

Adjournment

The Hon. J. H. Kennan interjected.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order in regard to tedious repetition, as
raised by Mr Murphy.
However, I have been listening closely to Mr Macey's remarks, and I cannot see how
the matter he raises relates to Government administration.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan interjected.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I invite Mr Macey to raise the matter in another way, so
that he could perhaps indicate that it has something to do with Government administration.
The Hon. REG MACEY (Monash Province)-I did ask the Attorney-General to consider
investigating the activities of this organisation on the basis that it was inefficient, but I
hastened to assure him that it was non-party political and that I was raising it with the
best of intentions.
I now wish to clarify and correct it; I did not wish to mislead, Mr President.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Perhaps it would be more appropriate for the honourable
member to clarify the matter by way of a personal explanation rather than during the
debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting.
The Hon. REG MACEY- Thank you for your guidance, Mr President.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I shall accept Mr Macey raising this matter as a personal
explanation.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province)-I again direct the attention of
the Attorney-General to a matter that I have raised with him previously. The AttorneyGeneral will recollect that, on 12 November 1985, I directed to his attention the showing
in prisons of video films depicting violence.
I quoted to him at the same time the case ofa prisoner who was convicted of manslaughter
after pouring glue over another prisoner and then setting him alight in Pentridge Prison
following the viewing of a video film portraying violence. It was a distasteful case, and the
Attorney-General was aware of it.
In the course of his reply at that time, the Attorney-General said that the Government
had a policy that provided that material that was generally available to adults in the
community was available to adult prisoners and that a similar policy applied in other
parts of the Western World. He said it was a question of whether there were prisoners who
would be appropriate to watch any specific matter and that the Government had that
under review.
The Attorney-General subsequently indicated that he would review the matter. Quite
some time has elapsed but, in recent days, I wrote to the Attorney-General and asked him
what was the current position.
In a letter dated 3 October 1986, the Attorney-General thanked me for my letter of 10
July-I point out that it took three months to receive a reply-relating to the matter of
classes of video films shown in prisons and their potential impact on prisoners. He said
that the policy of the Office of Corrections concerning this issue was to permit prisoners
to view video films which are available to the general community. In other words, there
has been no change in policy.
The Attorney-General also informed me in that letter that he was not aware of any
research which had conclusively shown any direct correlation between the viewing of films
depicting violence and actual violent or aggressive behaviour.
I was disappointed in the Minister's letter, because it indicated that there has been no
review within the Office of Corrections on the showing of these films which, in many
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instances, are violent, have sexual connotations and are not desirable for viewing by
people who are held in prison.
It·seems to me that the Attorney-General has been frivolous in his attitude and not
sincere about the general keeping and well-being of the prisoners.
I ask the Attorney-General whether he will in stigate a serious review of the viewing of
video films which contain violence and sexual connotations and whether he will take some
direct and positive action.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I had intended to raise a matter
for the attention of the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, but I notice that she
is not in the Chamber.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The Leader of the Government will respond to the matter
of concern Mr Evans wishes to raise.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I wish to raise the issue that, where private land is purchased
for the planting of pines in Victoria-and current Government policy is to phase out the
use of public land for planting of pines and to purchase private land-there is a very real
concern in many of the councils in rural areas of Victoria that, in so doing, considerable
erosion will take place in their rating potential.
I raise with the Leader of the House-on behalf of the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands-the concerns of councils on the matter. I ask: if the Government
intends to proceed with its program of planting pines only on purchased private land,
whether consideration will be given to the reinstatement of the program under which
forest road improvement grants were made some years ago to councils in that position, so
as to meet, at least in part, the shortfall in the rating potential that will occur.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotham Province)-I raise a matter for the
attention of the Minister for Community Services. The Youth Accommodation Workers
Network has approached the council of the City of Mordialloc for permission to establish
a youth accommodation facility within the region.
However, the network needs funds. The council of the City of Mordialloc considers this
a ~ry worthwhile project and has asked me to approach the Minister and make requests
on its behalf for funds for this purpose. I commend the request to the Minister.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-Mr Ward
raised a matter to do with schools in the Langwarrin area, namely, the Langwarrin Primary
School and the proposed Langwarrin Park primary school, and referred to the overcrowding
and significant hardships that exist.
Mr Ward also has handed me some material indicating an intent to build a school, but
that seems to have been delayed or put aside. He asks for answers in that regard.
Clearly, many people are concerned about the matter. If I have added up the numbers
correctly, Mr Ward is talking of some 3500 signatures on the petition to the Minister for
Education. I shall refer the matter and the material Mr Ward has handed me to the
Minister for Education in another place for his urgent attention.
Mrs Varty raised a question that is really for the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. She referred to inordinate delays in the investigation of fraud cases.
I shall take up that matter with the appropriate Minister as soon as possible.
Mr Evans raised a matter for the attention of the Minister for Conservation, Forests
and Lands-on whose behalf I apologise that she was unable to be present during the
debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting-relating to planting of pines on
private land. He referred to the idea that we should return to the system of the forest road
improvement grants of some years ago. I shall take up that matter with the Minister.
Session 1986- 25
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The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-Mr Chamberlain referred to a matter
reported in the Geelong Advertiser on 24 September relating to the penalty imposed by Mr
Justice Kelly in respect of an alleged first offence committed by a person for having
marijuana in his possession.
I should like to examine the relevant sections of the Drugs, Poisons and Controlled
Substances Act to ascertain whether it is true that a person who has committed a first
offence is deemed to be treated as if he had drugs in his possession solely for personal use
and not for commercial purposes.

It is quite clear, if it is as stated in the article, that the amount involved was beyond the
needs of personal use. I look forward to following up that matter.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Mr Macey made a personal explanation,
which I understand.
Mr Connard raised with me a question relating to the showing of various classifications
of video films in prisons. We certainly did give consideration to the·matter, but we see no
basis for treating prisoners differently from people in the outside population in terms of
censorship, whether it be written or video matenal.
What my letter to Mr Connard indicated was that there was no support for the view
that we should be so endeavouring to censor material over and above any standards that
are applied to the outside community.
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-4 have noted carefully the
representation made by Mr Lawson on behalf of the City of Mordialloc concerning the
Youth Accommodation Workers Network. I take it that the request is for a facility for
homeless youth in that area. I should like to comment on the issue of youth homelessness
as it is something that will occupy much attention, particularly in the next twelve months
as we move into the International Year of Shelter for the Homeless.
A number of areas throughout Victoria badly need facilities for homeless people,
particularly young homeless people. The :region of Western Port has been brought to my
notice on several occasions recently as it urgently needs an increase in facilities for young
people who are homeless. I realise that it is not only Western Port that is affected, but that
example is clear in my mind because graphic information was given to me about problems
in that area.
I appreciate that an area that one may not think of as being particularly needy may have
many problems, often problems that are hidden unless they are searched out. I assure Mr
Lawson of my sympathy for the request I am not aware that I have been corresponded
with formally, but I shall go through the application and seriously consider it. There are
always many more applications for supported accommodation than there are funds to
respond to them, but particularly in the next twelve months the Government will be doing
what it can to place resources and facilities within the community.
The PRESIDENT-Order! In answer to the matter raised by Mr Birrell on the
availability of reports laid on the table, I indicate that documents should be made available
to honourable members immediately after being laid on the table. If that has not occurred,
some problem has been associated with ·the process. I shall write to Ministers in both
Houses informing them that there have been delays in the provision of certain reports and
asking them to ensure that before reports are laid on the table sufficient numbers are
provided in the Papers Room of both Houses for honourable members.
The motion was agreed to.

The House adjourned at 6.42 p.m. until Tuesday October 28.
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Tuesday, 28 October 1986
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie) took the chair at 3.3 p.m. and read the
prayer.

DEATH OF THE HONOURABLE PERCY VICTOR FELTHAM,
MBE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this House expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on 24 October 1986, ofthe Honourable Percy Victor
Feltham, MBE, a former member of this House, and places on record its acknowledgment of the valuable
services rendered by him to the Parliament and the people of Victoria as a member for the Northern Province
from 1955 to 1967.

I did not know Percy Victor Feltham personally but, in reading about him and in discussing
his career with members of this Parliament who did know him, an interesting picture
emerges. He is remembered as a man of keen perception and one of unusual and natural
ability. He was born in 1902, the son ofa miner from Wandiligong, and at a young age he
moved with his family to Footscray where he attended the Footscray State School.
By the time Percy was fourteen years old both his parents had died but, under the care
of an aunt, he proceeded to become dux of the Footscray State School and he went on to
Melbourne High School and the Melbourne University where he earned a Master of Laws.
He was a top student, winning an Honours exhibition in law and the 1923 Supreme
Court Prize. He became an Associate to Mr Justice Starke of the High Court. He then
became a solicitor in Shepparton for 40 years and it was to his firm that the young Peter
Ross-Edwards went to join as a partner.
Percy Feltham served in the Australian Imperial Forces in the second world war but he
was asked to transfer to the intelligence section of the Royal Australian Air Force and was
in fact attached to the staff of General Douglas MacArthur. For this work, for which he
was highly regarded, he was awarded the MBE.
He owned a 400-acre farm at Wyuna near Shepparton and he served in many ways that
community and, in many ways, in the broader sense by being on State Government
committees. He acted also as a director of one or two companies. He was a man of many
parts. He was also a bowler, a golfer and an avid cricket follower.
He held the Legislative Council seat of the Northern Province for the Country Party
from 1955 to 1965. In that year, after what one might call a disagreement with the Country
Party Leader of the day, Mr George Moss-interestingly enough, a disagreement over the
matter of Presidency of the Legislative Council-he resigned from the Country Party and
sat in this House as an Independent.
In that position he held the balance of power. According to his conscience, so far as I
can tell from reading into his record, he voted as a true Independent.
It is interesting to note, Mr President, that, considering the present state of the parties
in this House, a similar situation could obtain should any member of the opposition
parties conscientiously elect to do the same thing. This comment need not necessarily be
construed as an invitation.
Even in that situation, there is no evidence that Percy Feltham was ever criticised by
any of the three parties at the time. I understand, however, that close attention was paid
to what he said when he spoke because he made it a habit of not indicating how he would
vote until the end of his speech. That caused good attendance in the House, especially
from the Leaders of the various parties.
His keen mind and his conscientious attention to detail were admired by all parties and
they were willing to say so.
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The Felthams had two children, a son and a daughter, both of whom followed their
father as high achievers, academics and professionals. It would seem, from the information
that is available to me in terms of their own achievements, that they have done
extraordinarily well.
Percy Feltham. was defeated in 1967 but it is to his credit that he maintained his
conscientious position as an Independent. When asked during the campaign of 1967 how
he would vote on particular issues, he responded, "I will vote according to my conscience.
I will be concerned to see that the country people I represent are properly served".
On behalf of the Government and members of this House, I express sadness at the
passing ofa notable member of the House, Percy Victor Feltham, and I offer condolences
to the members of his family.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-Mr President, with the Honourable
Jock Granter, I am one of the two remaining members of the House who served with the
late Honourable Percy Feltham. In fact, I served with him for half of his career in this
place. He had a keen mind. In a House that has seen a lot of keen minds over the years,
none was keener than that of Percy Feltham.
He was a puckish man with a wry sense of humour who enlivened many debates with
little asides and jibes that sometimes took people a short time to realise what they were
about. He was a man of delightful temperament and enormous ability who saw through to
the crux of every problem.
I assure the Leader of the House that Percy Feltham was paid close attention long before
the events of 1965. He commanded attention whenever he spoke because of the keenness
of his intellect and the worth of his contribution.
I remember well the sad events of 1965. The Government of the day did not have a
majority in this House and, as other Governments in that position have done, it considered
the possibility of appointing a President from the non-Government party. Percy Feltham,
who was well qualified for that job, was approached. Naturally he was flattered. He made
no commitment but went straight to his party Leader and told him of the offer. His party
Leader was foolish enough to berate Percy Feltham publicly rather than telling him to say,
"No" .
PeTcy Feltham, being the man he was, with his independent spirit, decided it was
incumbent upon him to resign his position, which he did. He remained in the House as an
Independent who exercised his vote judiciously and carefully. PeTcy Feltham had no
enemies in this House; everybody loved him. He was a thin man of approximately 5 feet
5 inches, and always in ~ood humour. He never said anything to wound, but operated
always in the best traditIons of this House. Percy Feltham was a fine member and his
contribution will always be remembered.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern Province)-I desire to associate members of
the National Party with this condolence motion. I do so rather than my Leader, Mr Dunn,
as is the custom and practice, on the basis that Percy Feltham was personally known to
me.
I first met Mr Feltham at the very first meeting I attended of the Country Party on a hot
January afternoon in 1965 at the Nathalia courthouse. As an eighteen-year-old, I was
somewhat taken that a meeting in a small country town was attended by a member of
such standing as the Honourable Percy Feltham.
From that time on, as I progressed through the then Country Party ranks as a branch
official, I always appreciated the advice that I was given by Mr Feltham and the fact that,
to some degree, he took me under his wing.
The Leader of the House has already indicated the brilliant career that Mr Feltham had
and, in particular, his war service. Very few people have served in the Australian Imperial
Forces, then gone on to another branch of the services in a capacity that requires a
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significant amount of skill, and become a member of staff of the person who might be
called the leader of the forces of the free world in this part of the globe at that time, General
MacArthur, "and also be recognised by His Majesty the King for those services.
However, more importantly, Percy Feltham was at the forefront of the development of
Shepparton. Honourable members know the city of Shepparton today to be one of the
premier provincial cities of Victoria, but it was not always so. Shepparton grew up from a
rather dusty country town and, particularly following the advent of irrigation, it became
the viable and successful city it is today. Percy Feltham was at the leading edge of that
development.
From 1938 to 1958 Percy Feltham was a director of the Shepparton Preserving Company,
now known as SPC Ltd. It must be recalled that those were the halcyon days of the fruit
industry. Those were the days when canned fruit and the Goulburn Valley were
synonymous. As a large export earner for this nation, that company was one of our leading
industries.
Mr Feltham was also, for 30 years, on the board of management of the former Mooroopna
Hospital, which subsequently became a base hospital, and is now the Goulburn Valley
Base Hospital and services the whole of that region as the superior hospital in the area. It
is a tribute to his capacity that he served so long on the hospital board.
Mr Feltham was also the founding president of the Goulburn Valley Law Society and
the founding president of the Shepparton Rotary Club, which is one of the largest rotary
clubs in country Victoria. There are now four such clubs in Shepparton, but he was, if
honourable members like, the founder of Rotary in Shepparton.
As the Leader of the House mentioned, Mr Feltham estaplished the law firm of P. V.
Feltham and Co., in which the honourable member for Shepparton in another place, Mr
Peter Ross-Edwards, subsequently became a partner after the war in the early 1950s. The
firm still practises under that name and has grown to become one of the largest law firms
in the Goulburn Valley. It is held in the highest respect by the people of the Goulburn
Valley.
For 40 years Percy Feltham dispensed legal advice to many people from all walks of
life. He built up a reputation as an outstanding practitioner and, on the one hand, was a
country solicitor and all that conjures up in the mind with respect to helping people in
their activities and, on the other hand, a practitioner in court with an acute mind who was
able to handle a variety of cases in one day without missing a beat. That is an indication
of a brilliant mind.
No doubt it is unfortunate that a dispute over the Presidency of this place resulted in
his resigning from the former Country Party and contesting the seat as an Independent.
Mr Hunt has summed up that situation very well indeed. Mr Feltham held the balance of
power in this place when Sir Henry Bolte was Premier. He exercised that balance of power
impartially and fairly and he did not have any bitterness towards his former colleagues, so
far as I am aware.
As Mr Hunt remarked, Mr Feltham's speeches were listened to with great attention, not
only for how he might respond to proposed legislation-either support it or oppose itbut also because of the experience and wisdom he brought to the debate in the House.
I remember the 1967 election inasmuch as it concerned the former Northern Province.
Unfortunately that province was abolished subsequently when Mr Feltham was running
as an Independent against an endorsed Country Party candidate who subsequently became
a member of this House. I refer to Mr Stuart McDonald, a former Leader of the National
Party in this place.
One should have thought that in those circumstances a fairly bitter election might have
ensued. In fact, it did not. At that stage I was assisting in the campaign for Mr McDonald
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and it was also the occasion when Mr Peter Ross-Edwards was first elected to the new
electorate of Shepparton. There was no rancour or bitterness in the campaign.
I remember Mr Feltham's election advertisement where he depicted himself in caricature
as the devil and used the slogan, "The devil you know is better than the devil you don't".
That epitomised the humour he had expressed in the House. It was a good election
campaIgn in the sense that it was fought fairly and squarely and the will of the people was
accepted by Mr Feltham in the end result. I certainly continued my admiration for Mr
Feltham because of the way he conducted himself during that election campaign when he
stood as an Independent candidate.
His son has achieved great things--.;..ifthat is the word-at Oxford University where he
is a don. His daughter, as the Leader of the House said, is a high achiever also. On behalf
of the National Party I express condolences to Mr Feltham's family and especially to Mrs
Feltham and to his son and daughter.
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER (Central Highlands Province)-I am one of only two
members in this House who sat in this Chamber with Percy Feltham. Although I sat with
him for only three years, I certainly appreciated his great virtues. He was an extremely
clever man and was a leader, as Mr Hunt and Mr Baxter have said, in his profession as a
solicitor.
Percy was a delight to talk to on many subjects. He certainly appreciated this House and
being a member olit, as I believe all honourable members do. In the first year or two that
I sat with him in this Chamber, he was a member of the Country Party and sat in the seat
between where Mr Dunn and Mr Baxter currently sit. Whenever he rose to speak he was
listened to with great interest because of his knowledge.
When Percy was a member of this House as an Independent, he sat next to where Mr
Evans currently sits. He was a truly Independent member, although I dare say his heart
was still with the Country Party.
On one occasion Percy said to me, "I have assumed great importance in my independent
role; I get a copious number of letters and a lot of people want to see me because I am an
Independent and I hold the balance of power in this House". Percy relished that position
because, with his great knowledge, he was able to sum up various situations very well and
put forward an independent view to the House.
Percy Feltham voted in an independent way, but I assure honourable members that he
did not upset the House with his vote. It was always well thought out and the Legislative
Council was richer for the presence of Percy Feltham during the years he was a member
of this place. I join with other speakers in supporting the motion.
The Hon. F. S. GRIMWADE (Central Highlands Province)-I came to know Percy
Feltham through his son, John, and daughter, Hilary. I admired him greatly as a man of
tremendous intellect, a quick mind and a wry sense of humour, and it is a shame that he
never got to the position of being President of this Chamber. He would have done an
excellent job had he received that honour.
I clearly remember meeting Percy Feltham at a friend's wedding in Broken Hill. To
occupy ourselves the night before the wedding, with the help of other friends we visited
the then illegal two-up school in Broken Hill. I was accompanied by another friend who
was perhaps a little taller and bigger than I am and we were accompanying Percy Feltham
who was a small, slight man. We were considered to be his bodyguards, but it was only his
quick wit and quick tongue that got us out of all sorts of bother being caught in that spot.
I also remember Percy Feltham when he was standing for re-election as an Independent.
He said to me that, even as a hard-working member of Parliament over many years, he
had only 1000 people whom he would count on to vote for him. Unfortunately, in that
election campaign, his forecast proved to be reasonably accurate. I mourn his passing and
extend my sympathy to his family.
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The motion was agreed to in silence, honourable members showing their unanimous
agreement by standing in their places.

ADJOURNMENT
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late Honourable Percy Victor Feltham, MBE, the
House do now adjourn until five o'clock this day_

The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 3.25 p.m.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at 5.3 p.m.

NATIONAL TENNIS CENTRE (AMENDMENT) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. J. E. KIRNER
(Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands), was read a first time.

POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION REMUNERATION TRIBUNAL
(REPEAL) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. E. H.
WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs), was read a first time.

FORESTS (BOWATER-SCOTT AGREEMENT) BILL
This Bill was received from the Assembly and, on the motion of the Hon. J. E. KIRNER
(Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands), was read a first time.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

BENDIGO DRUG PROBLEM
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-The Minister for Health will be aware of
the recent publicity featured in the Age and the Bendigo Advertiser on the increasing drug
problem in the Bendigo area. Given the statements that were made at the Australian Labor
Party State conference over the weekend that more funds should be allocated to a crackdown
on hard drugs, will the Government introduce new initiatives in this area?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-Large-scale State and Federal funding
is involved in the national campaign against drug abuse and a number of major steps have
been taken in Bendigo to deal with the drug situation. The local voluntary community
group, the Bendigo Regional Alcohol and Drug Service, has been significantly strengthened.
My predecessor, as Minister, provided funds for staff of the service to move out of their
existing accommodation and further funding was announced earlier this year.
Funding has also been increased to double the number of drug and alcohol counsellors
with BRADS. Funding to establish a halfway house for male alcoholics is also proceeding.
A three-person team has been appointed to assist local communities in the LoddonCampaspe region to examine particular problems with drugs and alcohol. Those projects
will be major steps in assisting to overcome drug problems in the Bendigo area.
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MARIJUANA
The HOD. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-In view of the fact that the Minister
for Health is the Victorian head of the National Drug Offensive campaign, will he dissociate
himself and his Government from the decision of the Australian Labor Party State
conference at the weekend supporting the decriminalisation of marijuana in Victoria? Will
he also indicate whether the Government has any priority for the decriminalisation of
marijuana and, if a priority exists, what is the time frame for its implementation?
The HOD. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-As the Government has often indicated,
it welcomes debate on this issue. It is looking forward to public response on the issue.
The HOD. B. P. DUDD interjected.
The HOD. D. R. WHITE-Y ou have asked the Question. Do you want to hear the
answer or not? Well, shut up!
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask the Minister to apologise and to withdraw his
exclamation.
The HOD. D. R. WHITE-In answer to the Question asked by Mr Dunn, it is Quite clear
that the Government is looking forward to public comment on this issue. The Herald has
indicated in a poll-The PRESIDENT-Order! I asked the Minister to apologise and to withdraw his
exclamation.
The HOD. D. R. WHITE-I withdraw the exclamation. The Government has taken
note of the recent poll that has been published in the Herald and a recent poll taken by
Channel HSV7, although it is still trying to establish which way Mr Birrell is voting on
this issue-whether he is still voting according to his 1979 decision, according to his
expressions in Penthouse or his expressions in newspapers yesterday.
The Government will take those views into account. There is no imminent proposed
legislation, and I am pleased to be associated with the very effective national and State
drug program.

MEAT INSPECTION SERVICES
The HOD. C. F. VAN BUREN (Eumemmerring Province )-Can the Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs inform the House what advice he has received from the
opposition parties regarding the proposed transfer of domestic meat inspection services to
the Commonwealth? What will be the implications of the action of the opposition parties?
The HOD. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I regret to
indicate that the opposition parties have determined to oppose the transfer of State and
domestic meat inspection services to the Commonwealth-that is, to be Quite precise, that
the Bill as originally proposed last year and opposed in this House will not be reintroduced
because of continuing opposition.
I have discussed the matter with the spokesmen of both the opposition parties and, by
way of letter, they indicated that their parties would maintain the position that they held
previously-that is, they will not let the Bill pass.
The transfer of the State meat inspection services, which had the potential to save for
this State, the industry, the Government, or at least the people of Victoria, some $2 million
a year, had the support of the Victorian Farmers Federation, particularly the peak council
and the pastoral group, and it would have substantially reduced the costs of meat inspection
to industry at large.

Questions without Notice

28 October 1986

COUNCIL

689

The failure of the transfer proposal prevents us from achieving an efficient, nationwide,
integrated meat inspection service. Frustration of what I call this sensible move by the
Liberal and National parties is unfair to the industry.
The Commonwealth promised to limit its charges to recover only 50 per cent of the
costs provided the services were transferred.
In line with the earlier statements I have made to the opposition parties and to industry,
the blocking of the transfer will mean that we will have to move to a 100 per cent recovery
of costs for meat inspection services at the domestic level, and I regret that action.
New arrangements will have to be put in place very quickly. Long delays and frustrations
have occurred because of indecision by the opposition parties on this matter. We are now
clear as to where we must go. We must keep the domestic service in Victoria. We will
move quickly to do that, originally on a per head oflivestock inspection basis.
I have put in place two reviews in this regard, the first of which is to examine the
possibility of a fee-for-service with a view to introducing a fee-per-inspector charging
formula.
In addition, there will be a review of standards and allocation of responsibilities now
that we have to operate a two-service system in this State.
Failure to transfer the service requires recommencement of negotiations between the
State and the Commonwealth so as to be very clear about how inspection will occur since
there has been some crossover in regard to Commonwealth inspectors in State sheds and
State inspectors in Commonwealth sheds. That now has to be untied and some industrial
matters need to be considered.
All matters associated with the inspection of meat for export and domestic markets in
export abattoirs will be carried out by the Commonwealth Inspection Service. They have
two roles, and consultations have been commenced with the various authorities, the meat
industry and the Meat Inspectors Association to try to resolve some difficult issues.
Again, I regret that the opposition parties have opposed this sensible measure. However,
we have to pick up from where we left off and try to maintain the inspection system and
try to recover 100 per cent of its costs.

NURSING CAREER STRUCTURE
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-The 1986-87 Budget states that $42
million will be provided to meet the cost of the new nursing career structure. Will the
Minister for Health confirm reports from hospital administrators that the actual cost is
likely to be almost double that amount, that is, somewhere in the vicinity of $80 million
per annum?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-The Government has made an estimate
of the cost of implementing the career structure and has taken the first step towards putting
into effect both the wage increase and the new career structure by deciding to pay the nurse
work force both this week and next week according to the new career structure.
Nevertheless, there are some outstanding matters that have still not been resolved,
which may take the cost of the career structure to an amount in excess of$42 million. The
precise amount is yet to be determined because some of those matters have yet to be
resolved, but the amount will not be in the realm that Mr Birrell suggests.

HEROIN ADDICTS IN PROVINCIAL CENTRES
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North Western Province)-The question I raise with the
Attorney-General concerns a news item in the Bendigo Advertiser which states that Bendigo
has recently been called the heroin capital of Australia, that many addicts are moving to
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provincial centres such as Bendigo and Mildura for treatment, and also that they are
coming to provincial areas because police numbers are below the desired strength.
I ask: will the Attorney-General, with his colleagues, support the establishment of a task
force of, say, 25 police to combat, in particular, hard drug criminal activities in provincial
centres and will he increase penalties for those pushing insidious life-taking drugs, including
the confiscation of property and reintroduction of the death penalty in the most serious
.cases?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I do not support the death penalty in
any circumstance.
The Act of Parliament that this Government initiated already provides for the
confiscation of property in relation to drug offences. I shall shortly introduce a Bill on an
Australia-wide uniformity basis to apply principles of confiscation to crime other than
drugs.
In relation to crime at Bendigo, I regret that Mr Wright is endeavouring to denigrate
Bendigo on the drug issue there. The House will be aware of the matters to which the
Minister for Health referred in his answer. Honourable members should be aware also
that the Cain Government built a brand new police station at Bendigo-after years of
broken promises by the former Liberal Party Government-and a brand new police
station at Eaglehawk.
The honourable member asked about staff. The Cain Government has provided the
Bendigo district with an extra fourteen police officers together with one extra public
servant.
It is very interesting to note the National Party's contribution in this area because, in
the Budget debate, the National Party sought spending by the State Government to be
reduced by $395 million, almost three times the amount of the actual Budget cuts. The
National Party made no demands for any real increases in the numbers of the Police
Force. The National Party wanted savage reductions in the numbers of police, teachers,
nurses and health spending. This Government has done more for Bendigo than any other
Government. On police issues, I instance the community-based corrections program. On
the issue of drugs, one of the pilot schemes for drug treatment programs under the
community-based corrections program will be located at Bendigo.
The Minister for Health mentioned other important initiatives on health, police and
correctional matters. The Cain Government is far ahead of any other Government in
what it has done for Bendigo. It is most regrettable that Mr Wright, together with "that
other person" has sought to knock Bendigo in Parliament. The Government supports
Bendigo; the Government has done a lot for Bendigo and it will continue to do so with the
excellent support of the honourable member for Bendigo West in the other place, Mr
David Kennedy.

CHILD ACCIDENT PREVENTION FOUNDATION AWARD
The Hon. J. L. DIXON (Boronia Province)-I ask the Minister for Community Services
what award she has presented recently to the maternal and child health nurses of Victoria?
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-I thank the honourable
member for her question and for her interest in the Maternal and Child Health Branch of
the department, which was formerly known as infant welfare. The Victorian Branch of the
Child Accident Prevention FoundatIon of Australia makes an annual award to an individual
or to a group that has played a significant part or made a significant contribution to child
accident prevention.
Last Friday, I had the pleasure of presenting this award and, for the first time, it was
presented to a profession as a whole, to the maternal and child health nurses. I know that
many honourable members are very interested in this service and have a great deal of
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respect for the work performed by the sisters. It is extremely pleasing that this has been
recognised by the Child Accident Prevention Foundation, which is a prestigious body.
The award was made because of the work that the sisters had done and continue to do
in the early childhood injury prevention project and also because of the parent education,
parent counselling and general educative work that is done day in and day out by the
nurses in that branch.
Every region of the State was represented last Friday at this ceremony. Sister Sheena
Stewart from Nunawading received the actual award and citation, but the nurses came
from every region.
They came from the Mallee, east Gippsland, Wimmera, Loddon-Campaspe and from
all the urban regions. In all, eighteen certificates were handed out. I was extremely proud
to be able to make those presentations on behalf of the Child Accident Prevention
Foundation of Australia and I hope honourable members realise that that was an extremely
important token of respect for a very modest and effective community service.

RELOCATION OF PRINCE HENRY'S HOSPITAL
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-I direct a question to the Minister for
Health, and it is fortunate he is also the representative of the Treasurer in this House. The
Chief General Manager of Health Department Victoria yesterday told the Estimates
Committee that funds had been provided in the Budget for the removal of Prince Henry's
Hospital from its present St Kilda Road site. Will the Minister advise how much has been
allocated for this purpose and where the details of that allocation can be found in the
Budget Papers?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-The Treasurer has provided funding in
the capital works initiative program for a number of projects, which will include the
relocation of Prince Henry's Hospital.

LAND CONSERVATION COUNCIL
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I refer the Minister for Planning
and Environment to the fact that the industry nominee on the Land Conservation Council
has resigned and that three well-qualified nominees have been proposed.
In view of the fact that the Land Conservation Council appears to be increasingly
developing block voting groups and because the final recommendations for the east
Gippsland area and the pending recommendations for the central district, with their
possible devastating effect on the Government's timber industry strategy, could well hinge
on the vote of the industry representative, has the Minister yet made this important
appointment? If not, when will the appointment be made?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-I am pleased to
advise the House that the appointment was made this morning. The appointee is Mr
Donald Malcolmson, an outstanding person in industry and commerce and a person of
impeccable character. I am sure he will do very well indeed.

NIGHT COURTS
The Hon. C. J. KENNEDY (Waverley Province)-Can the ever-alert Attorney-General
advise the House whether the Government has any proposal to establish in Victoria a
system of night courts similar to those now operating in New South Wales?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-The Government has established a
committee to examine the feasibility of providing night court services in Victorian
Magistrates Courts. Mr Dugan, the Chief Stipendiary Magistrate, some months ago visited
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the night court at Blacktown in Sydney where hearings are held between 6.30 p.m. and 8
p.m. on Wednesday.
He was enthusiastic about the scheme and I have accepted his recommendation to
establish a steering committee consisting of representatives from the Law Institute of
Victoria, the Bar Council, the police, the Legal Aid Commission, Community Services
Victoria, the Office of Corrections, the Victorian Council of Social Service and the Law
Department.
That steering committee will advise on the feasibility of establishing night courts, the
likely effect on case management techniques in reducing court delays and the effect of
delivery of services at the local level. It will be a continuation of the Government's
endeavours to employ an efficient and timely delivery of court services.

THOMSONDAM
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-I direct a question to the Minister
for Health. The House will recall that during the Thomson dam debate on 30 September,
the Minister rejected my figure of a $5 million subsidy for the Mornington Peninsula and
District Water Board. He told the House that that was incorrect and that the actual figure
was well in excess of that amount.
In view of the fact that the Director-General of Water Resources has now given evidence
to the Estimates Committee that the amount is in fact only $5·1 million, does the Minister
still maintain the claim that the figure was totally incorrect and that the amount would be
well in excess? If he does not, will he apologise for misleading the House?

The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-Without having to contemplate
retreating to a personal explanation, I look forward to seeking further advice from the
Minister for Water Resources and the Department of Management and Budget. I shall
inform the House of that advice in due course.

CODE OF FOREST PRACTICE
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-I direct a question to the Minister
for Conservation, Forests and Lands and refer her to the recently released timber industry
strategy which has been very well accepted in rural areas. An important part of that
strategy is the code offorest practice which prescribes timber production. Can the Minister
inform the House what progress has been made on developing and implementing that
code?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-The
Government's timber industry strategy contains as one of its most important sections a
code of forest practice which is held to be important by the East Gippsland Coalition,
sawmillers and the unions involved in the industry.
I have established a committee to examine the draft, to forward the draft to interested
parties and to finalise a code of forest practice. The intention of the code is to ensure that,
in the midst of the timber production season, we will protect all multi-use values of the
forest, and, in particular, environmental values. The code will be part of proposed legislation
which I intend to introduce into the House in this sessional period.
The proposed legislation will give my department the power to have a number of codes
of practice. The code of forest practice will relate to timber harvesting, timber extraction
roading, regeneration and reforestation in native forests, and the establishment and tending
of softwood and hardwood plantations. In particular the code will be directed towards
protection of water catchments; conservation of environmental values associated with
forests, including wildlife, historical and cultural sites and the provision of opportunities
for recreation and scientific study.
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The committee that will develop the code is headed by Mr David Scott, who is much
respected in the environment field and is Chairperson of the Land Conservation Council
and the Government's Commissioner for the Environment. He will be joined by nominees
from various organisations including the Conservation Council of Victoria, the Australian
Timber Workers Union, the Australian Forest Development Institute, the Victorian
Sawmillers Association, the Department of Water Resources and the Ministry for Planning
and Environment.
Members of the committee will meet for the first time on 12 November. I expect the
committee to then release the first draft for public comment for two months. If the
proposed legislation is passed by this House, I hope to implement the code of forest
practice by the end of the 1986-87 logging season.

MAYFAIR HAMS & BACON CO.
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER (Central Highlands Province)-My question to the Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs concerns the Mayfair Hams & Bacon Co. killing works
at Bendigo. As the Minister would be aware, those works have been closed for many
months.
As Bendigo is the largest lamb market in Victoria and the second largest in Australia,
what action has the Government taken to reopen the works so that stock now sold at the
Bendigo saleyards can be killed in Bendigo instead of being transported hundreds of
kilometres to be slaughtered?
Given that the Attorney-General has just stated that the Government has done a lot for
Bendigo, will the Minister take action on behalf of the Government to reopen these works
so that they can operate to the advantage of Bendigo and district agricultural interests?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)- I guess there
is a question inherent in the statement made by Mr Granter. I am certainly aware of what
occurred at the Mayfair killing works in Bendigo.
I presume Mr Granter is suggesting that the Government should take it upon itself to
take the initiative to move towards reopening. I am not sure that that is the role of the
Government. It certainly is an important works and I understand there are indications
that individuals in and around Bendigo have themselves begun thinking about ways in
which those works can be reopened.
I shall be happy to speak to Mr Granter about any ideas he has. I am concerned that the
works were closed, but I am not sure it is the Government's role to take the initiative
directly.

PETITIONS
Node bathing
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province) presented a petition from certain
citizens of Victoria praying that the Parliament of Victoria will act to protect the interests
of Victorian citizens by ensuring that prescribed nudist beaches are well removed from
environmentally sensitive, popular and populated areas. He stated that the petition was
respectfully worded, in order, and bore 897 signatures.
It was ordered that the petition be laid on the table.

Eltham Cemetery land
The Hon. J. G. MILES (Templestowe Province) presented a petition from certain
citizens of Victoria praying that the Council support the recommendation of the Mortuary
Industry and Cemeteries Administration Committee that the reservation on cemetery
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land in Metery Road, Eltham, be not removed in order that the land be offered for sale to
the Montsalvat Trust. He stated that the petition was respectfully worded, in order, and
bore 135 signatures.
It was was ordered that the petition be laid on the table.

COURTS (FURTHER AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General), by leave, moved for leave to bring in a
Bill to make certain amendments to the Magistrates' Courts Act 1971, the County Court
Act 1958, the Strata Titles Act 1967, the Cluster Titles Act 1974, the Courts Amendment
Act 1986, the companies and securities scheme legislation and the Magistrates (Summary
Proceedings) Act 1975 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

CRIMES (GRAND JURIES) BILL
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General), by leave, moved for leave to bring in a
Bill to abolish grand juries, to amend the Crimes Act 1958 and the Juries Act 1967 and for
other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

BUILDING SOCIETIES (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General), by leave, moved for leave to bring in a
Bill to amend the Building Societies Act 1986.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

PUBLIC BODIES REVIEW COMMITTEE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That the Honourable B. A. Chamberlain be discharged from attendance upon the Public Bodies Review
Committee and that the Honourable A. J. Hunt be added to that committee.

The motion was agreed to.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Anti-Cancer Council-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1985-86.
Building Societies Act 1986-Minister's report dated 22 October 1986 of failure of the Victorian Building
Societies Council to submit an annual report to him by 30 September and the reasons therefor.
Egg Marketing Board-Report for the year 1985-86.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Report and financial statements for the year 1985-86.
Marketing of Primary Products Act 1958-Proclamation dated 21 October 1986 dissolving the Onion Marketing
Board.
Sport and Recreation Department-Report and financial statements for the year 1985-86.
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Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Margarine Act I 975-No. 263.
Marine Act I 958-No. 264.
Veterinary Surgeons Act I 958-No. 265.
Surveyor-General-Report upon the progress and coordination of surveys under the National Mapping Scheme
and the activities of the Place Names Committee, for the year 1985-86.
T own and Country Planning Act 1961-City of She pparton Planning Scheme I 953-Amendment No. 107.

Proclamations of His Excellency the Administrator in Council fixing operative dates in respect of the following
Acts:
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986-Sections 2,3 and 7-15 October 1986 (Gazette No. 86, 15
October 1986).
Town and Country Planning (Miscellaneous Provisions Act 1986-24 October 1986 (Gazette No. 87, 22
October 1986).

On the motion of the Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province), it was ordered
that the reports tabled by the Clerk be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

APPROPRIATION (1986-87, No. 1) BILL
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill provides the necessary legislative authority for both recurrent and works and
services expenditure proposals in so far as they require appropriation for the 1986-87
financial year. It appropriates the sums required for the services of that financial year,
including the amount previously appropriated under the Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Act
1986.
The Treasurer, in his Bud~et speech, indicated that recurrent spending was budgeted to
rise, "by only 6·6 per cent In 1986-87-the lowest increase for a generation He also
noted that the Government had kept its promise on taxation-the Budget provides for no
increases in taxation revenue above the rise in the consumer price index plus economic
growth. There are no new taxes and no increases in tax rates, and there is tax relief in
significant areas.
H

•

The estimated increase in recurrent expenditure of 6·6 per cent in 1986-87 compares
with a 9·6 per cent actual increase in 1985-86. As the Treasurer noted in his speech, "This
reduction in the main stems from positive Government action to achieve productivity
improvement and efficiency gains in the delivery of departmental services, and in public
administration generally".
The estimated receipts into the Consolidated Fund in 1986-87, and the payments
expected to be made from the fund in the financial year are both $10 394 million. Recurrent
revenues and expenditure are expected to be broadly in balance at the end of June 1987
with a nominal surplus of some $300 000.
The estimated 1986-87 payments of$1 0 394 million noted above include $1446 million
which are made by way of special appropriation. The remainder of the projected
Consolidated Fund payments of some $8948 million are the payments to which the Bill
relates.
As in previous years, the Treasurer has produced a comprehensive set of Budget Papers
to provide honourable members with information in support of the Budget. It might be
helpful to honourable members if I briefly outline the nature of these papers:
1. Budget Paper No. 1 is the Treasurer's Budget Speech 1986-87.
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2. Budget Paper No. 2, Budget Strategy and Review 1986-87, provides an overview of
the macroeconomic and Budget context in which the 1986-87 Budget is being presented.
It outlines the Budget strategy and reviews and previews key features of public sector
expenditure and revenue, including financial management, social development issues and
the Budget, and employment policies and the Budget. The paper includes the national
accounting statement of transactions of the Consolidated Fund and the Treasurer's Trust
Fund.
3. Budget Paper No. 3, Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1), is the Bill before the House for
debate. Honourable members will note that some information provided previously in the
Appropriation Bill has been transferred to Budget Paper No. 5. The Bill now basically
contains information only in respect of the amounts for which appropriation is being
sought-information supporting the Bill and containing data, text and tables about Ministry
and program expenditures is all brought together in Budget Paper No. 5.
4. Budget Paper No. 4, Receipts 1986-87 Consolidated Fund Receipts and
Commonwealth payments to or for Victoria, contains data and explanatory information
about receipts available to the Government from different sources. This information was
not produced in a separate document last year. Part A of the paper includes the key
receipts Table A.l, which shows 1985-86 actual Consolidated Fund receipts together with
1986-87 Estimates. Part B includes information about Commonwealth payments to or
for Victoria.
5. Budget Paper No. 5, Budget Summary and Pro~ram Expenditures 1986-87, has three
parts. Part A contains Table A.l, which summanses Consolidated Fund receipts and
payments for 1985-86-actual-and 1986-87-estimated. Part B contains information
on the aggregate Budget outcome for 1985-86, and compares this with the Budget estimate.
Part C of the paper contains supporting information on Ministry program expenditures.
Table C.I gives a summary of Ministry program expenditures showing annual
appropriations, special appropriations and expenditures made from other fund sources,
for example, trust funds. Table C.2 provides details of special appropriations.
Tables C.3 to C.26 and accompanying text provide information about Ministry program
expenditures in support of the Estimates in the Appropriation Bill. For each Ministry
there are generally five tables-the first gives a summary of program expenditures; the
second disaggregates the recurrent expenditure amounts for each program contained in
the Appropriation Bill; the third and fourth disaggregate works and services expenditure;
and the fifth outlines the Ministry program structure. Each of the tables, apart from the
first, is a new table for 1986-87.
Finally, Appendix C.l of Budget Paper No. 5 gives information about the Advance to
the Treasurer in 1985-86 and Appendix C.2 provides details of Commonwealth funds
un spent as at 30 June 1986.
It is clear from this brief outline that the Treasurer has produced a large volume of
material in support of the Budget as a means of assisting honourable members to more
fully comprehend the Bill. Further, prefaces, explanatory notes, tables of contents and
indexes have been provided to facilitate reading of the papers and an understanding of the
links between them. Consequently, these Budget Papers are the most comprehensive State
Government Budget Papers in Australia.

The highlights of projected 1986-87 outlays, further details of which are provided in
Budget Papers Nos 1,2,3 and 5, include the following:
1. Expenditure on the State Additional Apprentices Scheme of $8·9 million, including
provision for a further intake of220 apprentices in 1987. An allocation of$I·8 million has
been made for payroll tax rebates for apprentices and trainees.
2. An amount of $6 million to cover the cost of recruiting 500 nurses from overseas to
strengthen staffing of the public hospital system.
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3. Provision of$3 million in 1986-87 for specific initiatives to meet the health needs of
particular groups in the community. The provisions cover the improvement of women's
health services, the strengthening of community psychiatric services and improved
palliative and hospice care and district nursing services for the elderly.
4. Provision, through the Victorian Tourism Commission and in conjunction with the
Melbourne Tourism Authority, of$3 million a year for three years to match funds from
the private sector or other sources to develop an international tourist marketing campaign
to expand international tourism in Victoria and, therefore, employment in Victoria's
tourist industry.
5. An allocation of $5· 7 million to support the implementation of the Government's
recently announced timber strategy.
6. The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs has been allocated $1·8 million
towards the cost of regionalisation of the department's operations and the strengthening
of its position in rural affairs on a long-term basis.
7. Funds of$15 million will be provided in 1987 for tertiary places. This should enable
an additional 1300 places to be funded by the State Government in tertiary educational
institutions in 1987.
8. A very significant expansion in the works and services allocation for housing purposes,
from $239·4 million in 1985-86 to a projected $290·3 million 1986-87, an increase of
$50·9 million or 21 per cent.
Details of estimated receipts into the Consolidated Fund for 1986-87 and
Commonwealth payments to or for Victoria are contained in Budget Paper No. 4. The
following aspects are drawn to the attention of honourable members.
Recurrent receipts into the Consolidated Fund for 1986-87 are estimated at $8419
million and works and services receipts at $1975 million.
State taxation receipts are estimated to rise by 6·5 per cent in 1986-87. This represents
a decrease in real terms, reflecting the full year effect of the taxation reductions provided
in the 1985-86 Budget and the following concessions in the 1986-87 Budget directed at
advancing the economic strategy:
1. An increase in the general exemption level for payroll tax from $230 000 to $250 000
and in the level at which the 6 per cent rate phases in from $1·2 million to $1·3 million.
The cost of this concession, which will benefit some 4700 employers, will be $3·7 million
in 1986-87 and $9 million in a full year.
2. Indexation of the land tax scale rate, meaning that the increase in land tax revenue
in respect of 1987 assessments will be restrained to about 5·8 per cent. This will reduce
land tax revenue from what it would otherwise have been by $5·4 million in 1986-87 and
$9·9 million in a full year. The Government also proposes to broaden the coverage of the
"necessitous circumstances" provisions so that holders of pensioner health benefit cards
are automatically exempted from land tax on their principal residence.
3. The stamp duty on marine insurance relating to all commercial transport of goods,
both within the country and to international markets, will be removed.
4. The Government will remove stamp duty on the issue of certain debentures, with
either fixed or floating interest rates, as a means of encouraging the development of a
corporate debt market in Melbourne.
5. Legislation will be introduced also to extend from two to ten days the settlement
period allowed between the purchase of shares by a broker, as principal, and their nondutiable sale. This initiative is in line with overseas practice and will encourage brokers to
make a market and to increase the volume of financial activity in Victoria.
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Growth in capital receipts from the Commonwealth will be restricted in 1986-87.
Decisions taken at the June 1986 Loan Council meeting resulted in a 23 per cent cut in the
nominal value of Victoria~s Loan Council program from $393 million in 1985-86 to
$302·5 million in 1986-87.
Commonwealth specific purpose capital payments are expected to increase by 4·4 per
cent in 1986-87. In the roads area, total payments will be the same nominal amount as in
1985-86. The total allocation under the Commonwealth-State Housing Agreement will
increase from $156·1 million to $165·8 million, of which $146·8 million must be matched
from State funds.
In the context of limited capital receipts from other sources, the Government has
decided to accelerate the process of selling surplus assets, especially land, and has instituted
a special task force to assist in this regard. Budgeted receipts from the activities of the task
force are $50 million.
I now turn to deal with specific matters relating to the Appropriation Bill itself. Subclause 1 of clause 4 provides for the issue and application of the sum of $8 947 862 823.
This is the total of amounts requiring appropriation for both recurrent services and for
certain works and purposes from the Consolidated Fund for the 1986-87 financial year.
Subclauses 2 and 3 of clause 4 provide authority in accordance with established practice
to cope with wage awards which may be handed down during the year and which may
require additional appropriation.
Clause 5 terminates the operation of the Supply (1986-87, No. 1) Act 1986, and clause
6 ensures that the total amount that may be expended under this Bill and that Supply Act
for both recurrent services and certain works and purposes does not exceed the amount of
the expenditures requiring appropriation from the Consolidated Fund for the year.
Clause 7 provides the necessary appropriation authority for the amount of$8 947 862 823
whilst subclause 2 of clause 7 allows for Governor in Council approval of works and
services expenditure transfers from items 5561 and 5562 of Program No. 726 where the
Treasurer considers this necessary. This provision is similar to that included in the 1985-86
Appropriation Act. Subclause 3 requires the Treasurer to provide details of any such
transfers in his statement of expenditure for 1986-87, prepared pursuant to section 46 of
the Audit Act 1958.
Clause 8 appropriates expenditure which was charged during the 1985-86 financial year
under the authority of section 16 of the Public Account Act 1958, whilst clause 9 relates to
expenditure from the Advance to Treasurer under Program No. 729 in 1985-86.
Clause 10 provides the Treasurer with authority to allow resources to be reallocated
between programs within an agency. However, funds cannot be transferred between the
recurrent and works and services components of a program.
These transfers between programs are also reported to Parliament each year by the
Treasurer in the annual statement of expendit\lre.
Honourable members are reminded that, consistent with established practice, 1985-86
expenditure amounts have been rearranged to conform with the Ministry and program
structures in place at the time of presentation of the Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill.
Thus the proposed appropriations for 1986-87 and the expenditures for the 1985-86
financial year are comparable.
I will endeavour to furnish further information requested of me when the appropriations
are considered in detail during the Committee stage. I commend the Bill to the House.
For the Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province), the Hon. H. R. Ward-I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.
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I point out that, as this matter has been expedited, my party has some difficulty in being
able to meet the time scale proposed for tomorrow. Although the Opposition is prepared
to adjourn the debate until that time, I point out that there may be problems.
The motion for the adjournment of the debate was agreed to, and it was ordered that
the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

WORKS AND SERVICES (FURTHER ANCILLARY PROVISIONS)
BILL
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

This Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions) Bill provides for non-specific
appropriation matters, mainly related to works and services expenditure in the Department
of Water Resources and the Rural Water Commission, but also including one section
related to education.
It is appropriate that this Bill and the Appropriation Bill be debated jointly to facilitate
consideration of the matters contained in them and joint debate will, therefore, be proposed.
Honourable members will be aware that the provisions covering matters related to
appropriations were, until the 1986-87 Supply Bill, included in Supply and Appropriation
Bills, which meant that such provisions were considered during the debate on the Supply
and Appropriation Bills. Technically, these non-specific appropriation matters are more
properly handled in a separate Bill.
The clauses in this Bill have the same function as those included in the Works and
Services (Ancillary Provisions) Act 1986.
I believe this move is consistent with this Government's progressive implementation of
improvements and clarifications in the presentation of Budget-related matters. I commend
the Bill to the House.
For the Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province), the Hon. H. R. Ward-I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

I do so with the same proviso that I gave on the previous Bill.
The motion for the adjournment of the debate was agreed to, and it was ordered that
the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

COGNATE DEBATE
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-By leave, I move:
That this House authorises and requires the Honourable the President to permit the debate on the Appropriation
(1986-87, No. 1) Bill and the Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions) Bill to be taken concurrently
with further debate on the motion to take note ofthe 1986-87 Budget Papers.

The motion was agreed to.

MELBOURNE (WIDENING OF STREETS) (REPEAL) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 22) on the motion of the Hon. J. H. Kennan
(Minister for Planning and Environment) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-The Bill seeks to repeal the Melbourne
(Widening of Streets) Act 1940. I have read the debates of the two Houses in 1940 to
determine what that Act was about and what was then hoped of it. One should explain to
the House precisely what was intended by the measure which Parliament passed in 1940.
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The 1940 Act proposed to enable new alignments to be set in the little streets from
Flinders Lane to Little Lonsdale Street. The purpose was for widening of the footpath, not
the roadway itself. The standard width of the footpath was 4 feet 6 inches at the time,
although in places it was much wider.
There were complaints from pedestrians, although not many, of congestion. There were
more complaints from traders in the little streets that, because of the narrowness of those
streets, people did not stop to look in the windows, so they were not getting the trade that
they should.
The Hon. W. R. Baxter-I think it was the Minister at the time who was speculating
that that was the reason.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-Mr Baxter has interjected to suggest that the Minister, who
was a Country Party Minister later known as Sir Norman Martin, who introduced the Bill,
speculated that that was the view. It was a view that was put by a large number of members
from all sides of the House and from all three parties. In any event, the Bill was not
introduced on the initiative of the Government itself. It was produced as the result of a
bipartisan initiative within the Melbourne City Council where the widening of footpaths
was a long-term aim.
The inspiration for the Melbourne City Council seeking this footpath widening was
similar to action taken by the Sydney City Council, which obtained legislation to enable it
to do the same thing some years earlier. This provided an excuse for councillors to visit
Sydney to see how it worked there, and they came back and recommended it.
At the time the majority of members in both Houses who spoke in the debate saw it as
a great forward-looking measure. Only one of all who spoke wondered whether it would
ever be achieved. Melbourne is now two-and-a-halftimes the size it was when the legislation
was passed. There are pockets where the widening has taken place and there are areas
where the roads have not been widened and where the widening is never likely to take
place.
In any event, in areas where it has been designed to encourage the widening of the roads,
it can readily be achieved by amendments to the planning scheme; for the rest, obviously,
it is unnecessary. If it is not to be achieved-everyone believes it will not be achievedthe sensible thing to do is to repeal the measure. Now it is only a matter of commonsense
to repeal not only the redundant legislation but also legislation which at this time will
never achieve its objective. The Bill has a positive retrograde effect.
People will not improve, refurbish or restore properties in areas affected by this old Act.
Therefore, the Act acts as a profound disincentive to the restoration of buildings. Times
and attitudes have changed. We now recognise these little streets as part of the character
of Melbourne, as part of the things that make the city different from any other Australian
city.
There may be room for the achievement of previous objectives in selected areas but that
can be achieved through amendments to the planning scheme. The Bill, therefore, is
unnecessary and acts in a way contrary to the interests of the City of Melbourne, its
traders, property owners and developers. Therefore, the Opposition concurs with the
Government in taking the initiative to repeal this redundant measure.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern Province)-It would be extremely shortsighted of Parliament ifit were to pass the measure today. Parliament would be overturning
a far-sighted decision made by our predecessors in 1940 under the then Country Party
Government. In 1940 it was never envisaged that the legislation would have the little
streets widened by a specific date. A perusal of the debates at the time will show that many
honourable members observed that it would take more than 50 years to achieve that
objective.
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It so happens that the 50 years are nearly up but those honourable members did not
specify that it would take 50 years; they meant that it would take a long time. Nevertheless,
significant progress has been made. More than 45 per cent of the length of little streets has
been widened. Bearing in mind that the legislation proposed that the widening could take
place only at the time buildings were being replaced, substantially refurbished or
remodelled, that has been a significant achievement over those years.

Every time I walk along Little Bourke Street-every morning when I come to Parliament
House-I note with pleasure the places where the widening has occurred and how much
easier it is for pedestrian traffic to make its way along the sections that have been widened.
At times I view with dismay some of the obstacles the Melbourne City Council now
appears to be placing in the roadway of Little Bourke Street, such as bollards and the like.
I wonder what their purpose is!
I shall inform the House how Melbourne came to have little streets, because it is
interesting. I am indebted to the late Sir Stanley Argyle for the research he did in September
1940 when he was the honourable member for Toorak and the then Leader of the
Opposition.
Sir Stanley Argyle Quoted from the Chronicles 0/ Early Melbourne, which is a book that
he said was in the Parliamentary Library. The Quote reads:
During Sir Richard Bourke's stay in Melbourne there was a remarkable controversy between him and Mr
Robert Hoddle as to the width of streets. Governor Bourke advocated streets of the width of not more than 66
feet. He had a notion that the perfection of town planning consisted in big streets with little streets or lanes
backing them up from behind like knights and their attendants.
Hoddle proposed streets of the width of 99 feet, but he was ordered by the Governor to make them 66 feet
wide. But on the score of health and convenience of the future city of Victoria, the Governor consented to
Hoddle having his will.

In other words, he could have the main streets 99 feet wide instead of 66 feet wide, which
the Governor preferred. The square-off for that by Hoddle was that he agreed to the little
streets being only 33 feet wide. The Quote continues:
"I therefore gave up my objection," wrote Hoddle, ··to the narrow lanes of33 feet wide, which have unfortunately
become streets, and many expensive buildings have been erected thereon."
Hoddle remedied this defect afterwards in marking out North and East Melbourne by making the various
streets 66 feet wide.

Often I have marvelled as I have driven through those parts of Melbourne at the wide
avenues that have been provided.
Sir Stanley concludes the Quote:
It is largely owing to the persistent conscientiousness with which Hoddle urged his views that the City of
Melbourne has its grand broad highways of today, the big streets thrice instead oftwice as large as the little ones.

Coli ins Street, Bourke Street, Elizabeth Street, and Lonsdale Street would have been one-third narrower than
their present width but for the fact that Governor Bourke eventually listened to Hoddle.
Mr Hoddle may fairly be considered the best public benefactor the city ever had.

It is unfortunate that Governor Bourke did not listen to Mr Hoddle's recommendation
and agree to have the little streets wide streets as well.

If one takes account of the distance between the main streets in Melbourne, for example,
between Collins and Bourke streets, one finds it is nearly 400 feet; whereas New York, for
example, is laid out with streets twenty to the mile. This makes those major thoroughfares
much closer together and it does not matter so much whether there is a lane up the middle.
Unfortunately, Melbourne's major thoroughfares are spaced at larger distances and the
little streets have become busy thoroughfares which are particularly congested by pedestrian
traffic during the busy times of the day.
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I marvel that 46 years ago a Government decided to introduce legislation that provided
for the widening of those lanes over time. Admittedly it was to be over a long period of
time. I have already noted that under the Act 45 per cent of the length of the streets has
been widened. Although there may be other ways of achieving that purpose, a very shortsighted act would be to pass this Bill and to enable the Melbourne City Council-especially
ifit were looking for funds-to sell offsome of the land that has been acquired over those
years. The Bill provides for that.
Why should Parliament be so short-sighted as to give a city council that power when so
much time, effort and money have gone into achieving the widening in the first place? In
his second-reading speech, the Minister said that the:
... Act conflicts with today's planning objective for the little streets, since it assumes that the many historical
buildings along those streets will be demolished and that the tradition and character of the streets will be changed
substantially.

Nothing in the Act suggests that. All it provides is that, in the event of any building being
demolished, for whatever reason, the replacement building should be set back the required
distance.
The Hon. A. J . Hunt-They could be compulsorily acquired.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER-Yes, they could, but the Act provides that, in the event of
the replacement of a building, the new building be set back. That provision is reasonable
and has been used over the years to the stage where 45 per cent of the length of the little
streets has been widened.
The second-reading speech did not suggest that the planning controls will be amended
to provide for future street widening. I do not dispute that it is probable under the planning
legislation that that will occur, but no evidence has been produced to show that that has
been done.
Therefore, the Act should remain on the statute-book. The legislation is not redundant;
it still has validity and could be used in future. The opportunity of widenin~ the streets
should not be lost through the repeal of the Act because an opportunity may anse in future
when an old building is replaced.
Although there is a requirement to retain the character of the streets, the retention of
the character should not be at the expense of providin~ reasonable and adequate
thoroughfares. The streets are too narrow and any opportunIty of widening them should
be taken. To that end, the National Party opposes the proposed legislation.
The House divided on the motion (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie in the chair).
33
Ayes
~~

Majority for the motion
AYES
Mr Arnold
Mr Birrell
MrCrawford
Mrde Fegely
Mrs Dixon
MrGranter
MrGrimwade
Mrs Hogg .
MrHunt
MrKennan
MrKennedy
Mrs Kirner
MrKnowles
MrLawson

5

28
NOES
Mr Baxter
MrDunn
MrWright
Tellers
Mr Evans
Mr Hallam

Building Control (Amendment) Bill
AYES
Mrs Lyster
Mr McArthur
Mrs Mc Lean
MrMacey
MrMier
MrMiles
Mr Murphy
Mr Pullen
MrReid
MrSandon
MrSgro
Mr Storey
MrVan Buren
Mrs Varty
MrWalker
MrWard
MrWhite
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NOES

Tellers
MrConnard
Mr Henshaw

The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

BUILDING CONTROL (AMENDMENT) BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 22) on the motion of the Hon. J. H. Kennan
(Minister for Planning and Environment) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-The Bill deals with the provisions of
building control in the Ministry for Planning and Environment. The Minister will
remember that on 16 September I directed his attention to the profound disquiet throu~out
many organisations concerned with building about the state of the Division of BuIlding
Control.
The House may recall that I referred to a whole series of interlocking problems and
pointed out that the work of the division had come virtually to a standstill. The regulatory
information that needs to go out to councils had not gone out and had fallen behind and
was not up to date, as had been the case with advice on legal interpretations and decisions.
Furthermore, the interlocking work of the Building Referees Board was taking more
time because the work could not be administratively processed and councils throughout
the State were at their wit's end trying to get decisions, and that was of particular importance
where major projects were involved.
I pointed out that the director had retired, the deputy director had obtained a transfer,
another officer was going on leave and that the division was understaffed and not doing
the job expected of it.
I directed the attention of the Minister to the fact that the Housing Industry Association,
the Master Builders Association of Victoria, the Royal Australian Institute of Architects,
the Builders Owners and Managers Association of Australia Ltd and the Australian Institute
of Building Surveyors had all written to him, in addition to individual councils.
In the past week, I have received a letter, in addition to those bodies, from the Municipal
Association of Victoria-which the Government had been at such pains to foster-and
that body is having its voice, drawing attention to the drastic and terrible state of the
Division of Building Control, which is simply not delivering the goods at the moment.
On 16 September, the Minister made a half-hearted defence and said things were not as
bad as I had pointed out. The picture I painted was not my own, it was that painted by the
organisations which had written to him and also, as I have just said, the voice of the
Municipal Association of Victoria-an important voice.
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The Hon. J. H. Kennan-I saw them last week;" they did not even raise it.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-They have raised it by letter with me and I would be surprised
if they had not, at the same time, raised it by letter with the Minister and I suggest that he
check his correspondence.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-I spent an hour with them last Thursday afternoon.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-I should be very surprised, indeed, if the Minister had not
received a letter from therrl. They certainly have written to me and they would not write
to me on that issue without also writing to the Minister.
I should now like to mention the allied problem of the Building Referees Board. The
Minister will recall that the Ombudsman has again and again contacted him and his
predecessor-who was the Minister for Local Government-formerly in charge of the
Building Referees Board-about problems that exist with respect to siting requirements.
The Government and the responsible Minister have repeatedly failed to overcome the
real problems causing concern to the Ombudsman and to hundreds of people.
Many years ago a decision was made to phase siting requirements out of the building
regulatIOns and to bring them into planning schemes and the Minister's department
undertook studies on how to achieve that aim. In fact, it produced draft amendments to
the Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme.
When the Building Control Act was brought into operation in 1983 under, I admit, the
Minister's predecessor, not under him, siting requirements were phased out of the building
regulations without any corresponding change to the planning regulations and people were
left with no protection at all.
The purpose of the decision was to transfer controls from one area to another but people
were left without controls; there were no controls remaining on siting requirements. On
the occasion on which I wrote to the Minister, which was 18 July, I directed attention to
the latest injustice that had arisen as a result of this measure.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I have been listening closely to Mr Hunt. It is a small Bill
relating to the principal Act to empower the Auditor-General to audit the accounts of the
Plumbers Gasfitters and Drainers Registration Board. Mr Hunt is ranging wide of that
subject and I suggest that he return to the subject of the Bill.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-As we are dealing with the Division of Building Control, I
thought it a convenient time to introduce complaints relating to that division.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Hunt would be aware that there are other forms of the
House in which to raise that.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-Perhaps I will have to use those other forms. In fact, I must
concede that the Bill merely enables the accounts to be audited by the Auditor-General
and the Liberal Party has no objection to that, However, I do not In any way resile from
the serious complaints existing about the Division of Building Control at the moment,
which the Minister for Planning and Environment has not rectified despite them being
drawn to his attention from many sources. There are further areas of concern, which I
shall further develop at the earliest opportunity.
The Hon. W. R. BAXTER (North Eastern Province)-I was interested in the remarks
being made by Mr Hunt. Although I concur with your ruling, Mr President, I was somewhat
disappointed that it was made, and I hope Mr Hunt takes up your invitation to raise those
matters through other forms of the House because I should certainly be interested in
relating some of the problems in the building industry over recent years as they ought to
be aired and corrected where possible.
However, like the Opposition, the National Party has absolutely no objection to the
Auditor-General being empowered to audit the books of this particular board.
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The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-By leave, I
move:
That this Bill be now read a third time.

I must say that I was taking a great deal of interest in Mr Hunt's remarks and, although I
agree with your ruling, Mr President, I look forward to further dialogue with Mr Hunt
over that issue because there are a number of points I should like to make.
He may also be aware that it is the Government's intention to bring siting standards
within the planning schemes and an industry team is working on that area, and I have
answered a question without notice on that particular matter. I am happy to further advise
the honourable member on some of those developments.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-On the third reading, my complaint
about the Bill is not with what it contains but with what it fails to contain.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill was read a third time.
The sitting was suspended at 6.30 p.m. until 8.3 p.m.

MARTIAL ARTS CONTROL BILL
The debate (adjourned from October 22) on the motion of the Hon. J. E. Kirner
(Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands) for the second reading of this Bill was
resumed.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-The Bill, which was the subject of a
long debate in another place, seeks to inflict Government control over the sport of martial
arts.
The Bill, which contains fourteen pages, has become renowned for the fact that it
displays a lack of knowledge about sport, which surprises me, considering that the Bill was
handled in another place by the Minister for Sport and Recreation.
The Bill seeks to implement nothing more than a money raising scheme through the
charging of fees by registration and so on, which has nothing to do with the sport itself.
With the exception of the people involved in the sport of martial arts everyone else
seems happy to hand over control of the sport to the Government. The sport will be
controlled by regulation rather than by Parliament.
Yet the Bill seeks to extend control to judo and taekwondo, which are Olympic sports. I
assure the Minister that, if she had witnessed these sports played at an international level,
the Government would not bother interfering because these sports are properly controlled.
Due to the intention of the Government to seek control over every aspect oflife, it believes
it should take over control of the martial arts sport.
The Government has failed to produce any regulations. It is easy to pick on a couple of
contact sports, such as judo and taekwondo, and to claim that they ought to be regulated.
However, there are no regulations governing the "blood sports" such as Australian rules
football, which involves full-body contact including kicks, punches, brawls and the like.
Rugby is another full body contact which involves ear twisting and nose breaking in the
scrums, but the Government has not sought to exercise control over either of those fullbody contact sports.
It all boils down to the fact there is as much danger from the so-called "contact" sport
of martial arts as there is from children playing on the beach throwing sand at one another.
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The martial arts do have an attraction though films such as Rambo and Ninja which
depict the use ofkung-fu and, of course, violence begets violence.
However, the Government has no real idea of what controls are needed. The Bill has
been handled by a bunch of amateurs who have not tackled the issue in a sensible way.
The only submissions that have been made go against the regulation of the sport of martial
arts. The few submissions made claim that the sport is a contact sport and that there is
concern about it.
The Government claims that it is "social engineering" to grab control over anything
that people may do. Anything with crowd appeal, such as Australian rules football, at
which children and everyone else witness violence, is not subject to such control. The
sport of martial arts comes under the control of referees.
The Hoo. C. J. Keooedy-What happened to Leigh Matthews?
The Hoo. H. R. WARD-He was charged by the police. If there are incidents in the
sport of martial arts, let the police handle it. The Bill makes no reference to Australian
rules football or to rugby. The sport of martial arts is one of discipline.
Many of these sports, as listed in the Bill, are a religion to many of the people who
participate in them and are played under strict rules and regulations.
The Martial Arts Control Bill licenses promoters, judges and medical practitioners
involved in martial arts. I shall be interested to know how the Government proposes to
inform the 'operators of these activities what laws the referees and judges should follow.
Honourable members should know that those people involved in international sport do
not support the Government when it involves intervention in their particular sport.
No doubt the regulations for the Bill will appear in the Government Gazette some time
in the future. The Bill proposes to register medical practitioners involved in martial arts.
The Hon. R. I. Knowles-Surely not.
The Hon. H. R. WARD-Yes, it is true. The fact that medical practitioners have a
Bachelor of Medicine or a Bachelor of Science degree is not good enough. They are
required to be registered and probably will have to be tested. The Bill also states that
contestants will be required to have medical examinations before and after contests. How
will the regulations govern these proposals? How much time will be required between each
medical examination and what form will the medical examinations take? Those members
of the community who have knowledge of the problems associated with the drug testing
of athletes realise the increasing problem that the Bill will cause to people involved in
martial arts.
I am reminded of the three "galahs" who are required by law to witness the operation
ofTattslotto on a Saturday evening. These sports will be hindered because of the operation
of Government officials who can take control of the particular sport and advise those
administrators that they must run the sport according to Government regulations.
These activities should be controlled by their own administrators, who understand the
rules and regulations of each particular sport. Instead, the Bill gives power to Government
officials to control the running of these sports. The sport of judo is well controlled. It
would not be an Olympic sport if it were not well controlled.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Which judo body are you talking about?
The Hon. H. R. WARD-I am talking about all organisations involved with judo.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You say they are all in agreement?
The Hon. H. R. WARD-I know they are not all in agreement, but they all hate the
Government. The Australian Taekwondo Association has approximately 150 clubs and
some 20 000 people who participate in the sport. Those people, like many other participants
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of other sports, will have to submit to Government administration and control over how
they operate their sport, if the Bill becomes law. Taekwondo will be allowed as a
demonstration Olympic sport in Seoul in 1988, as will some other sports.
Some weeks ago I had the opportunity of witnessing the operation of martial art activities
at the Asian Games. I found that those sports were well controlled by their own
administrators. I have no doubt most honourable members opposite would not have seen
an international kick boxing contest. It is well controlled. The participants wear guards to
protect them from injury and they are dressed for the occasion. It is important for these
sports to be well controlled.
Apparently, an official involved with the Government, having seen shows such as KungFu and Rambo. is convinced that Government regulation is required. Some people may
be upset or emotional on seeing martial art contests, but the same thing can apply to
Australian rules football and rugby. Those sports are contact sports and the players indulge
in kicking, punching and other activities as part of the game. The Government is not
suggesting it should control the operation of those sports. The proposed legislation is
unnecessary, because people do not need any more Government interference in their
lives.
I have already indicated that the Bill proposes to register medical officers as accredited
medical officers. During the Committee stage, I shall ask the Minister about the operation
of accredited medical officers and the procedures to be followed in medical examinations.
I am interested to ascertain what information will be made available to members of the
sports.
The Bill proposes the establishment of a Martial Arts Board. I will want to know what
functions it will have and what investigations have been undertaken by the Minister for
Sport and Recreation in another place in appointing members to that board.
I shall seek information from the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands about
the regulations and the duration of the proposed Act. The Government, by implementing
the Bill, is taking away from individuals their rights to self-discipline and managing their
own sports and will control people participating in the sports through regulations, which
will control almost every aspect of the sport.
It is a shame that the Department of Sport and Recreation has not done more towards
encouraging the sports to seek self-control. I believe the two sports of judo and taekwondo
should not appear in the proposed legislation. It is a pity that the Bill lacks explanation.
The Government cannot expect the Opposition to accept the Bill readily without a proper
explanation of what is being applied.

Emotional acts have been undertaken by people to have the Bill introduced. The
Government has a policy to regulate the rough sports listed in the Bill, and one can expect
more control of these sports. This will cause people to be driven away from them, and all
the competitive spirit will be removed from the games which Australians enjoy. I shall
make further comments in the Committee stage.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-When the proposed legislation
was first introduced, my colleague in another place, the honourable member for Lowan,
Mr McGrath, who is the National Party's spokesman on sport and recreation, received a
substantial number of submissions from people involved in various aspects of the martial
arts sports, as, too did a number of other colleagues in the National Party. It was quite
clear that there was considerable concern about what is recognised as pathfinding legislation
in Australia.
As Mr Ward has pointed out, the Bill is not specific. A large area of control must be
brought about through the formation and promulgation of regulations, and the main
sports involved have not been certain exactly what they are facing. The genuine people
who take part in these exercises and find them of value not only as a discipline-this is an
important part of many of the sports listed-but also for the fitness that participation in
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these sports provide, were concerned that a legitimate and reasonable form of recreation
may be subjected to a degree of control and regulation that would make it more difficult
to partake in those sports, and more expensive.
However, everyone recognised one single factor: the main intention of the proposed
legislation was to deal with some undesirable practices that were creeping into the blood
sport known as kick boxing and, although I have not attended a kick boxing exhibition,
nor have I seen-The Hon. R. I. Knowles-Haven't you been to a Labor Party conference?
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-No. I have not. I did go to a dinner meeting with Senator
Button, but John Halfpenny was not there, so it was all right.
I understand from those who have attended kick boxing contests that they can be rough.
The rules may be minimal and, although one would be inclined to suggest that some
contestants are built like red gum logs with perhaps a similar degree of mental capacity,
nevertheless a need to control such activities is present because of the possibility of serious
injury or death.
It is reasonable to say also that with little or no regulation the chances of an audience
participation contest in the worst sense of the term could also be present. Unholy rows
and brawls could occur in those circumstances, particularly if they happen to be mixed, as
they frequently are, with a fair amount of alcohol.
There was a need to contain, control and regulate certain aspects of the martial arts that
at this stage do not fall within the legislation that currently controls professional and
amateur boxing. The concerns expressed to my colleagues, particularly the honourable
member for Lowan, were not from that particular area, but from many of the other
disciplines to which I have already referred, which in themselves exercise a considerable
degree of self-discipline. Those dIsciplines are frequently well-managed and operate in
good conditions. They not only have aspects of self-discipline but also, to some extent,
elements of self-defence as well, which is a valuable adjunct for many people in Victoria
today.
The legitimate concerns of those people needed to be met. Faced with a new measure
and perhaps reading the Bill for the first time, with the strong terms in which the proposed
legislation must be worded to carry out adequately the intentions of the legislators, it may
seem a little firm and excessive to those who do not fully understand. I suspect there may
have been a fear of the unknown as there were real and well-founded concerns about its
provisions.
Having come to terms with the proposed legislation and discussed it, together with the
fact that a number of amendments have been made, the associations whose members are
involved in many of the martial arts are now somewhat happier about what has been
proposed.
I am aware that amendments were proposed in another place suggesting that, because
of the highly regulatory nature of the proposed legislation, the regulations should be spelt
out in advance. The National Party sees a degree of attraction in that course. However, it
is satisfied that the Bill has a sunset provision. Clause 18, as amended in another place,
places the date of 1 September 1989 as a sunset provision, which allows the proposed
legislation to operate for about two years and nine months.
I understand that, if the Opposition had not moved that amendment in another place,
the National Party would have done so. I think it is certainly long enough, and perhaps it
should have been brought back a little earlier to 1 September 1988 or I December 1988,
which would allow it two years to settle in and operate, and then Parliament would have
had the opportunity of reviewing it.

The Bill is not necessarily a politically partisan measure. No deep, philosophical
considerations of a political nature or politically partisan nature appear to be involved.
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All parties would agree with the necessity for proper regulation, control and protection for
the individuals who enter into those sports-both personal physical protection and some
degree of financial protection for those who legitimately enter those sports on a professional
basis to earn money. There is good reason to have some degree of control.
As I have indicated, the Bill relies heavily on regulation to have its full effect and to
carry out the intent of the legislators, but it also contains some important provisions.
For example, clause 19 requires that a medical report be provided within 24 hours
before and 24 hours after a contest. At one stage, there was very real concern among
martial arts practitioners that that medical examination would be required prior to every
bout.
The Victorian Kyokushin Karate Association-and I met one of its senior executives
together with the honourable member for Lowan from another place, Mr McGrathindicated to the National Party that contests in that particular sport can last for a very
short time, perhaps only 2 or 3 minutes, and that, in a tournament, several contests may
be held during the one day.
The association said that if there were a requirement for a medical examination before
and after every contest, it would be a totally unrealistic and unreasonable proposition.
However, as I understand it, the Bill has now been amended from the original draft
legislation to take in that concern, and I believe it is reasonably covered.
I am also interested to note the extensive provisions in clause 17-the paragraphs go
from (a) to (t), covering almost the whole alphabet-which provide, for example, regulationmaking powers in a wide range of events.
Clause 17 (1) (t) generally ties it all up; it is a catch-all provision, which states that the
Governor in Council may make regulations for or with respect to:
(I) generally prescribing any other matter or thing required or permitted by this Act to be prescribed or
necessary to be prescribed to give effect to this Act.

In other words, it covers any other eventuality.
However, I am concerned-and I wish to be taken seriously in this matter-that, despite
the very extensive list of things that need to be taken into account and which the regulations
can reasonably cover, there is no mention, for example, of bouts between men and women
in any of these sports. I am not sure whether it will be possible for a bout to take place
between a man and a woman in the martial arts area.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-That is already possible.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-Is that right?
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Yes-we always win.
The Hon. C. J. Kennedy-It has been going on for years.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I thank Mr Kennedy for his interjection. I have no doubt
that it has been going on for years and that some people would take great pleasure from it,
but I am not sure that it is necessarily a particularly equal contest. It is not mentioned in
the Bill.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-Strength is not a factor in martial arts.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner interjected.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I am not thinking of challenging the Minister for
Conservation, Forests or Lands or anything like that. I also note that the matter of weight
matching-that is, having contestants of reasonably equal physical weight and capacity
competing with one another-is not mentioned in the Bill. There seems to be no reason
why a very large person and a very small person should not enter the ring in the same
tournament.
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Although there is an extensive definition of things that need to be covered by the
regulations, I am concerned that that issue is not addressed. I believe it deserves some
mention, and yet it is not mentioned at all.
However, the catch-all provision at the end of clause 17 does allow for that eventuality
to be covered, particularly when it is considered in conjunction with clause I, which states
the purpose of the Bill as being:
To provide for standards of safety for persons involved in the martial arts.

Therefore, I suppose that eventuality is covered in a roundabout way. However, I am
surprised, in view of the extensive regulations that can be proposed and which are
mentioned specifically in clause 17, that those particular issues are not also covered.
The second-reading speech stated that this is complex, pioneering proposed legislation
and that its development will be monitored. Indeed, I believe it is good that the Government
has made an attempt to produce regulation and control within this industry.
In introducing the Bill, the Government has decided to set up a Martial Arts Board, and
it has not fallen into the trap of trying to define too clearly who shall be the members of
the board. Had it done so, each of the various sports and variations of the different sports
in the martial arts area may well have claimed that a devotee of one particular discipline
should be included on the board.
Had that occurred, it would have created a most difficult task for the Government to
choose between competing claims; or, alternatively, the Government may well have been
faced with having a board of such a size that its effective working would not have been
advanced in any way. After all, there are not only eight or nine different martial arts as
defined in clause 3 of the Bill but, of course, there are a number of variations of many of
those sports and disciplines anyway.
Therefore, the Government has been faced with a difficult task. It has had to explain its
intentions and to obtain the support of a considerable series of sport disciplines which
were, for the first time, faced with a degree of legislative control over their sports, which,
in addition to providing conditions that have not been written down previously, also
provide quite severe penalties for those who transgress either the provisions of the measure
or the regulations.
Therefore, it is no wonder that people involved in those sports were concerned. The
Government, like the National Party and the Liberal Party, has had to come to terms with
the concerns expressed by the devotees and the executives of those sports.
Based on the reports that I have received-particularly those from my colleague, the
honourable member for Lowan, who is the National Party spokesman on sport and
recreation in another place-it seems to me that a large measure of those concerns have
now been allayed. There will certainly be a need, as the Government has promised in the
second-reading speech, to constantly monitor the results of the measure and to do so with
a great deal of commonsense.
As I have indicated, although the National Party was attracted to the notion of having
proposed regulations spelt out in advance so that Parliament could make a judgment as to
the way the regulations may go, it nevertheless believes the sunset clause does provide for
an adequate review process by Parliament on or before 1 September 1989, ifit is assumed
that there is an intention to maintain legislation of this nature to control the martial arts
in Victoria.
Therefore, given that the Bill appears in the form that it does, and given that the latest
information available to the National Party indicates greater acceptance of the measure
within the various martial arts, it sees no reason at this time to oppose the passage of the
Bill-although, as I have indicated, it would have been more appropriate had the sunset
clause come into operation somewhat earlier than 1 September 1989.
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I, therefore, indicate that the National Party will not oppose the measure; in fact, it will
support the passage of the Bill.
The Hon. J. G. MILES (Templestowe Province)-As my colleagues have said, the
Opposition will not oppose the Bill, although it has some reservations about it. Mr Ward
and Mr Evans have covered many of the most important points.
I believe this Bill was referred to in another place as the "Marital Arts Bill". Of course,
honourable members in this Chamber are more educated, and I shall refer to the measure
as the Martial Arts Bill, which is its correct title.
The Opposition is against over-regulation or excessive regulation by the Government.
At first sight, this Bill could have appeared to be an example of excessive regulation. The
sports with which I am familiar such as tennis, cricket and football-as Mr Ward said
earlier-do manage effectively to run their own show and regulate their own sports without
the necessity for excessive Government regulation. I hope that will also be the case in the
martial arts area and that individual sports will be able properly to control their own
destinies.
However, there are possibly some reasons for regulation of some of the sports. I witnessed
a kung-fu event one evening and, quite frankly, I was terrified. I would have perhaps
enjoyed facing Mr Van Buren's fast bowling with much more calmness than entering the
kung-fu arena.
Per~aps there is some reason for regulation-for safety, for certainty of maintaining
good administration and for ensuring that there are no unsavoury practices in some sports.
The Liberal Party would have liked the regulations to have been tabled. There has been
sufficient time for draft regulations to have been prepared so that members of the Liberal
Party and the sports themselves could have examined them closely. They would have
been useful for debate on this Bill in this place and in the other place. The Liberal Party
asked for those regulations some time ago and they have not appeared. Those regulations
are needed to examine the Bill in detail, and the Liberal Party is critical of the Government
for not providing the regulations.

Mr Ward commented that some sports, such as judo, do not require these sort of
regulations because they have gone through the qualifications necessary for them to become
Olympic sports. Some sports require regulation; others do not.
In the other place, the Bill was amended to include a sunset clause, where the provisions
of the Bill expire on 1 September 1989. The sunset clause goes some of the way towards
meeting the concerns of the Liberal Party both of possible over-regulation and of the lack
of these regulations being tabled with this Bill.
I ask the Minister: how long will it be before the draft regulations will appear so that the
individual sports and members of the Opposition can examine them to ensure that they
are in order and in keeping with the demand for these sports and that they are practicable
and workable? I should hope in her reply the Minister will indicate when the regulations
will be available and what procedure will be adopted when they are available. Will the
sports be given adequate time in which to examine the regulations to determine whether
they are in keeping with their demands and requirements?
The main points are these: the Liberal Party does not oppose the legislative measure
but has considerable reservations about it because the regulations have not been prepared
and their impact on these sports is not known. I ask the Minister to give an undertaking
that the regulations will appear shortly so that they may be examined by the individual
sports concerned.
The Hon. R. I. KNOWLES (Ballarat Province)-I shall make a brief point. It is most
disappointing that this House is being asked to pass a Bill that will do no more than
establish a power to regulate a number of sports. The real power established by the Bill is
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covered in clause 17 which provides for regulations to be drawn up and promulgatedthat is where the concern is going to be about the effectiveness or otherwise of the Bill. In
the other place both the Opposition and the National Party argued strongly that the draft
regulations ought to be available before Parliament is asked to agree to the establishment
of this power.
The Hoo. B. P. Duoo-Why are they not here?
The Hoo. R. I. KNOWLES-Mr Dunn asks why are they not available? One can only
assume that the Government has yet to prepare those draft regulations. The Government
is putting to the House that this is an area where people are at risk and there is a need for
some control. How is that control to be provided? The Government has decided to
establish a Martial Arts Board and to impose regulations to ensure that the worst abuses
do not occur. The key is the regulations, and that is what all the various groups in the
community are concerned about-how great will that control be?
No one can answer that, neither the Opposition nor the Government, because it depends
entirely on what is or is not in the regulations. It is fair to say that the Opposition has
difficulty in supporting the establishment of this power without knowing how, in fact, it
will be implemented. For that reason the Liberal Party fought so strongly in the other
place to ensure that the legislative measure contained a sunset clause so that Parliament
some time later is able to review the operations of this measure.
The Government is taking this House for granted. An undertaking having been given in
the other place that the Government would examine the requests of the Opposition for
the draft regulations to be made available so that they can be examined and it can be
determined how it is intended to control these sports and so that those who are vitally
interested in the sports can see what controls the Government is proposing, it is
disappointing at best that in this House those draft regulations are not available.
I reinforce the point made by Mr Ward and Mr Miles that it is almost reluctantly that
the Liberal Party is prepared not to oppose the proposed legislation because it is a very
bad principle for Parliament to agree to the establishment of a power without knowing
how that power is to be exercised. This House is being asked to agree to the establishment
of a power to control the sports because the Government says there is some urgency about
the matter and that people are at risk.
If the Government is fair dinkum about that, I cannot believe the draft regulations have
not been prepared already. Is the Government saying that the House should pass this
proposed legislation and that the Government will then start to draft the regulations? If it
is 'and if the risk is that great, does the Government accept responsibility for those who
might be injured by participating in these sports before the regulations are put in place?
Surely, the Government must do so. It has argued that there is some urgency about
trying to control the various sports covered by the measure. If the urgency is that great,
this proposed legislation in itself will not do anything to protect those participants-the
only way in which there can be any effective control is by regulation.
The House is being asked to support the passage of the Bill to establish a power to
control various sports and the Government is asking the House to trust it as to how it will
implement and effect those controls. It is important that it be strongly registered that that
is not an acceptable practice for this or any other Government. It is certainly not the
approach that the overwhelming majority of the community look towards in any
Government.
If a control is to be established, that control should be made known so that it may be
argued and ascertained whether the proposal has validity or otherwise. The House should
not be asked to pass proposed legislation simply to establish a power and to allow the
Government of the day to make the real decisions on the impact of these controls.
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Intellectual Disability Services-Irabina centre, 406,
413. Mildura residential units, 533, 537, 1491,
1495. Rates on residential units, 599, 602. Caloola
Training Centre, 734, 738. Star Victoria Association for the Retarded, q 851. Employment training. q 1094. Wattle House Day Training Centre,
1248, 1252. Staff training. q 1310. Swan Hill and
District Centre for the Intellectually Handicapped, 1386, 1390. Monnington Centre for
Handicapped Children, 1622, 1623.
Youth-Youth Accommodation Workers Network,
681, 682. Training and reception centres, q 1011.
Companies and Securities Legislation Amendment
(Clearing House) Bill, q 1195.
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Connard, Hon. G. P.-continued
Community Services-Grants for regional consultative council projects, qn 59. Rates on residential
units for the intellectually disabled, 599. Child
abuse, 931. WorkCare premiums, qn 1254. Southern regional office, 1386.
Corrections, Office of-Showing of films at prisons,
680.
Drugs-Detoxification of addicts, qn 65.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Report
presented: radiologists, 360.
Education-Moorabbin City Technical High School,
31. Schools in the 199Os. 118. Parkdale High
School, 1001.
Employment-Shortage of skilled workers, 836.
Environment-Proposed Carrum Downs industrial
waste plant, 1249.
Environment Protection Authority-Noise from
Hampton Hotel, 904.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 462.
Food (Amendment) Bill, 874.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Higinbotham Province:
gas usage, qn 1303; rebates, qn 1303.
Hampton Hotel, 904.
Health-Community health centres: in Higinbotham Province, qn 39; St Albans Community
Health and Resources Centre, 253; administration, 253; costs, qn 416. WorkCare premiums paid
by institutions, qn 51.
Health Department Victoria-Complaints service,
qn 65. Investigations and reviews, qn 345. Staff,
qn 349.
Hospitals-WorkCare premiums, qn 51. Costs,
qn 416. Heatherton, 1083. Ambulance bypass,
q 1261. Moorabbin, q 1309. Prince Henry·s.
q 1309. Queen Victoria Medical Centre, q 1309.
Hospitals (Powers) Bill. 375,380.
Housing-Public housing in Higinbotham Province, qn 62. Regional councils, qn 350.
Land Tax-Assessments, qn 419.
Law Courts-Delays in Supreme Court hearings, 534.

Connard, Hon. G. P. (Higinbotham Province)
Ambulance Services-Hospital bypass, q 1261.
Ambulance Services Bill, 1718.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1074.
Beaumaris Motor Yacht Squadron Cooperative Ltd,
169.
Budget Documents, 1074.

Medical Services-Nurses' dispute: motivation of
union, q 846.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Frankston rail
service, qn 60, qn 1733. Student fare concessions,
qn 1734.
Motor Car Traders Bill, 1593, 1607.
Municipalities-Study on restructure, qn 604.
Nude Bathing-At Sandringham, 409. Prescribed
beaches, 693.
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Connard, Hon. G. P.-continued
Old Treasury Building-Christmas tree, 1621.
Petitions-Nude bathing, 693.
Points of Order-Reference to Auditor-General's
report, 592.
Police Department-Staff in Higinbotham Province, qn 67.
Port Phillip Bay-Beach renourishment project,
qn 58. Proposed coastal advisory council, 735.
Preschools-Playhouse regulations, 1492.
Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1334, 1549.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 1286.
Road Traffic Authority-Road lighting, 338. Road
fatalities in Higinbotham Province, qn 346.
Royal Australian Nursing Federation-Dispute,
q 846.

State Electricity Commission-Road lighting, 338.
Higinbotham Province: electricity usage, qn 1303;
rebates, qn 1304.
Statues and Fountains-Register, qn 345.
Tnmsport, Ministry of-WorkCare premiums,
qn 61.
WorkCare-Premiums paid by: health institutions,
qn 51; transport authorities, qn 61; Community
Services Victoria, qn 1254.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill, 1074.

Conservation, Forests and Lands-continued
Replacement of tennis centre parklands, q 422,
q 614. Alpine planning group, 535, 537. Point
Nepean, q 611. Planting of pines, 681. Composition of committees of management, 838, 843.
Malvern recreational land, 999, 1007. Caravan
parks on Crown land, q 1259. Crown land agriculturalleases, q 1396.
Consumer Affairs-Toll-free telephone service, qn 64.
Contraceptives-Condoms, 1623.
Corporate Affairs-Responsibilities of company
directors, q 612. Corporate trusts, q 1260.
Corrections, Office of-

General-Proposed low-security women's prison,
q 3, q 423. Remand centre, q 5. Prison suicides,
q 228. Early release of Mr N. Gallagher. q 353.
Showing of films at prisons, 680, 682. Dhurringile
Prison, q 1013.
Pent ridge Prison-Discretionary powers of governor, q 355.

Coxsedge, Hon. Joan (Melbourne West Province)
Christmas Felicitations, 1729.
Environment Protection Authority-Contaminated
waste at Laverton, q 422.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 480.

Conservation, Forests and Lands-

Conservation-Coastal restoration projects, qn 53.
Remedial works on rivers, qn 54. Of rainforests,
q 76. Flora and fauna guarantee, 730, 739. State
conservation strategy, q 1309.
Department-Unpaid accounts, 332, 343. Research,
q 354. Superannuation for firefighting personnel,
q 355. Funding for vehicles and equipment, q 358.
Development of mariculture, q 425. Reorganisation, q 541, q 917. Consultancy arrangements,
q 609, q 612. Tenders for vehicles, 730, 739. Staff,
q 745. Director-general and director of finance,
q 850. Spot audits, q 919. Youth employment,
q 1012. Alleged financial maladministration,
q 1194.

Forests-Otway State, 10, 1399. Rainforests, q 76.
Education project, 334, 343. Barmah State, q 545.
Code of forest practice, q 692. Eucalypt-dieback,
q 1394. Woodchipping in Otway Ranges, 1399.
Lands-Licence fees for unused roads and river
frontages, 167, 174, q 357. Gravel extraction, 174.

Hospitals-Overseas nurses, q 231. Queen Victoria
Medical Centre, q 1627.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Report presented: Interpretation of Legislation Act, 1510.
Medical Services-Overseas nurses, q 231.
Planning-Camberwell Junction retail development, q 747.
Preschools-Subsidised sessions, q 1394.
Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1329, 1349, 1365.
Sexual Assault Clinics, q 1627.

Crawford, Hon. G. R. (Jika Jika Province)
Victorian Institute of Forensic Pathology, q 1395.

Crime-Confiscation of assets of convicted persons,
532,535.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Croydon Market-Sale of drug equipment, 1001.
D
Deaths-The Hon. P. V. Feltham, MBE, 683.
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Divisions-

Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2),571,579.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 163.
Estimates Committee, 489, 494, 497,665.
Health-Administration of community health
centres, 258.

de Fegely, Hon. R. S. (Ballarat Province)
Aboriginal Affairs-Proposed Halls Gap cultural
museum, q 77, 170,408.
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1434.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1066, 1210.
Budget Documents, 1066.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofTenders for vehicles, 730.
Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2),567.

Education-Schools in the 1990s, 115. Lake Bolac
school residences, 1387.

Hospitals, 112l
Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill. 1380,1381.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill. 1571.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill. 1050.
Motor Car Traders Bill. 1603, 1606, 1609.
Parks-Marine and coastal, 966.

Planning and Environment (Appeal Rights) Bill. 1412.
Planning and Environment Bill. 1162.
Prostitution Regulation Bill. 1339, 1353, 1354, 1546,
1548,1550.
Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill. 145.

Fisheries (Master Fisherman's Licences) Bill, 1147.

Retail Tenancies Bill. 1296, 1300, 130 I.

Forests-Eucalypt-dieback, q 1394.

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1419.

Hospitals-Bush nursing, 34.

Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill. 1690.

Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
1478.

Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2). 1666.

Planning-Amendment No. 150 to Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme, 839.

Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill. 588.

Water- Thomson dam and river system, 225.

Planning Appeals Board-Length of hearings, 1081.
Points of Order-Relevancy of remarks, 1589.
Shop Trading (Temporary Provisions) Bill, 1651.

Dixon, Hon. J. L. (Boronia Province)

South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2),1459,1476,1478.

Adoption-Intercountry, q 357.

Streetwize Publication, 1250.

Child Accident Prevention Foundation Award,
q 690.

Timber Industry-Strategy, 404.
Vermin and Noxious Weeds-Control on roadsides,
q 1628.

Community Services-Children's divorce from
parents, q 614.

Water-Thomson dam and river system, 225.

Geriatric Services-Home and community care program, q 1194, q 1262.

Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill, 1066.

Preschools-New centres, q 1504.

Dental Senices-Review, q 1197.
Distinguished Visitors-Italian Ambassador and wife,
102. Consul General of People's Republic of China,
275. Consul General of Italy, 637. Members of
Japanese Parliament, 773. President of Council of
Province of Abruzzo, Italy, 929. Sir Edward Dunlop, 1062. Italian Under Secretary for Industry
and Commerce, 1084.

Social Development Committee-Reports presented: child pedestrian and bicycle safety, 1402;
alternative medicine and health food industry,
1511.

Drought-In Shire ofOrbost, q 6.
Drugs-Detoxification of addicts, qn 65. Legalisation
of marijuana use, 77,359, q 688. Leniency ofsentence for marijuana grower, 679, 682, q 746. Problem in Bendigo, q 687, q 1010, q 1012. Heroin
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Drugs-continued
addicts in provincial centres, q 689. Sale of equipment at Croydon market, 1001.

Primary Industries-Lloyd rural economic study,
q 2. Stock sales commissions, 32.

Duck Hunting Seaso~ q 918.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1321, 1342, 1344, 1349,
1368,1549.

Dunn, Hon. B. P. (North Western Province)

Road Safety Bill, 1668, 1674, 1675, 1676, 1677, 1679,
1680,1681.

Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill, 144.

Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department of-Meat
inspection services, q 421, q 1625. Rural research,
618.

Saleyards-Working party report, 407.

Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1204.

State Bank (Further Amendment) Bill, 1239.

Rural Finance (Amendment) Bill, 976, 981.

Budget Documents, 83.

State Concessions Bill, 1654.

Christmas Felicitations, 1728.

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1417.

Community Services-Swan Hill and District Centre
for the Intellectually Handicapped, 1386. Monnington Centre for Handicapped Children, 1622.

Victorian Young Farmers Movement-Government funding, q 611.
Videos-Promoting incest, q 913.

Dairy Industry-Quality assurance, q 747.
Dairy hidustry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 556, 573,
574, 576, 578.

"Dunolly Welcome Record", 1494, 1496.
E

Drugs-Legalisation of marijuana use, q 688. Problem in Bendigo, q 10 IO.

Education-Schools in the 19905, 90.
Education (Amendment) Bill, 1291, 1449.
Egg Industry-Fels report, q 72.
Egg Industry Stabilization (Amendment) Bill, 855.
Emergency Management (Amendment) Bill, 818.
Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1561, 1564.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 278, 479, 488.
Procedures, 1507.
Fitzroy Legal Service-Publication Where You
Stand. q 847, q 1193.
Friendly Societies Bill, 1539.
Fruit and Vegetable Industry-Citrus concentrate
prices, 336.
Grain

h:~dustry-Effect

of rust, q 1306.

Health-Acquired immune deficiency syndrome,
q ) 258. Smokeless tobacco, q 1395.
Industrial and Provident Societies (Amendment) Bill,
891, 896, 897, 898.
Liberal Party-Leadership, 540.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1044.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 713.
Municipalities-Infant welfare sessions, q 227.
Parliament-Broadcasting of proceedings, 236.
Points of Order-Scope of debate, 483. Attire of
members, 1305.

Economic and Budget Review Committee-Reports
presented: radiologists, 360; State-Federal financial relations, 548; subsidiary companies of Government organisations, 852; National Gallery of
Victoria, 1314; State Insurance Office, 1402.
Education-

Buildings and Grounds-Country primary school
buildings, qn 42.

Finance--Government grants, qn 40.
General-Affiliation of schools, qn 41. Schools in the
199Os, 84, 625. Lake Bolac school residences, 1387.
Mobile life education units, q 1398. Child abuse
prevention program, 1493, 1495.

Post-Secondary-Bendigo College of Advanced
Education, 33, 37. Mildura College lands, qn 911.

Schools, Other-St Monica's, Kangaroo Aat, 906,
909.

Schools. Post-Primary-For Rowville, 30. Moorabbin City Technical High, 31. In Central Highlands
Province, qn 55. Doveton High, qn 56. Mildura
High, qn 912. Mildura Technical, qn 912. Irymple
Technical, qn 912. Parkdale High, 1001.

Schools, Primary-Tallarook, 27, 36. Buninyong,
qn 45. For Langwarrin Park, 677, 681.

Students-Bus service for handicapped children in
Central Highlands Province, 1621.
Electoral-Allocation of votes, 1494.
Employment-Shortage of skilled workers, 836.
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Environment Protection Authority-Disposal of
intractable waste, 166, 172. Contaminated waste
at Laverton, q 422. Kororoit Creek water quality,
q 613. Noise from Hampton Hotel, 904, 910. Contingency plan for chemical disaster, 1001, 1004.
Pollution of Strzelecki Ranges, q 1263. (See also
"Conservation, Forests and Lands" and "Planning and Environment".)

Evans, Hon. D. M.-contin.Jed
Martial Arts Control Bill, 707, 721, 722.
Medical Services-Nurses at Dandenong Valley Private Hospital, q 1260.
Municipalities-Government purchases of private
land, 681. Commonwealth fringe benefits tax, 1387.
Road funding for forestry areas, q 1396.

Equal Opportunity-In public sector employment,
q 609.

National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 791.

Estate Agents Act 1980, 237.

Parks-Marine and coastal: fishing, q 230; declaration, 949.

Estimates Committee-Establishment, 276, 427.
Resources, q 541. Membership, q 545. Reports
presented: progress report, 547; Budget Papers and
Treasurer's Statement, 1264. Joint, 589. Chairmanship, 649. Leave for Minister to attend, 783.
Procedures, 1506.

Planning-Cost of meeting regulations, q 150 I.
Points of Order-Minister's second-reading speech,
1022,1030.
Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 1695, 1696.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Reports presented: tobacco marketing and quota bodies, 615.

Evans, Hon. D. M. (North Eastern Province)

Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1486,
1489,1490.

Ambulance Services-Inter-hospital transfers, q 74.

Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill, 139.

Ambulance Services Bill, 1713, 1722.

South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2),1464,1476,1477,
1478.

Animals-Feral goats in east Gippsland, 735.
Beverage Container Deposit Legislation, q 424.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofReorganisation, q 541, q 917.

State Electricity Commission-Cost of domestic
installations, qn 56. Clearance of lines at Beechworth,908.

Corporate Affairs-Responsibilities of company
directors, q 612.

State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1514, 1551, 1555, 1557.

Country Fire Authority (Amendment) Bill, 667.

Education-Schools in the 1990s, 634.
Environment-Effects of propellant sprays, q 1310.
Environment Protection Agencies Staff Transfer Bill,
1615.
Fisheries (Master Fisherman's Licences) Bill, 1148.
Fishing Industry-Marine and coastal park reserves,
q 230.
Forests-Education project, 334.

Timber Industry-Strategy, 259. Alternative silvicultural practices, 1000. Road funding in forestry
areas, q 1396.
Tobacco Industry-Research, 28.
Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1662, 1663,
1664.
Vermin and Noxious Weeds-Research, qn 66.
Expenditure, qn 66. Payments by farmers, 408.

F

Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 802.
Hospitals-Transfers by ambulance, q 74. Dandenong Valley Private, q 1260.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
1479,1481.
Land Conservation Council-Industry nominee
appointment, q 691.
Lands-Licence fees for unused roads and river
frontages, 167, q 357. Alpine planning group, 535.
Planting of pines, 681.
Law Courts-Penalties and sentences, q 1093.

Fauna-Leadbeater's possum, q 749.
Festival Kitchens, 1385.
Fitzroy Legal Service-Publication Where You Stand,
q 847, q 1193.
Food-Radiation tests on imported cheeses, 1082, 1085.
Freedom of Information Act-Medical peer reviews,
q 1393.
Fundraising-Administrative expenditure, 1083, 1085.
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Gallagher, Mr N., qn 353.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Higinbotham Province:
gas usage, qn 1303; rebates, qn 1303.
Geriatric Services-Bendigo Home and Hospital for
the Aged, 33, 37. Home and community care program, q 1194, q 1262, q 1630.
Gippsland Lakes-Environmental flows, 181, q 426.
Committee of management, 598, 601. Boating
facilities, 837, 843. Save the Gippsland Lakes
Committee, q 1196.
Government Departments and Instrumentalities-Tollfree telephone service, qn 65. Accidents involving
unregistered vehicles, qn 357. Equal employment
opportunity, q 609. Dispersal of Government land,
643. Fire hazards on rural land, 998, 1007. Spot
audit program, qn 1497.

Grimwade, Hon. F. S.-continued
Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 563.
Deaths-The Hon. P. V. Feltham, MBE, 686.
Education-Tallarook Primary School, 27. Central
Highlands Province post-primary schools, qn 55.
Doveton High School, qn 56. Schools in the 1990s.
625.
Egg Industry Stabilization (Amendment) Bill, 859.
Health-Fund benefits for bush nursing hospital
patients, 837.
Hospitals-Seymour District Memorial, 166. Bush
nursing, 837.
Leet Corporation Pty Ltd, 906.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill,24.
Municipalities-Funding for roads, qn 47. Outer
Eastern Municipalities Association, 599.
Points of Order-Amendment, 490.

Granter, Hon. F. J. (Central Highlands Province)
Ambulance Services Bill, 1712.
Community Services-Bus service for handicapped
children in Central Highlands Province, 1621.
Deaths-The Hon. P. V. Feltham, MBE, 686.
Egg Industry Stabilization (Amendment) Bill, 861.
Environment Protection Agencies Staff Transfer Bill,
1615.
Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 811.

Police Department-Closure of one-man stations,
qn 1088.
Primary Industries-Annuity scheme for farmers,
332.
Retirement Villages Bill, 312.
Road Construction Authority-Funding for rural
local roads, qn 47.
State Electricity Commission-Charges for domestic installations, qn 64.

Joint Sitting of Parliament-Election of senator, q 74.

State Transport Authority-Disposal of Tallarook-Mansfield line property, 729.

Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1049.

Superannuation-For firefighters, q 355.

Mayfair Hams & Bacon Co., q 693.

Trading Hours-Red meat, q 234, q 546.

National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 798.
Parliament-Error in Victorian Parliamentary
Handbook. 1491.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1483,
1488, 1490, 1491.
Road Safety Bill, 1679, 1681.
Senate Vacancy, q 74.
Shop Trading (Temporary Provisions) Bill, 1652.
Trading Hours-Red meat, q 1393.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 214.

Guest, Hon. J. V. C. (Monash Province)
Annual Reporting (Amendment) Bill, 330, 371,1636,
1637, 1638.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1054.
Budget Documents, 507,1054.
Chia South Yarra Project, 733, q 748,834.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Reports
presented: State-Federal financial relations, 548;
National Gallery of Victoria, 1314.

Grimwade, Hon. F. S. (Central Highlands Province)
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofSuperannuation for firefighting personnel, q 355.

Education-Schools in the 1990s. 632.
Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1557, 1563,
1565.
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Guest, Hon. J. V. C.-continued
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Hallam, Hon. R. M.-cOnll'1Ued

Estimates Committee-Establishment, 484, 487, 490,
493,495,498. Chairmanship, 660. Leave for Minister for attend, 783.

Estimates Committee-Establishment, 471. Chairmanship, 654.

Hospitals-Prince Henry's, q 691. Nurses' dispute,
1082.

Health Department Victoria-Office of Psychiatric
Services, q 1091.

Health-Hearing problems in young people, q 1309.

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1239.

Historic Shipwrecks, 337.

Malvern-Recreational land, 999.

Hospitals-Portland and District, 905. Heywood,
Penshurst and Macarthur, 1082. Public hospital
budgets, q 1192.

Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1050.
Medical Services-Nurses' d~pute: savings on wages,
1082.

Land Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1242.

Mental Health Services-For schizophrenics, 534.

Mental Health Services-Office of Psychiatric Services, q 1091.

Metropolitan Transit Authority-Retaining wall at
St Kilda railway station, 333, 600. National Trust
classification of railway reservations, q 1397.
Pay-roll Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 982.
Points of Order-Un parliamentary expression, 608.
Relevancy of remarks, 657, 663. Offensive remark,
835.
Police Department-St Kilda station, qn 47.
Port Melbourne Bayside Development-Swallow
Street properties, 410.
Queensbridge Street, South Melbourne-Beautification scheme, qn 50.
South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2), 1467.
St Kilda City Council-Retaining wall at St Kilda
railway station, 333, 600.
State Bank (Further Amendment) Bill, 1237.
Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1684, 1688, 1689,
1690.
Transport Accident Bill, 1648.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill, 699, 1054.
H

Hallam, Hon. R. M. (Western Province)
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1425.
Annual Reporting (Amendment) Bill, 1636.
Budget Documents, 517.
Community Services-Portland Do Care submission, 1621.
Conservation-Flora and fauna guarantee, 730.

Municipalities-Gravel extraction from Crown land,
165.
Parks-Grampians National, q 353. Port CampbeU
National, q 744. Marine and coastal, 953.
Pay-roll Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 983.
Police Department-Marnoo station, q 75.
Ports-Appointment of commissioner to Portland
authority, 1001.
Preschools-Public liability insurance premiums,
1386.
Pre-School Teachers and Assistants (Sick Leave) Bill,
968.
Rural Finance Commission-Loans for private
powerlines, q 849.
Saleyards-Rationalisation, q 1499.
State Electricity Commission-Replacement of rural
powerlines, 30.
Water-Lorne Water Board, 730.
WorkCare-Payments, 406.

Hamilton and District Lapidary Club, 29,38.
Hampton Hotel, 904, 910.
Handicapped Persons-Aids, q 74. Modifications for
Frankston residence, 736, 737. Employment training, q 1094. Special accommodation houses,
q 1398.
"Hansard"-Incorporation of second-reading notes,
1612.

Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofConsultancy arrangements, q 609.

Hazardous Materials-Transport along Beach Road,
34.

Construction Industry Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1691, 1693.

Health-

Corrections Bill, 1522.

Department Victoria-Projects and grants, qn 42.
Staff, qn 52, qn 57, qn 349. Toll-free telephone
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Health-continued
service, qn 64. Complaints service, qn 65. Investigations and reviews, qn 345. Land at Warrnambool, 60 I. Regionalisation, 838, 840, q 845. Office
of Psychiatric Services, q 1091. Regional health
directors, q 1195.

Diseases-Acquired immune deficiency syndrome,
q 1258.

General-Community health centres: East Bentleigh, 29, 36; in Higinbotham Province, qn 39; St
Albans Community Health and Resources Centre,
78, 239; administration, 240; costs, qn 416.
WorkCare premiums paid by institutions, qn 51.
Fund benefits for bush nursing hospital patients,
837, 840. Hearing problems in young people,
q 1309. Smokeless tobacco, q 1395. Mobile life
education units, q 1398.

Henshaw, Hon. D. E. (Geelong Province)
Animals-Proposed Werribee toxicologicallaboratory, q 426. Experimentation, q 848.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 989.
Budget Documents, 989.
Cut Aower Industry-Development, q 1505.
Economic and Budget Review Committee-Reports
presented: subsidiary companies of Government
organisations, 852; State Insurance Office, 1402.
Environment Protection Authority-Kororoit Creek
water quality, q 613. Pollution ofStrzelecki Ranges,
q 1263.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 465. Chairmanship, 664.
Forests-Otway State, 10, 1399. Rainforests, q 76.
Woodchipping in Otway Ranges, 1399.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 1569.
Petitions-Otway State forests, 10, 1399. Child care
services, 237. Woodchipping in Otway Ranges,
1399.
Points of Order-Statement in debate, 439.

Historic Shipwrecks-Protection, 337, 342.

Hog, Hon. C. J. (Melbourne North Province) (Minister for Community Services)
Aboriginal Affairs-Welfare programs, q 1014.
Adoption-Intercountry, q 357. Adoption Act
anomaly, q 423.
Ambulance Services Bill, 1699.
Child Accident Prevention Foundation Award,
q690.
Community Services-

Children-Infant welfare sessions, q 227. Children's
Week, q 543. Divorce from parents, q 614. Abuse,
761. Holiday care funding for Ringwood, 842.
Ashendene Boys Home, Olinda, 1252. Redistribution of infant welfare services, 1391. Monnington Centre for Handicapped Children, 1623.

Department-WorkCare premiums, qn 1254.
Southern regional office, 1390.

General-Grants for regional consultative council
projects, qn 59. Emergency relief grants, q 232.
Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (Inc.),
343. Aboriginal welfare programs, q 1014. Classification of maternal and child health sisters, q 1193,
q 1503. Home and community care program,
q 1194, q 1262, q 1630. Portland Do Care submission, 1623. Federal attendant care program, q 1627.

Intellectual Disability Services-lrabina centre, 413.
Mildura residential units, 537, 1495. Rates on residential units, 602. Caloola Training Centre, 738.
Star Victoria Association for the Retarded, q 851.
Employment training, q 1094. Wattle House Day
Training Centre, 1252. Staff training, q 1310. Swan
Hill and District Centre for the Intellectually
Handicapped, 1390. Monnington Centre for
Handicapped Children, 1623.

Youth-Youth Accommodation Workers Network,
682. Training and reception centres, q 1011.

Preschools-Funding, 237.

Dunolly Welcome Record, 1496.

Telodrin-Farm poisoning at Heytesbury, q 914.
Whales-Stranded in Portland harbour, q 1308.

Fitzroy Legal Service-Publication Where You
Stand, q 847, q 1194.

Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill,989.

Geriatric Services--Home and community care program, q 1194, q 1262, q 1630.
Government Departments and Instrumentalities-Fire hazards on rural land, 1007.

Historic Buildings-Victoria Hotel, Korumburra, 339,
342.
Historic Buildings Council-Staff, 1000, 1006.

Handicapped Persons--Aids, q 74.
Local Government Acts (Miscellaneous Amend
ments) Bill, 725, 823,880,881,882.
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Hogg. Hon. C. J .-continued
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 1565,
1568,1571,1725.
Medical Services-Classification of child and maternal health sisters, 910, q 1193, q 1503.
Ministerial Statements-Child Minding Regulations Review, 361. Preschool (kindergarten) services, 549.
Municipalities-

General-Infant welfare sessions, q 227, 1391. Study
on restructure, qn 604. Classification of child and
maternal health sisters, 910, q 1193, q 1503. Home
and community care program, q 1194, q 1262,
q 1630. Commonwealth fringe benefits tax, 1390.
Federal attendant care program, q 1627.

Ringwood-Holiday child-care funding, 842.
Poverty-In Western Port region, q 916.
Preschools-Child Minding Regulations Review, q 3,
361. Kindergartens: Macarthur, 173; funding, 173,
q 914; enrolments, q 227; services, 549; Box Hill
groups, 738. Future directions, 173. Additional
places, q 746. Public liability insurance premiums, 1389. Subsidised sessions, q 1394. Playhouse
regulations, 1495. New centres, q 1504.
Pre-School Teachers and Assistants (Sick Leave) Bill,
238, 366, 970.
Senior Citizens-Eaglehawk centre, 1389.
State Concessions Bill, 1653, 1655.
Statues and Fountains-Register, qn 345.
Victoria Grants Commission-Chairman, q 427.
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Hospitals-continued
Portland and District, 905, 910, 1383, 1389. Heywood, Penshurst and Macarthur, 1082, 1085.
Heatherton, 1083, 1085. Transfer of patients to
country, q 1089. Public system, 1097. Public
budgets, q 1192. Ambulance bypass, q 1196,
q 1261. Queen Victoria Medical Centre, 1250,
1251, q 1308, q 1309, q 1627. Moorabbin, 1250,
1251, q 1308, q 1309. Dandenong Valley Private,
q 1260. Mercy Hospice, q 1261. Springvale and
District Community, q 1396. Mildura Base,
q 1629.
Housing-For the aged in Shire of Woo ray I, 34. Public
housing in Higinbotham Province, qn 62. House
builders' liability legislation, 123. Regional councils, qn 350.
Hulley, Mr B., 334.

Hunt, Hon. A. J. (South Eastern Province)
Aboriginal Affairs-Aborigines Advancement League, 406.
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill, 1573, 1578.
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1420.
Ambulance Services Bill, 1709.
Budget Documents, 83.
Building and Construction Industry-Control
organisations, 32.
Building Control (Amendment) Bill, 703, 705.

Victorian Council of Social Service-"Don't Vote"
campaign, 602.

Business of the House-Order, 239.

WorkCare-Community Services Victoria, qn 1254.

Consumer Affairs-Toll-free telephone service,
qn 64.
Crimes (Proceedings) Bill, 289.

Hospital Employees Federation (See "Unions".)
Hospitals-Royal Southern Memorial, q 2, q 421.
Nurses' dispute, q 5, q 689, q 743, q 845, q 846,
q 848, q 913, q 1013, 1082, 1085, q 1089, q 1090,
q 1094, q 1257, q 1260, q 1263, q 1306, q 1311,
q 1499,q 1501,q 1625. Bush nursing, 34,37,q 231,
837, 840. Cost of non-nursing duties agreement,
qn 44. WorkCare premiums, qn 51. Transfers by
ambulance, qn 59, q 74. Self-management, q 73.
Seymour District Memorial, 166, 172. Overseas
nurses, q 231. Victorian Hospitals Association,
q 358. Ballarat hospice group, 405, 412. Prince
Henry's, 411, 412, q 691, 909, 910, 1003, 1004,
1250, 1251, q 1308, q 1309. Costs, qn 416. Palliative Hospice Care Program, 535. Recurrent
expenditure, q 543. In Western Province, 838, 840.

Deaths-The Hon. P. V. Feltham, MBE, 684.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 159.
Environment Protection Agencies Staff Transfer Bill,
1615.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 452, 477, 485,
489, 490, 493, 495, 496, 497, 498. Chairmanship,
663.
Geelong Regional Commission (Amendment) Bill,
147.
Gippsland Lakes-Environmental flows, 181, q 426.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesToll-free telephone service, qn 65.
Health-Community health centres: St Albans
Community Health and Resources Centre, 239,
240; administration, 240.
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Hunt, Hon. A. J.-continued
Health Department Victoria-Toll-free telephone
service, qn 64.
Historic Buildings-Victoria Hotel, Korumburra,
339.
Insurance-For incorporated associations, 1493.

Hunt, Hon. A. J.-continued
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 181, 182,
q 426. Mornington Peninsula and District Water
Board, q 692.
Western Port Regional Planning and Coordination
Committee, q 229, q 540.

Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill, 1224, 1280,
1371, 1372, 1374, 1375, 1378,1380, 1381, 1382.
Liberal Party-Leadership, 540.

Insurance-For incorporated associations, 1493, 1495.

Local Government Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 881, 882.

Inl'erloch-Foreshore reports, 411, 414.

Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 1565.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 19, 25.

J

Metropolitan Transit Authority-Railway land in
Fitzroy, q 1014.

Joint Sittings of Parliament-Election of senator, 1,
q 74, 136, 176. Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, 1, 136, 176. La Trobe University
Council, 1191, 1459,1496.

Ministerial Statements-St Albans Community
Health and Resources Centre, 239.

K

Melbourne (Widening of Streets) (Repeal) Bill, 699.

Ministry, The-Undertakings offonner Minister for
Planning and Environment, 168, q 540.
Parks-Marine and coastal, 962.
Parliament-Broadcasting of proceedings, 235.

Kennan, Hon. J. H. (Thomastown Province) (AttorneyGeneral and Minister for Plannning and
Environment)

Personal Explanations-Statement in debate, 8.

Aboriginal Affairs-Aborigines Advancement League, 413.

Planning and Environment-

Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill, 1187, 1590.

Ministry-Division of Building Control, 32.

Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1440.

Planning-Waverley silos, 8. Building controls, 32.

Associations-Debts of incorporated associations,
342, q 542. Insurance, 1495.

Siting requirements, 731. Special project criteria,
837. Nunawading zoning scheme, q 916. Port
Melbourne Bayside Development, q 1504.
Planning and Environment (Appeal Rights) Bill,
1412.
Planning and Environment Bill, 1159.

A viation-Proposed national museum for Victoria,
qn 51.
Bail (Amendment) Bill, 772, 773, 783.
Bail (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1508, 1633, 1635.
Beverage Container Deposit Legislation, q 425.

Planning Appeals Board-Ministerial intervention,
q 610, 1002.
Plumbers, Gasfitters and Drainers Registration
Board, 1084.
Points of Order-Admissibility of urgency motion,
182. Relevancy of remarks, 486. Appointment of
committee, 491. Answer to question without
notice, 542. Questions without notice to relate to
Government administration, 607. Imputation of
improper motives, 1017. Interjections, 1018.
Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 1698.
Port Melbourne Bayside Development-Commonwealth land, q 1504.
South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2), 1462, 1477.
Victoria Hotel, Korumburra, 339.

Brothels-Neave inquiry recommendations, q 4.
Right of municipalities to prohibit, q 915.
Building and Construction Industry-Control
organisations, 37.
Building Control (Amendment) Bill, 547, 668, 705.
Building Societies (Amendment) Bill, 694, 821, 865.
Chia South Yarra Project, 737, q 748, 1004.
Commonwealth Powers (Family Law-Children)
Bill, 10, 152, 294.
Companies and Securities Legislation Amendment
(Clearing House) Bill, q 1195.
Conservation-State conservation strategy, q 1309.
Corporate Affairs-Responsibilities of company
directors, q 612. Corporate trusts, q 1260.
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Kennan, Hon. J. H.-continued
Corrections Bill, 1079, 1232, 1526, 1531, 1532, 1533,
1534, 1535, 1536, 1537.
Corrections, Office of-

General-Proposed low-security women's prison,
q 4, q 423. Remand centre, q 5. Prison suicides,
q 228. Early release of Mr N. Gallagher, q 353.
Showing of films at prisons, 682. Dhurringile
Prison, q 10 13.
Pent ridge Prison-Discretionary powers of governor, q 355.
Courts (Further Amendment) Bill, 694, 785, 869,
899,901,902,903.
Crime-Confiscation of assets of convicted persons,
535.
Crimes (Confiscation of Profits) Bill, 851,970, 1446.
Crimes (Grand Juries) Bill, 694, 820.
Crimes (Proceedings) Bill, 10, 149, 282, 283, 284,
285,286,288,290,291.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 10,153,156, 157, 160.
Drugs-Heroin addicts in provincial centres, q 690.
Problem in Bendigo, q 10 I0, q 1012.
Environment Protection Agencies Staff Transfer Bill,
1614.
Environment Protection Authority-Disposal of
intractable waste, 172. Contaminated waste at
Laverton, q 422. Kororoit Creek water quality,
q 613. Noise from Hampton Hotel, 910. Contingency plan for chemical disaster, 1004.
Equal Opportunity-In public sector employment,
q 609.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 481, 483.
Fundraising-Administrative expenditure, 1085.
Gallagher, Mr N., q 353.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesEqual employment opportunity, q 609.
Hampton Hotel, 910.
Historic Buildings-Victoria Hotel, Korumburra,
342.
Historic Buildings Council-Staff, 1006.
Historic Shipwrecks, 342.
Housing-Public housing in Higinbotham Province, qn 63. Regional councils, qn 350.
Industrial and Provident Societies (Amendment) Bill,
359,505,895,896,897,898,899,1724.
Insurance-For incorporated associations, 1495.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Election of senator,
q 74.
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Kennan, Hon. J. H.-conti.'lued
Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill, 845, 882,
1279, 1280, 1371, 1372, 1373, 1374, 1376, 1377,
1378,1379, 1381,1382, 1383.
Land Conservation Council-Industry nominee
appointment, q 691. Recommendations for east
Gippsland, q 1010.
Latrobe Country Credit Cooperative Ltd, q 1310.
Law Courts-Report ofjudges of the Supreme Court
for 1985, 11. Judicial commission, q 71. Delays in
Supreme Court hearings, 536. Family Court of
Australia circuits, q 607. Night courts, q 691. Penalties and sentences, q 1093. Management change
program, A 1307.
Legal Aid Commission-Legal Resources Book,
qn 41.
Leo Cussen Institute, 852.
Listening Devices (Amendment) Bill, 1197, 1247,
1448.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill,25.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board ofWorks-Disposal of intractable waste, 172.
Melbourne Central Project-Investigation of developers, qn 47.
Melbourne (Widening of Streets) (Repeal) Bill, 547,
666.
Metropolitan Transit AuthorityFares and Freights-Student concessions, qn 1734.
Gfnfral-Use of Government vehicles, qn 39.
Moorabbin railway station, qn 52, qn 69. WorkCare premiums, qn 61. Retaining wall at St Kilda
railway station, 342, 602. Nunawading rail maintenance and stabling yard, 910, 1623. Railway land
in Fitzroy, q 10 15. Annual report of superannuation fund, 1198. National Trust classification of
railway reservations, q 1397.
Rail Services-Frankston, qn 61, qn 1734.
Ministerial Statements-National Companies and
Securities Commission report, 615. Annual report
of Director of Public Prosecutions, 1018.
Ministry, The-Undertakings offorrner Minister for
Planning and Environment, q 75, 172, q 229, q 540.
Municipalities-Funding for roads, qn 48. Outer
Eastern Municipalities Association, 602.
National Companies and Securities CommissionReport on Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd and
Elders IXL Ltd, 615.
Personal Explanations-Statement in debate, 404.
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Kennan, Hon. J. H.-continued

Kennan, Hon. J. H.-continued

Planning and Environment-

Retail Tenancies Bill, 970.

Environment-Proposed Carrum Downs industrial

Retirement Villages Bill, 307, 308, 310, 311, 312,
313,314,316,317,319,322,324,325,326,1725.

waste plant, 1252. Effects of propellant sprays,
q 1310. Economic value of environmental assets,
q 1502.
Ministry-Division of Building Control, 37.
Planning-Neave inquiry recommendations, q 4.
Waverley silos, q 4. Environment effects statements, q 7. Building controls, 37. Zoning amendment for Shire of Woorayl, 37. Port Melbourne
Bayside Development, 413, 1495, q 1504. Proposed bay side boulevard, 602. Siting requirements, 737. Camberwell Junction retail
development, q 748. Special project criteria, 840.
Amendment No. 150 to Melbourne Metropolitan
Planning Scheme, 841. Urban strategy for metropolitan Melbourne, q 850. Nunawading zoning
scheme, q 917. Central city controls, q 1260. Cost
of meeting regulations, q 150 I.
Planning and Environment (Appeal Rights) Bill,
1411.
Planning and Environment Bill, 1147, 1150.
Planning Appeals Board-Ministerial intervention,
q 610, 1004. Length of hearings, 1086.
Plumbers, Gasfitters and Drainers Registration
Board, 1086.
Points of Order-Rule of sub judice, 533. Questions
without notice to relate to Government administration, 607. Matter raised on motion for adjournment of sitting must be new matter, 834.
Imputation of improper motives, 1017. Minister'S
second-reading speech, 1155. Statement in debate,
1522. Committal of Bill, 1578.
Police Department-Computer-related crime,
q 1626.
Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 1257, 1273, 1696,
1697, 1698.

Road Construction Authority-Funding for rural
local roads, qn 48.
Road Safety Bill, 1009, 1021, 1024, 1674, 1678, 1680,
1681, 1682, 1683.
Road Traffic Authority-Surcharge on reissue of
drivers' licences, 1495.
Sale of Goods (Vienna Convention) Bill, 1311, 1457.
Senate Vacancy, q 74.
South Melbourne Community Chest, 172,412,682,
q 1015.
State Transport Authority-Use of Government
vehicles, qn 39. WorkCare premiums, qn 61. Bendigo Locomotive Workshops Centre staff, qn 604.
Bendigo North Railway Workshops staff, qn 605.
Bendigo Regional Freight Centre staff, qn 741.
Supreme Court Bill, 1614, 1657, 1661.
Transfer of Land (Conversion) Bill, 1257, 1276, 1573.
Transport Accident Bill, 1448, 1640, 1650.
Transport (Amendment) Bill, 1491, 1615.
Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1663, 1664,
1666, 1667.
Transport, Ministry of-Use of Government
vehicles, qn 39. WorkCare premiums, qn 61.
Trustee (Amendment) Bill, 1018, 1124, 1127, 1444,
1725.
Victoria Hotel, Korumburra, 342.
Victorian Institute of Forensic Pathology, q 1395.

Victorian Legislative Report-Costs, qn 49.
Victorian Update-Costs, qn 49.
Videos-Promoting incest, q 914.

Port Melbourne Bayside Development-Swallow
Street properties, 413. Brief, 1495. Commonwealth land, q 1504.

Waste Management Inc., q 424.

Port Phillip Bay-Beach renourishment project,
qn 58. Proposed coastal advisory council, 737.
Coastal building height controls, q 1090.

WorkCare-Premiums paid by transport authorities, qn 61.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1257, 1266, 1339, 1341,
1345, 1347, 1350, 1352, 1354, 1359, 1365, 1370,
1371, 1543, 154~ 1548, 1549.
Public Prosecutions, Director of-Review of sentence for indecent assault, q 544. Annual report,
1018.
Queensbridge Street, South Melbourne-Beautification scheme, qn 50.

Western Port Regional Planning and Coordination
Committee, q 229, q 540.

Kennedy, Hon. C. J. (Waverley Province)

Petitions-Liquor law review, 10.

Kirner, Hon. J. E. (Melbourne West Province) (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)
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Kirner, Hon. J. E.-continued
Aboriginal Affairs-Proposed Halls Gap cultural
museum, q 77, 175,413.
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1191, 1233.
Alvamira Seafoods, 842.
Army Depot, Swan Street, q 422, q 614.
Beaumaris Motor Yacht Squadron Cooperative Ltd,
175.

Bushfires-Firefighting requirements for pine plantations, 1087. Government prevention work,
q 1092.

Business of the House-Second-reading speeches,
1023.

Conservation, Forests and Lands-

Conservation-Coastal restoration projects, qn 54.
Remedial works on rivers, qn 54. Of rainforests,
q 76. Aora and fauna guarantee, 739.
Department-Unpaid accounts, 343. Research,
q 354. Superannuation for firefighting personnel,
q 355. Funding for vehicles and equipment, q 359.
Development of mariculture, q 425. Reorganisation, q 541, q 917. Consultancy arrangements,
q 609, q 612. Tenders for vehicles, 739. Staff, q 745.
Director-general and director of finance, q 850.
Spot audits, q 919. Youth employment, q 1012.
Alleged financial maladministration, q 1195.
Forests-Rainforests, q 76. Education project, 343.
Barmah State, q 545. Code offorest practice, q 692.
Eucalypt-dieback, q 1394.
Lands-Gravel extraction, 174. Licence fees for
unused roads and water frontages, 174, q 357.
Replacement of tennis centre parklands, q 422,
q 614. Alpine planning group, 537. Point Nepean,
q 611. Composition of committees of management, 843. Malvern recreational land, 1007. Caravan parks on Crown land, q 1259. Crown land
agricultural leases, q 1397.
Consumer Affairs-Toll-free telephone service,
qn 64.
Country Fire Authority (Amendment) Bill, 667.
Duck Hunting Season, q 918.
Emergency Management (Amendment) Bill, 743,
819,890.

Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1371.
Environment Protection Authority-Pollution of
Strzelecki Ranges, q 1263.
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Kirner, Hon. 1. E.-continued
Fishing Industry-Scallop fishing at Lakes Entrance,
174. Marine and coastal park reserves, q 230.
Commercial licensing, q 233.
Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 687, 726,
815.

Gippsland Lakes-Environmental flows, q 426.
Boating facilities, 843. Save the Gippsland Lakes
Committee, q 1196.
Hamilton and District Lapidary Club, 38.
Land (Amendment and Miscellaneous Matters) Bill,
1009, 1037, 1480, 1482.

Law Courts-Courthouse closures, q 1192.
Malvern-Recreational land, 1007.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 607, 669, 714, 716, 717,
718, 719, 720, 721, 722, 724.

Melbourne Cricket Ground-Yarra Park car parking fees, 1087.
Mining-Smoky quartz, 38.
Motor Car Traders Bill, 1393, 1456, 160 1, 1604, 1605,
1608, 1609, 1611, 1612.

Municipalities-Gravel extraction from Crown land,
174. Malvern recreational land, 1007. Road funding for forestry areas, q 1396, q 1630.
National Tennis Centre-Replacement of parklands, q 422, q 614.
National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 687, 725,
799.

ParksGeneral-UEnjoy Victoria's Parks" theme, q 1629.

Marine and Coastal-Coastal fishing reserves, q 230.
Declaration, 958.
National-Projects, qn 55. Grampians, q 354, 739,
1086. Port Campbell, q 744.
State-Projects, qn 55. Wetland habitats of proposed French Island, q 846.
Points of Order-Matter raised on motion for
adjournment of sitting must be new, 171.
Police DepartmentGeneral-Report for 1985-86, 1401.
Staff-In Higinbotham Province, qn 67. In south
Gippsland, 1007. In Bendigo district, q 1009.
Stations-St Kilda, qn 47. Closure of one-man,
qn 1088.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1146,
1244, 1489, 1491.

Fauna-Leadbeater's possum, q 749.

Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill, 135, 146.

Fisheries (Master Fisherman's Licences) Bill, 1009,

Road Traffic Authority-Road fatalities in Higinbotham Province, qn 346.

1035, 1150.
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Kimer, Hon. J. E.-continued

Knowles, Hon. R. I.-continued

Salinity-Funds, q 546.
South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2), 1009, 1034, 1473,
1476, 1477, 1478.

Motor Car Traders Bill, 1599, 1606.

Sport-Football and cricket seasons, q 1092.
State Transport Authority-Disposal of Tallarook-Mansfield line property, 739.

Parks-Marine and coastal, 945.

Superannuation-For firefighters, q 355.
Timber Industry-Strategy, q 8, 396, q 692. Alternative silvicultural practices, 1007. Forest product
road funds, q 1396, q 1630. Sabotage of logging
contractors' machinery, q 1500.
Uranium-In mineral reserve basins, q 1627.
Vermin and Noxious Weeds-Research, qn 66.
Expenditure, qn 66. Payments by farmers, 413.
Adelaide conference, q 1308. Control on roadsides, q 1628.
Warragul Velodrome, 1086.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 224, q 426.
Lome Water Board, 739.

Preschools-Funding, 165. Kindergartens: enrolments, q 227; funding, q 914. Child Minding
Regulations Review, 365.

Whales-Stranded in Portland harbour, q 1308.

Municipalities-Classification of child and maternal health sisters, 907, q 1193, q 1503.
Points of Order-Imputation of improper motives,
1016.

Pre-School Teachers and Assistants (Sick Leave) Bill,
967.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 1299.
Rural Finance (Amendment) Bill, 974, 981, 982.
Shop Trading (Temporary Provisions) Bill, 1653.
State Concessions Bill, 1654.
Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1419.
L

Land Conservation Council-Industry nominee
appointment, q 691. Recommendations for east
Gippsland, q 1010.

Knowles, Hon. R. I. (Ballarat Province)
Animals-Steel-jawed leghold traps, 1383.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 1143.
Community ServicesChildren-Abuse, 751, 941.
General-Classification of maternal and child health
sisters, 907, q 1193, q 1503.

Landeryou, Hon. W. A. (Doutta Galla Province)

Intellectual Disability Services-Caloola Training
Centre, 734.
Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 27, 553,
573,574,577,578,580.
Education-Buninyong Primary School, qn 45.
Schools in the 1990s. 630.
Egg Industry Stabilization (Amendment) Bill, 854.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 468.
Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 801.
Hospitals-Ballarat hospice group, 405. Savings on
nurses' wages, q 1311.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1042.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 711.
Medical Services-Classification of child and maternal health sisters, 907, q 1193, q 1503. Nurses' dispute, q 1311.
Ministerial Statements-Child Minding Regulations Review, 365.

Latrobe Country Credit Cooperative Ltd, q 1310, 1384.

Business of the House-Second-reading speeches,
1023.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 485.

Law Courts-Report of judges of the Supreme Court
for 1985, 11. Judicial commission, q 71. Delays in
Supreme Court hearings, 534, 536. Family Court
of Australia circuits, q 607. Leniency of sentence
for marijuana grower, 679, 682, q 746. Night
courts, q 691. Penalties and sentences, q 1093.
Courthouse closures, q 1192. Management change
program, q 1307.

Lawson, Hon. Robert (Higinbotham Province)
Alvamira Seafoods, 834.
Animals-Proposed Werribee toxicologicallaboratory, 408.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1138.
Australian National Canine Advancement Cooperative Society Ltd, qn 56.
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Lawson, Hon. Robert-continued
A viation-Proposed national museum for Victoria,
qn 51.
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Liberal Party-Leadership, q 539.
Liquor Control-Review oflegislation, 10.

Budget Documents, 590.
Christmas Felicitations, 1730.
Comm unity Services-Youth Accommodation
Workers Network, 681.

Education-Schools in the 1990s. 105.

Long, Hon. R. J. (Gippsland Province)
Courts (Further Amendment) Bill, 868.
Festival Kitchens, 1385.

Environment Protection Authority-Disposal of
intractable waste, 166. Contingency plan for
chemical disaster, 100l.

Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill, 1227, 1372,
1373,1374, 1381, 1382.

Estimates Committee-Establishment, 457.

Latrobe Country Credit Cooperative Ltd, q 1310.

Food-Radiation tests on imported cheeses, 1082.

Parks-Marine and coastal, 956.

Government Departments and Instrumenta1itiesDispersal of Government land, 643.

Points of Order-Answers to questions without
notice, 542.

Health-East Bentleigh Community Health Centre,
29.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1365.

Melbourne and Metropolitan Board ofWorks-Disposal of intractable waste, 166.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Moorabbin railway station, qn 51, qn 67.
Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (Inc.),
339.

Public Service-Optional early retirement, qn 415.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 1298.
Retirement Villages Bill, 311.
State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1552, 1555, 1556, 1557.
Superannuation-Optional early retirement for
public servants, qn 415.

Nude Bathing-At Sandringham, 600. Prescribed
beacbes, 750.

Transfer of Land (Conversion) Bill, 1571.

Petitions-Nude bathing, 750.

Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1665, 1666.

Points of Order-Reference to Auditor-General's
report, 591.

Water-Thomson dam and river system, 195.

Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 1275, 1693, 1696,
1697, 1724.

Water Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 1699.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 330, 575,
584,585,587,589,1041.

Retail Tenancies Bill, 1280, 1287, 1288, 1294, 1295,
1296, 1297, 1300,1301.
Road Safety Bill, 1032, 1667, 1675, 1676, 1677, 1678,
1679, 1680, 1681,1684.
State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1517.
Transport (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1661, 1663.
Waste Management Inc., q 424.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 207.

Lyster, Hon. M. A. (Chelsea Province)
Community Services-Child abuse, 936. Employment training for intellectually disabled persons,
q 1094. Staff working with intellectually disabled,
q 1310. Home and community care program,
q 1630.
Estimates Committee-Chairmanship, 661.

Leet Corporation Pty Ltd, 906, 909.
~al

Aid Commission-Legal Resources Book. qn 41.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports presented: subordinate legislation, 11, 852; Interpretation of Legislation Act, 11, 1510.

Handicapped Persons-Aids, q 74. Employment
training, q 1094.
Municipalities-Home and community care program, q 1630.

Legislative Council-Power to appoint committee, 492.

Preschools-Child Minding Regulations Review, q 3.
Additional places, q 746.

Leo Cussen Institute-Report for 1985, 852.

Retirement Villages Bill, 301, 324.
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McArtbur, Hon. L. A. (Nunawading Province)

Macey, Hon. Reg-continued
Planning-Proposed bayside boulevard, 601.
Points of Order-Offensive remark, 836.

Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Dept of-Meat
inspection services, q 356.

Port Melbourne Bayside Development-Brief, 1494.

Estimates Committee-Resources, q 541.

Road Construction Authority-Link between West
Gate and South-Eastern freeways, 339, 736.

Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 810.
Grain Industry-Harvest, q 1095.
Law Courts-Management change program, q 1307.
Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 1047.
Primary Industries-Young farmer schemes, q 744.

Road Transport-Carriage of hazardous materials
along Beach Road, 34.
South Melbourne City Council-How-to-vote cards,
1622.

Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill, 143.

South Melbourne Community Chest, 171, 679, 10 16,
1096.

Retirement Villages Bill, 304.

South Melbourne Land Bill (No. 2),1472.

Shop Trading (Temporary Provisions) Bill, 1652.

Water-Thomson dam and river system, 203.

Timber Industry-Strategy, 381.
Mayfair Hams & Bacon Co., q 693.
McLean, Hon. Jean (Boronia Province)
Aboriginal Affairs-Welfare programs, q 1014.
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill, 1584.
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1431.
Community Services-Children's Week, q 543. Star
Victoria Association for the Retarded, q 851.
Aboriginal welfare programs, q 1014.
Mental Health Services-Special accommodation
houses, q 359.

Macey, Hon. Reg (Monash Province)
Building Societies (Amendment) Bill, 862.
Community Services-Infant welfare services, 1388.
Friendly Societies Bill, 1537.
Fundraising-Administration expenditure, 1083.
Hazardous Materials-Transport along Beach Road,
34.
Hospitals-Prince Henry's, 411, 909, 1003, 1250,
q 1308. Queen Victoria Medical Centre, 1250,
q 1308. Moorabbin, 1250, q 1308.
Lands-Composition of committees of management, 838.
Local Government Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 876.
Municipalities-Redistribution of infant welfare
services, 1388.
Personal Explanations-Statements in debate, 1016,
1096.

Medical Services-

General-Victorian Eyecare Service, q 745. Mercy
Hospice care unit, q 1261. CAT scanner for Mildura Base Hospital, q 1629.

Medical Practitioners-Information on peer reviews,
q 1393.
Nursing-Dispute: cost of pay increases, q 5, q 689,
q 743, q 845; motivation of union, q 846; Government action, q 848, q 1257, q 1499; closure of
public hospital beds, q 913; availability of hospital
beds, q 10 13; savings on wages, 1082, 1085, q 1311;
comment of Premier, q 1089; effect on hospital
waiting lists, q 1090, q 1625; consultations with
surgeons, q 1094; Dandenong Valley Private Hospital, q 1260; support from Latrobe Valley power
unions, q 1263; essential supplies for hospitals,
q 1306, q 1501. Overseas nurses, q 231. Classification of child and maternal health sisters, 907,
910, q 1193, q 1503. In public hospital system,
1097.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works-Disposal of intractable waste, 166, 172.
Melbourne Central Project-Sale of Museum railway
station site, qn 45. Investigation of developers,
qn47.
Melbourne Cricket Ground-Yarra Park car parking
fees, 1083, 1087.
Members-Attire, 1305, 1393.
Mental Health Services-Special accommodation
houses, q 359, q 1398. For schizophrenics, 534.
Office of Psychiatric Services, q 1091. Willsmere
Hospital, 1311.
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Metropolitan Transit Authority-

Bus Services-In Templestowe Province, 35.
Fares and Freights-Student concessions, qn 1734.
General-Nunawading railway maintenance and
stabling yard, 29, 166, 908, 910, 1622, 1623. Use
of Government vehicles, qn 39. Moorabbin railway station, qn 51, qn 67. WorkCare premiums,
qn 61. Retaining wall at St Kilda railway station,
333,342,600,602. Railway land in Fitzroy, q 1014.
Annual report of superannuation fund, 1198.
National Trust classification of railway reservations,q 1397.
Railway Services-Frankston, qn 60, qn 1733.

Mier, Hon. B. W. (Waverley Province)
Bushfires-Government prevention work, q 1092.
Conservation-State conservation strategy, q 1309.
Estimates Committee-Chairmanship, 656.
Parks-Wet land habitats of proposed French Island
State Park, q 846.
Planning-Waverley silos, q 4.
Planning and Environment (Appeal Rights) Bill,
1410.
Points of Order-Reference to: Auditor-General's
report, 590, 591; report of proceedings of Estimates Committee, 675, 676.
Police Department-Computer-related crime,
q 1626.
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Miles, Hon. J. G.-continued
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Reports presented: Eltham cemetery, 499; mausoleums, 1511, 1632.
National Tennis Centre-Replacement parklands,
q 614.
National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 793.
Petitions-Eltham cemetery land, 693.
Sport-Football and cricket seasons, q 1092.

Mining-Smoky quartz, 29, 38.
Ministerial Statements-St Albans Community Health
and Resources Centre, 78, 239. Child Minding
Regulations Review, 361. Preschool (kindergarten) services, 549. National Companies and Securities Commission report, 615. Telodrin farm
poisoning at Heytesbury, 919. Annual report of
Director of Public Prosecutions, 1018. Willsmere
Hospital, 1311. Psychologists Bill, 1400. Therapeutic Goods and Cosmetics Bill, 1508. Eltharn
cemetery, 1726.
Ministry, The-Undertakings of former Minister for
Planning and Environment, q 75, 168, 172, q 229,
q 540.
Mortuary Industry and Cemeteries Administration
Committee-Reports presented: Eltham cemetery, 499; mausoleums, 1511, 1632.
Motions for the Adjournment of the House to Enable
Honourable Members to Discuss Public Questions-ihomson dam and river system, 182.
Municipalities-

Miles, Hon. J. G. (Templestowe Province)
Ambulance Services Bill, 1719.
Army Depot, Swan Street, q 614.
Cemeteries-Eltham, 499, 693, 1388, 1726. Coburg,
1249.
Chia South Yarra Project, 1000.

Education-Schools in the 1990s, 628.
Friendly Societies Bill, 1541.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 711.
Melbourne Cricket Ground-Yarra Park car parking fees, 1083.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Bus services in
Templestowe Province, 35.
Ministerial Statements-Eltham cemetery, 1726.

Finance-For rural roads, qn 47. Road funding for
forestry areas, q 1396, q 1630.
General-Gravel extraction from Crown land, 165,
174. Infant welfare sessions, q 227, 1388, 1391.
Outer Eastern Municipalities Association, 599,602.
Study on restructure, qn 604. Government purchases of private land, 681. Classification of child
and maternal health sisters, 907, 910, q 1193,
q 1503. Home and community care program,
q 1194, q 1262, q 1630. Commonwealth fringe
benefits tax, 1387, 1390. Federal attendant care
program, q 1627.
Malvern-Recreational land, 999, 1007.
Ringwood-Holiday child-care funding, 833, 842.
South Melbourne-How-to-vote cards, 1622.
St Kilda-Retaining wall at railway station, 333, 342,
600,602.

INDEX
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Murpby, Hon. B. A. (Gippsland Province)
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill, 1585.
Aboriginal Land (Lake Condah) Bill, 1436.

Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeAppointment of member, 380. Report presented:
Geelong water supply, 750.

Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 829.

Nude Batbing-At Sandringham, 409, 600, 602. Prescribed beaches, 693, 750.

Budget Documents, 829.

Nurses (See "Medical Services-Nursing".)

Christmas Felicitations, 1731.

o

Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 565.
Drought-In Shire ofOrbost, q 6.

Education-Schools in the 1990s, 639.

Old Treasury Building-Christmas tree, 1621, 1623.

Estate Agents Act 1980,237.

P

Fisheries (Master Fisherman's Licences) Bill, 1149.
Fishing Industry-Commercial licensing, q 233.
Gippsland Lakes-Committee of management, 598.
Boating facilities, 837. Save the Gippsland Lakes
Committee, q 1196.
Land Acquisition and Compensation Bill, 1222.

Parks-

General-Lorne Parade reserve, Box Hill, 1082.
"Enjoy Victoria's Parks" theme, q 1629.

Marine and Coastal-Fishing, q 230. Declaration,
945.

Land Conservation Council-Recommendations for
east Gippsland, q 1010.

National-Projects, qn 55. Grampians, q 353, 729,

Lands-Crown land agricultural leases, q 1396.

State-Projects, qn 55. Wetland habitats of pro-

Parks-"Enjoy Victoria's Parks" theme, q 1629.
Petitions-Trafalgar level crossings, 77. Estate Agents
Act 1980,237.
Points of Order-Tedious repetition, 679. Interjection, 1018.
Port Authorities (Amendment) Bill, 1696.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1487.
Road Traffic Authority-Trafalgar level crossings,
77.
Salinity-Funds, q ?46.
Timber Industry Strategy, 385.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill, 829.

739, 1081, 1086. Port Campbell, q 744.
posed French Island, q 846.
Parliament-Broadcasting of proceedings, 234. A vailability of tabled reports, 678, 682. Error in Victorian Parliamentary Handbook, 1491, 1492.
Parliament House-Security, 338, 344.
Personal Explanations-By Mr Hunt, 8. By Mr Kennan, 404. By Mr Macey, 1016, 1096.
Petitions-Otway State forests, 10, 1399. Liquor law
review, 10. Legalisation of marijuana use, 77, 359.
Trafalgar level crossings, 77. Child-care services,
237. Estate Agents Act 1980, 237. Planning
(Brothels) Act 1984,237, 547. Nude bathing, 693,
750. Eltham cemetery land, 693. Shellfish, 750.
Woodchipping in Otway Ranges, 1399.
Planning and Environment-

Environment-Proposed Carrum Downs industrial
Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (Inc.), 339,
343.

N
National Companies and Securities CommissionReport on Broken Hill Proprietary Co. Ltd and
Elders IXL Ltd, 615.
National Parks (See "Parks-National".)
National Tennis Centre-Replacement of parklands,
q 422, q 614.

waste plant, 1249, 1252. Effects of propellant
sprays, q 1310. Economic value of environmental
assets, q 1502.

Ministry-Division of Building Control, 32, 37.
Planning-Neave inquiry recommendations, q 4.
Waverley silos, q 4, 8. Environment effects statements, q 7. Building controls, 32, 37. Zoning
amendment for Shire of Woorayl, 34, 37. Port
Melbourne Bayside Development, 410, 413, 1494,
1495, q 1504. Proposed bayside boulevard, 601,
602. Siting requirements, 731, 737. Camberwell
Junction retail development, q 747. Special project criteria, 837, 840. Amendment No. 150 to
Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme, 839,
841. Urban strategy for metropolitan Melbourne,
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Planning and Environment-continued
q 849. Nunawadingzoningscheme, q 916. Central
city controls, q 1260. Cost of meeting regulations,
q 1501.
Planning Appeals Board-Ministerial intervention,
q 610, 1002, 1004. Length of hearings, 1081, 1086.
Planning (Brothels) Act 1984,237,547.
Plumbers, Gasfitters and Drainers Registration Board,
1084,1086.
Police DepartmentCrime-Computer-related, 1626.

General-Investigation of fraud cases, 679. Report
for 1985-86, 140 I.

Staff-In Higinbotham Province, qn 67. In south
Gippsland, 998. In Bendigo district, q 1009.

Stations-St Kilda, qn 47. Marnoo, q 75. Closure of
one-man, qn 1088.
Port Melbourne Bayside Development-Swallow Street
properties, 410, 413. Brief, 1494, 1495. Commonwealth land, q 1504.
Port Phillip Bay-Beach renourishment project, qn 58.
Proposed coastal advisory council, 735, 737.
Coastal building height controls, q 1090.
Ports-Appointment of commissioner to Portland
authority, 1001, 1004.
Poverty-In Western Port region, q 915.
Preschools-Child Minding Regulations Review, q 3,
36. Kindergartens: Macarthur, 164, 173; funding,
165, 173, 237; enrolments, q 227; services, 549;
Box Hill group, 732, 738. Future directions, 164,
173. Ministerial statements, 361, 549. Additional
places, q 746. Public liability insurance premiums, 1386, 1389. Subsidised sessions, q 1394.
Playhouse regulations, 1492, 1495. New centres,
q 1504.

President, The (Hon. R. A. Mackenzie)
Christmas Felicitations, 1731.
Debate-Scope, 82, 240, 436, 483, 704, 829, 1054,
1564, 1565. InteJjections, 168, 433, 731, 732, 836,
1578. Matter raised on motion for adjournment of
sitting must be new matter, 171, 834, 836. Admissibility of urgency motion, 182. Right of reply,
484. Relevancy of remarks, 486, 663. Rule of sub
judice, 533. References to honourable members,
539. Reference to Auditor-General's report, 591,
592, 593, 673, 674, 675. Offensive remarks, 608,
835,836. Imputation of improper motives, 1016,
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President, The (Hon. R. A. Mackenzie)-continued
1017. Reference to Hansard record, 1018. Minister's second-reading speech, 1030, 1155. Scope of
personal explanation, 1097. InteJjections from
gallery, 1420, 1422, 1427. Reading of speeches,
1433.

Distinguished Visitors-Italian Ambassador and
wife, 102. Consul General ofltaly, 637. Members
of Japanese Parliament, 773. Sir Edward Dunlop,
1062. Italian Under Secretary for Industry and
Commerce, 1084.
Estimates Committee-Joint, 589. Procedures, 1506.

Hansard-Incorporation of material, 1107.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Election of senator, I,
176, 179. Victorian Curriculum and Assessment
Board, 1, 176, 179. La Trobe University Council,
1191,1459.
Legislative Council-Power to appoint committee,
492.
Members-Speaking out of place, 772. Attire, 1305,
1393.
Parliament-Broadcasting of proceedings, 237.
Availability of tabled reports, 682. Error in Vic-

torian Parliamentary Handbook, 1492.
Parliament House-Security, 344.
Questions without Notice-Reflection on vote of
House, 542. Answers, 1258. Offensive remark,
1258. Reflection on decision of House, 1502.
Senate Vacancy, 1, 176, 179.
Supreme Court Bill, 1661.
Universities-La Trobe, 1191,1459.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, I, 176,
179.

Primary Industries-

Cut Flower-Development, q 1505.
Dairy-Quality assurance, q 747.
Egg and Poultry-Fels report, q 72.
Fishing-Scallop fishing: licences, 169; at Lakes
Entrance, 169, 174. In coastal park reserves, q 230.
Commercial licensing, q 233.

Fruit and Vegetable-Citrus concentrate prices, 336,
340.

General-Lloyd rural economic study, q 2. Stock
sales commissions, 32, 36. Annuity scheme for
farmers, 332, 340. Young farmer schemes, q 744.

Grain-Harvest, q 1095. Effect of rust, q 1306.
Ouyen area harvest, q 1503.
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Primary Industries-continued

Reid, Hon. N. B.-continued

Timber-Strategy, q 7,259,380, q 692. Alternative
silvicultural practices, 1000, 1007. Road funding
in forestry areas, q 1396, q 1630. Sabotage of logging contractors' machinery, q 1500.
Tobacco-Research, 28, 36.

Corrections, Office of-Proposed low-security
women's prison, q 3.
Country Fire Authority (Amendment) Bill, 668.
Crime-Confiscation of assets of convicted persons,

Prostitution-Neave inquiry recommendations, q 4.
(See also "Brothels".)

Drugs-Problem in Bendigo, q 687.
Dunolly Welcome Record, 1494.
Education-Bendigo College of Advanced Education, 33. St Monica's School, Kangaroo Flat, 906.
Emergency Management (Amendment) Bill, 886.
Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1563, 1564.
Geriatric Services-Bendigo Home and Hospital for
the Aged, 33.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesAccidents involving unregistered vehicles, q 357.
Spot audit program, qn 1497.

Psychologists Bill, 1400.
Public Bodies Review Committee-Reports presented:
tobacco marketing and quota bodies, 615.
Appointment of member, 694.
Public Prosecutions, Director of-Review of sentence
for indecent assault, q 544. Annual report, 1018.
Public Service-Optional early retirement, qn 415.

Pullen, Hon. B. T. (Melbourne Province)
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 473.
Fauna-Leadbeater's possum, q 749.
Law Courts-Courthouse closures, q 1192.
Planning-Urban strategy for metropolitan Melbourne, q 849.
Planning and Environment (Appeal Rights) Bill,
1408.

Timber Industry Strategy, q 7, 271.
Q

Queensbridge Street, South Melbourne-Beautification scheme, qn 50.
R
Reid, Hon. N. B. (Bendigo Province)
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofVehicle accident claims, qn 1088.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1127.
Army Depot, Swan Street, q 422.
Building and Construction Industry-Registration
of master builders, 734.
Community Services-Wattle House Day Training
Centre, 1248.
Conservation-Coastal restoration projects, qn 53.
Remedial works on rivers, qn 54.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofUnpaid accounts, 332. Staff, q 745. Director-general and director of finance, q 850. Spot audits,
q 919. Alleged financial maladministration, Q 1194.
Corrections Bill, 1519.

532.

Medical Services-Nurses' dispute: support from
Latrobe Valley power unions, q 1263.
National Tennis Centre-Replacement of parklands, q 422.
National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 797.
Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeReports presented: Geelong water supply, 750.
Parks-National and State park projects, qn 55.
Police Department-Strength in Bendigo district,
q 1009.
Rural Water Commission-Staff at central plant
workshop, Bendigo, qn 1732.
Senior Citizens-Eaglehawk centre, 1385.
State Transport Authority-Kangaroo Flat Bus Lines
Pty Ltd, 407. Bendigo Locomotive Workshops
Centre staff, qn 604. Bendigo North Railway
Workshops staff, qn 605. Bendigo Regional Freight
Centre staff, qn 741.
Timber Industry Strategy, 389.
Unions-Latrobe Valley power unions' support for
nurses, q 1263.
Uranium-In mineral reserve basins, q 1627.

Road Construction Authority-

Freeways-West Gate - South-Eastern link, 339, 736.
Roads-Funding for rural local roads, qn 47.
Road Traffic Authority-

General-Trafalgar level crossings, 77.
Road Safety-Road lighting, 338. Fatalities in Higinbotham Province, q 346.
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Road Traffic Authority-continued

Road Vehicles-Payment of motor registration fees,
337. Surcharge on reissue of drivers' licences, 1492,
1495.
Road Transport-Carriage of hazardous materials along
Beach Road, 34.
Royal Australian Nursing Federation (See ··Unions".)
Rural Finance Commission-Loans for private powerlines, q 849.
Rural Water Commission-Staff at central plant workshop, Bendigo, qn 1732.
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Sgro, Hon. G. A. (Melbourne North Province)
Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Bill, 1582.
Christmas Felicitations, 1729.
Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofDevelopment of mariculture, q 425.
Duck Hunting Season, q 918.
Equal Opportunity-In public sector employment,
q 609.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 470.
Lands-Caravan parks on Crown land, q 1259. (See
also ··Chairman of Committees".)

S
Saleyards-Working party report, 407, 412. Rationalisation, q 1499.
Salinity-Funds, q 546.

Shellfish, 750.
Social Development Committee-Reports presented:
child pedestrian and bicycle safety, 1402; alternative medicine and health food industry, 1511.
South Melbourne Community Chest, 171, 172, 405,
412,679,682, q 1015, 1016, 1096.

Sandon, Hon. M. J. (Chelsea Province)
Adoption-Adoption Act anomaly, q 423.
Apprentices-In hairdressing industry, 30.

Education-Schools in the 1990s, 110.
Environment-Economic value of environmental
assets, q 1502.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 456.
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesDispersal of Government land, 647.
Handicapped Persons-Special accommodation
houses, q 1398.
Hospitals-Self-management, q 73.
Lands-Point Nepean, q 611.
Mental Health Services-Special accommodation
houses, q 1398.
Port Phillip Bay-Coastal building height controls,
q 1090.
Poverty-In Western Port region, q 915.
South Melbourne Community Chest, q 1015.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 200.

Senate Vacancy, I,q 74,136,176.
Senior Citizens-Eaglehawk centre, 1385, 1389.

Sport-Football and cricket seasons, q 1092.
State Electricity Commission-

Charges-For replacement of rural powerlines, 30,
36. For domestic installations, qn 56, qn 64.
General-Road lighting, 338. Clearance of lines at
Beech worth, 908, 910. Higinbotham Province:
electricity usage, qn 1303; rebates, qn 1304.
State Parks (See ··Parks-State".)
State Superannuation Board-Interest on delayed payment, 907.
State Transport Authority-

Bus Services-Kangaroo Aat Bus Lines Pty Ltd, 407.
General-Use of Government vehicles, qn 39.
WorkCare premiums, qn 61. Torrita railway home,
406. Bendigo Locomotive Workshops Centre staff,
qn 604. Bendigo North Railway Workshops staff,
qn 605. Bendigo Regional Freight Centre staff,
qn 741.
Rail Services-Transport oflivestock, 337, 341. Disposal of Tallarook-Mansfield line property, 729,
739.
Station Pier Development (See ··Port Melbourne Bayside Development".)

Sessional Orders, 328, 724, 966.

Statues and Fountains-Register, q 345.

Sexual Assault Clinics, q 1627.

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 502, 1414.
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Storey, Hon. Haddon (East Yarra Province)
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1051, 1199.
Budget Documents, 84, 1051.
Business of the House-Sessional Orders, 724.
Christmas Felicitations, 1727.
Commonwealth Powers (Family Law-Children)
Bill,293.
Construction Industry Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1690, 1693.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 162.
Dental Services-Review, q 1197.
Education-Govemment grants, qn 40. Affiliation
of schools, qn 41. Schools in the 1990s, 84. Child
abuse prevention program, 1493.

Tennis-National Tennis Centre, q 422, q 614.
Therapeutic Goods and Cosmetics Bill, 1508.
Trading Hours-Red meat, q 234, q 546, q 1393,
q 1399.
Transpo~

Ministry of-Use of Government vehicles,
qn 39. WorkCare premiums, qn 61.
U

Unions-Royal Australian Nursing Federation: dispute, q 5, q 689, q 743, q 845, q 846, q 848, q 913,
q 1013, 1082, 1085, q 1089, q 1090, q 1094, q 1257,
q 1260, q 1263, q 1306, q 1311, q 1499, q 1501,
q 1625. Hospital Employees Federation: cost of
non-nursing duties agreement, qn 44. Latrobe
Valley power unions' support for nurses, q 1263.

Education (Amendment) Bill, 1288, 1448, 1450, 1451,
1452.

Universities-La Trobe council, 1191, 1459, 1496.

Emergency Management (Amendment) Bill, 818.

Uraency Motions-Thomson dam and river system,
181.

Estimates Committee-Establishment, 490, 492.
Labour and Industry (Registration Fees) Bill
(No. 2), 986.
Legal and Constitutional Committee-Reports presented: subordinate legislation, 11, 852; Interpretation of Legislation Act, 11.
Medical Services-Nurses' dispute: consultations
with surgeons, q 1094.

Uranium-In mineral reserve basins, q 1627.

v
Van Buren, Hon. C. F. (Eumemmerring Province)
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department of-Meat
inspection services, q 688.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 825.
Budget Documents, 825.

Points of Order-Right of reply, 484. Answers to
questions without notice, 544, 608. Offensive
remark, 835. Imputation of improper motives,
1017. Attire of members, 1305.

Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofResearch, q 354. Youth employment, q 1012.

Post-Secondary Education Remuneration Tribunal
(Repeal) Bill, 816.

Forests (Bowater-Soott Agreement) Bill, 814.

Public Prosecutions, Director of-Review of sentence for indecent assault, q 544.
Sessional Orders, 724.

Education-Post-primary school for Rowville, 30.
Timber Industry-Strategy, 388. Sabotage oflogging
contractors' machinery, q 1500.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
BiIl,825.

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 502, 1414, 1420.
Trustee (Amendment) Bill, 1725.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill,1051.

Varty, Hon. Rosemary (Nunawading Province)
Appropriation (1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1132.
Box Hill-Lome Parade reserve, 1082.

"Streetwize" Publication, 1250,1251.

Budget Documents, 670.

Superannuation-For firefighters, q 355. Optional early
retirement for public servants, qn 415.

Community Services-Irabina centre, 406. Child
abuse, 770. Holiday child-care funding for Ringwood, 833. Youth training and reception centres,
q 1011. Ashendene Boys Home, Olinda, 1249.

T

TaxationLand Tax Assessments, qn 55, qn 419.
Telodrin-Farm poisoning at Heytesbury, q 914, 919.

Croydon Market-Sale of drug equipment, 1001.
Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 566.
Drugs-Sale of equipment at Croydon market, 1001.
Education-Schools in the 1990s, 97.
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Varty, Hon. Rosemary-continued
Electoral-Allocation of votes, 1494.
Forests (Bowater-Scott Agreement) Bill, 808.
Hospitals-Palliative/Hospice Care Program, 535.

"Victorian Update"-Costs, qn 49.
Victorian Young Farmers Movement-Government
funding, q 611.
Videos-Promoting incest, q 913.

Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 1570.
Members-Speaking out of place, 772.
Metropolitan Transit Authority-Nunawading railway maintenance and stabling yard, 29, 166, 908,
1622.
Motor Car Traders Bill, 1602.
Municipalities-Road funding for forestry areas,
q 1630.
Parks-Lorne Parade reserve, Box Hill, 1082.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill,
367.
Planning-Environment effects statements, q 7.
Points of Order-Reference to Auditor-General's
report, 593.
Police Department-Investigation of fraud cases,
679.
Preschools-Box Hill kindergarten group, 732.

W

Walker, Hon. E. H. (Melbourne Province) (Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)
Administrative Arrangements Orders-No. 46, 360.
Agriculture and Rural Affairs, Department ofAgtex/Videotex system, qn 60. Meat inspection
services, q 356, q 421, q 688, q 1626. Vehicle accident claims, qn 1088.
Ambulance Services Bill, 1657.
Animals-Proposed Werribee toxicologicallaboratory, 412, q 426. Experimentation, q 848. Steeljawed leghold traps, 1389.
Budget Documents, 84,507.
Building Societies (Amendment) Bill, 821.

Ringwood City Council-Holiday child-care funding, 833.

Business of the House-Sessional Orders, 328, 724,
966. Second-reading speeches, 1022, 1612. Days
and hours of meeting, 1198, 1631. Orders of the
Day discharged, 1507. Answers to questions on
notice, 1632. Tabling of reports, 1632.

Road Traffic Authority-Payment of motor registration fees, 337.

Construction Industry Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1612.

State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1512, 1550, 1555.

Corrections Bill, 1079.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1331, 1348, 1543.

Timber Industry-Strategy, 394. Road funding in
forestry areas, q 1630.
Victorian Council of Social Service-HOon't Vote"
campaign, 600.

Country Fire Authority (Amendment) Bill, 668.
Dairy Industry (Milk Price) Bill (No. 2), 10,26,571,
574,575,577,578,579,580.
Deaths-The Hon. P. V. Feltham, MBE, 683.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 157.
Drought-In Shire ofOrbost, q 6.

Vermin and Noxious Weeds-Research, qn 66.
Expenditure, qn 66. Payments by farmers, 408,
413. Adelaide conference, q 1308. Control on
roadsides, q 1628.
Victoria Grants Commission-Chairman, q 427.
Victoria Hotel, Korumburra, 339, 342.
Victoria Project (See "Melbourne Central Project".)
Victorian Council of Social Service-"Don't Vote"
campaign, 600, 602.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, I, 136,
176.
Victorian Hospitals Association, qn 358.
Victorian Institute of Forensic Pathology, q 1395.
"Victorian Legislative Report"-Costs, qn 49.

Education-

Buildings and Grounds-Country primary school
buildings, qn 42.

Finance-Government grants, qn 40.
General-Affiliation of schools, qn 41. Child abuse
prevention program, 1495.

Post-Secondary-Mildura College lands, qn 911.
Schools. Other-St Monica's, Kangaroo Aat, 909.
Schools. Post-Primary-In Central Highlands Province, qn 55. Ooveton High, qn 56. Mildura High,
qn 912. Mildura Technical, qn 912. Irymple
Technical, qn 912. Parkdale High, 1004.

Schools. Primary-Tallarook, 36. Buninyong, qn 45.
For Langwarrin Park, 681.
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Walker, Hon. E. H.-continued
Education (Amendment) Bill, 1009, 1020, 1294, 1449,
1450, 1451, 1452, 1453.
Egg Industry Stabilization (Amendment) Bill, 547,
665,862.
Emergency Management (Amendment) Bill, 818,
819.
Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1453.
Environment Protection Agencies Staff Transfer Bill,
1614.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 429, 475, 478,
490, 493, 495, 497, 498. Resources, q 541. Progress report, 547. Chairmanship, 649. Procedures,
1507.

Walker, Hon. E. H.-continued
Post-Secondary Education Remuneration Tribunal
(Repeal) Bill, 687, 725, 818.
Primary Industries-

Cut Flower-Development, q 1505.
Dairy-Quality assurance, q 747.
Egg and Poultry-Fels report, q 72.

Fruit and Vegetable-Citrus concentrate prices, 340.
General-Lloyd rural economic study, q 3. Stock
sales commissions, 36. Annuity scheme for farmers, 340. Young farmer schemes, q 744.
Grain-Harvest, q 1095. Effect of rust, q 1307. Ouyen
area harvest, q 1503.

Food-Radiation tests on imported cheeses, 1085.

Tobacco-Research,36.

Food (Amendment) Bill, 503.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1361, 1363.

Gippsland Lakes-Committee of management, 60 I.

Public Bodies Review Committee-Appointment of
member, 694.

Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesAccidents involving unregistered vehicles, q 357.
Health-St Albans Community Health and
Resources Centre, 239.
Joint Sittings of Parliament-Election of senator, I.
Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, I.
La Trobe University Council, 1191.
Leet Corporation Pty Ltd, 909.
Liberal Party-Leadership, 539.
Local Government Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 725.

Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1146.
Rural Finance (Amendment) Bill, 869, 980, 981.
Rural Finance Commission-Loans for private
powerlines, q 849.
Sale of Goods (Vienna Convention) Bill, 1457.
Saleyards-Working party report, 412. Rationalisation, q 1500.
Senate Vacancy, 1.
Sessional Orders, 328, 724, 966.

Margarine (Amendment) Bill, 881, 973.

Shop Trading (T.Fmporary Provisions) Bill, 1453.

Mayfair Hams & Bacon Co., q 693.

State Electricity Commission-Replacement of rural
powerlines, 36.

Melbourne Central Project-Sale of Museum railway station site, qn 45.
Ministerial Statements-St Albans Community
Health and Resources Centre, 239. Telodrin farm
poisoning at Heytesbury, 919.

State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1079.
State Transport Authority-Rail transport of livestock,341.

Motor Car Traders Bill, 1456.

Statutory Rules-Disallowance, 1415.

Natural Resources and Environment CommitteeAppointment of member, 380.

Supreme Court Bill, 1614.

Nude Bathing-At Sandringham, 602.
Old Treasury Building-Christmas tree, 1623.
Parliament-Broadcasting of proceedings, 234.

Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1619.
Telodrin-Farm poisoning at Heytesbury, q 914,
919.

Pay-roll Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 903.

Trading Hours-Red meat, q 234, q 546, q 1393,
q 1399.

Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill,
326.

Transport (Amendment) Bill, 1615.

Planning and Environment Bill, 1147.

Universities-La Trobe council, 1191.

Police Department-Marnoo police station, q 76.

Victorian Curriculum and Assessment Board, 2.

Ports-Appointment of commissioner to Portland
authority, 1004.

Victorian Young Farmers Movement-Government funding, q 611.
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Ward, Hon. H. R. (South Eastern Province)
Ambulance Services Bill, 1716.
Appropriation ( 1986-87, No. 1) Bill, 1162.
Brothels-Planning (Brothels) Act 1984,547.
Drugs-Legalisation of marijuana use, 77, 359.
Education-Primary school for Langwarrin Park,
677.
Handicapped Persons-Modifications to Frankston
residence, 736.
Housing-For the aged in Shire of Woo ray I, 34.
Inverloch-Foreshore reports, 411.
Latrobe Country Credit Cooperative Ltd, 1384.
Martial Arts Control Bill, 705, 716, 717, 718, 719,
720, 722, 723.
Ministry, The-Undertakings of former Minister for
Planning and Environment, q 75.
National Tennis Centre (Amendment) Bill, 789.
Petitions-Legalisation of marijuana use, 77, 359.
Planning (Brothels) Act 1984, 547. Shellfish, 750.
Planning-Zoning amendment for Shire of Woorayl,34.
Planning (Brothels) Act 1984, 547.
Police Department-Strength in south Gippsland,
998.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1488,
1490.
Racing (Sunday Racing and Betting) Bill, 137.
Road Safety Bill, 1032.
Shellfish-Use of clams as bait, 750.
Warragul Velodrome, 1081.
Water-Eductor dredging in rivers, 833.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 988.
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White, Hon. D. R. (Doutta Galla Province) (Minister
for Health)
Alcoa of Australia Ltd-Portland smelter joint venture, 548.
Ambulance Services-Inter-hospital transfers, qn 59,
q 74. Hospital bypass, q 1196, q 1261.
Ambulance Services Bill, 1657, 1699, 1719, 1720,
1721, 1722, 1723.
Annual Reporting (Amendment) Bill, 227, 330, 1637,
1638,1639.
Appropriation (1986-87, No. I) Bill, 676, 695.
Australian National Canine Advancement Cooperative Society Ltd, qn 56.
Budget Documents, 82, 83, 592.
Cemeteries-Coburg, 1251. Eltham, 1726.
Christmas Felicitations, 1727.
Commonwealth Powers (Family Law-Children)
Bill,1699.
Community Services-Child abuse, 931.
Condoms, 1623.
Construction Industry Long Service Leave (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 1612, 1693.
De Facto Relationships Bill, 158.
Dental Services-Review, q 1197.
Drugs-Detoxification of addicts, qn 65. Leniency
of sentence for marijuana grower, 682, q 746.
Problem in Bendigo, q 687. Legalisation of marijuana use, q 688.
Education-Bendigo College of Advanced Education, 37. Mobile life education units, q 1398.
Emergency Services Superannuation Bill, 1453, 1563,
1564.
Estimates Committee-Establishment, 459, 485, 492,
496. Leave for Minister to attend, 784.
Food (Amendment) Bill, 359, 503, 875.

Warragul Velodrome, 1081, 1086.
Waste Management Inc., q 424.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 182, q 426.
Mornington Peninsula and District Water Board,
q 692. Lorne Water Board, 730, 739. Eductor
dredging in rivers, 833.
Western Port Regional Planning and Coordination
Committee, q 229, q 540.
Whales-Stranded in Portland harbour, q 1308.

Freedom of Information Act-Medical peer reviews,
q 1394.
Friendly Societies Bill, 1239, 1264, 1541, 1542.
Gas and Fuel Corporation-Higinbotham Province:
gas usage, qn 1303; rebates, qn 1303.
Geelong Regional Commission (Amendment) Bill,
146,149.
Geriatric Services-Bendigo Home and Hospital for
the Aged, 37.
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White, Hon. D. R.-continued
Government Departments and InstrumentalitiesToll-free telephone service, qn 65. Spot audit program, qn 1498.
Handicapped Persons-Modifications to Frankston residence, 737. Special accommodation houses,
q 1398.
Health-

Department Victoria-Projects and grants, qn 42.
Staff, qn 52, qn 57, qn 349. Toll-free telephone
service, qn 65. Complaints service, qn 65. Investigations and reviews, qn 345. Regionalisation, 840,
q 846. Office of Psychiatric Services, q 1091.
Regional health directors, q 1195.

Diseases-Acquired immune deficiency syndrome,
q 1259.

General-Community health centres: East Bentleigh, 36; in Higinbotham Province, qn 40; St
Albans Community Health and Resources Centre,
78, 255; administration, 255; costs, qn 416.
WorkCare premiums paid by institutions, qn 51.
Fund benefits for bush nursing hospital patients,
840. Hearing problems in young people, q 1309.
Smokeless tobacco, q 1395. Mobile life education
units, q 1398.
Health (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 851, 984.
Hospital Employees Federation-Non-nursing duties
agreement, qn 44.
Hospitals-Royal Southern Memorial, q 2, q 421.
Nurses' dispute, q 5, q 689, q 743, q 845, q 846,
q 848, q 913, q 1013, 1085, q 1089, q 1091, q 1094,
q 1257, q 1263, q 1306, q 1311, q 1499, q 1501,
q 1625. Bush nursing, 37, q 232, 840. Cost of nonnursing duties agreement, qn 44. WorkCare premiums, qn 51. Transfers by ambulance, qn 59,
q 74. Self-management, q 73. Seymour District
Memorial, 172. Overseas nurses, q 231. Victorian
Hospitals Association, q 358. Ballarat hospice
group, 412. Prince Henry's, 412, q 691, 910, 1004,
1251, q 1308, q 1309. Costs, qn 416. Recurrent
expenditure, q 543. In Western Province, 840.
Portland and District, 910, 1389. Heatherton, 1085.
Heywood, Penshurst and Macarthur, 1085. Transfer of patients to country, q 1089. Public system,
1114. Public hospital budgets, q 1192. Ambulance
bypass, q 1196, q 1261. Queen Victoria Medical
Centre, 1251, q 1308, q 1309, q 1628. Moorabbin,
1251, q 1308, q 1309. Mercy Hospice, q 1261.
Springvale and District Community, q 1396. Mildura Base, q 1629.

White, Hon. D. R.-continued
Land Tax (Amendment) BiU (No. 2), 1009, 1032.
Law Courts-Leniency of sentence for marijuana
grower, 682, q 746.
Medical Services-

General-Victorian Eyecare Service, q 745. Mercy
Hospice care unit, q 1261. CAT scanner for Mildura Base Hospital, q 1629.

Medical Practitioners-Information on peer reviews,
q 1394.

Nursing-Dispute: cost of pay increases, q 5, q 689,
q 743, q 845; motivation of union, q 846; Government action, q 848, q 1257, q 1499; closure of
public hospital beds, q 913; availability of hospital
beds, q 1013; savings on wages, 1085, 1311; comment of Premier, q 1089; effect on hospital waiting
lists, q 1091, q 1625; consultations with surgeons,
q 1094; support from Latrobe Valley power unions,
q 1263; essential supplies for hospitals, q 1306,
q 1501. Overseas nurses, q 231. In public hospital
system, 1114.
Mental Health Services-Special accommodation
houses, q 359, q 1398. Office of Psychiatric Services, q 1091. WiUsmere Hospital, 1311.
Ministerial Statements-St Albans Community
Health and Resources Centre, 78. Willsmere Hospital, 1311. Psychologists Bill, 1400. Therapeutic
Goods and Cosmetics Bill, 1508. Eltham cemetery, 1726.
Pay-roll Tax (Amendment) Bill (No. 2), 903.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill,
149,326,370.
Points of Order-Questions without notice to relate
to Government administration, 607. Unparliamentary expression, 608. Reference to AuditorGeneral's report, 673, 674, 675. Imputation of
improper motives, 1016. Minister's second-reading speech, 1030. Scope of personal explanation,
1096. Answer to question without notice, 1258.
Psychologists Bill, 1400.
Public Service-Optional early retirement, qn 415.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 993, 1287, 1295, 1296, 1298,
1302.
Rural Water Commission-Staff at central plant
workshop, Bendigo, qn 1733.
Sexual Assault Clinics, q 1628.
Shop Trading (Temporary Provisions) Bill, 1393,
1453,1653.

Hospitals (Powers) Bill, 237, 331, 380.

State Bank (Further Amendment) Bill, 1033.

Labour and Industry (Registration Fees) Bill
(No. 2), 845, 876.

State Electricity Commission-Charges for domestic installations, qn 56, qn 64. Higinbotham Province: electricity usage, qn 1303; rebates, qn 1304.

Land Tax-Assessments, qn 56.

LEGISLA TIVE COUNCIL

White, Hon. D. R.-continued
State Electricity Commission (Further Amendment)
Bill, 1051, 1079,1554, 1557.
SI reelw; ze Publication, 1251.

Superannuation-Optional early retirement for
public servants, qn 415.
Taxation-Land tax assessments, qn 419.
Taxation Acts (Amendment) Bill, 1499, 1619, 1689.
Therapeutic Goods and Cosmetics Bill, 1508.
Transport (Amendment) Bill, 1491.
Unions-Latrobe Valley power unions' support for
nurses, q 1263.
Victorian Hospitals Association, q 358.
Water-Thomson dam and river system, 216.
Mornington Peninsula and District Water Board,
q 692.
Water Acts (Further Amendment) Bill, 1615, 1655.
Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 181, 328,
584,589,988.
WorkCare-Premiums paid by health institutions,
qn 51.
Works and Services (Further Ancillary Provisions)
Bill, 677, 699.

WorkCare-Premiums paid by: health institutions,
qn 51; transport authorities, qn 61. Payments, 406.
Community Services Victoria, qn 1254.
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Wright, Hon. K. I. M.-continued
Drugs-Heroin addicts in provincial centres, q 689.
Problem in Bendigo, q 1012.
Education-Country primary school buildings,
qn 42. Mildura College lands, qn 911. Funds for
Mildura and Irymp1e post-primary schools, qn 912.
Food (Amendment) Bill, 872, 875.
Freedom of Information Act-Medical peer reviews,
q 1393.
Grain Industry-Ouyen area harvest, q 1503.
Health-Community health centres: St Albans
Community Health and Resources Centre, 257;
administration, 257.
Health Department Victoria-Regionalisation of
services, q 845. Regional health directors, q 1195.
Hospitals-Recurrent expenditure, q 543. Transfer
of patients to country, q 1089. Public hospital system, 1107. Mercy Hospice, q 1261. Mildura Base,
q 1629.
Hospitals (Powers) Bill, 378.
Local Goverment Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 879.
Local Government (General Amendment) Bill, 1567.
Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning Authority
Bill, 22.
Medical Services-Cost of nurses' pay increases, q 5.
Nurses in public hospital system, 1107. Mercy
Hospice care unit, q 1261. Information on peer
reviews, q 1393. CAT scanner for Mildura Base
Hospital, q 1629.
Parliament House-Security, 338.
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Bill,

370.

Conservation, Forests and Lands, Department ofFunding for vehicles and equipment, q 358.

Prostitution Regulation Bill, 1349.
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Bill, 1487.
Retail Tenancies Bill, 1282, 1288, 1294, 1296, 1300.
Royal Australian Nursing Federation-Dispute, q 5.
State Superannuation Board-Interest on delayed
payment, 907.
State Transport Authority-Torrita railway home,
406.
Transfer of Land (Conversion) Bill, 1572.

Corrections, Office of-Proposed low-security
women's prison, q 423.

Rulings and Statements as Acting Chairman of
Committees-

Crimes (Proceedings) Bill, 282.

Debate-Admissibility of amendment, 1378, 1379.

Wright, Hon. K. I. M. (North Western Province)
Ambulance Services Bill, 1704, 1720, 1724.
Building Societies (Amendment) Bill, 863.
Community Services-Emergency relief grants,
q 232. Mildura residential units for the intellectually disabled, 533, 1491. Child abuse, 921.

