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Second Session of the Fiftieth Parliament

Legislative Council
Tuesday, 24 February 1987

OPENING OF THE SESSION
The Second Session of the Fiftieth Parliament was opened this day.
At 2.30 p.m., the CLERK read the following:

PROCLAMATION
By the Governor of the State of Victoria
The Parliament of Victoria is adjourned until the day and hour fixed by the President of the Legislative
Council and the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly respectively.
I, the Governor of the State of Victoria, prorogue the Parliament until Tuesday, 24 February 1987, and fix
Tuesday, 24 February 1987 at 2.30 p.m. as the time for the commencement and holding of the next Session of
Parliament, for the despatch of business, in the Parliament Houses, situated in Spring Street, Melbourne.
The Honourable the Members of the Legislative Council and the Members of the Legislative Assembly are
required to give their attendance at that time and place.
Given under my hand and the seal of Victoria on 21 January 1987.
(L.s.)
J. DA VIS McCAUGHEY
By His Excellency's Command
JOHN CAIN
Premier

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
The Usher of the Black Rod announced the approach of His Excellency the Governor.
His Excellency entered the Chamber attended by his suite.
The Legislative Assembly, with their Speaker, attended in response to His Excellency's
summons.
His Excellency addressed the following Speech to both Houses of Parliament:
MR PRESIDENT AND HONOURABLE MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:
MR SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBL v:

In this its sixth year of office, I should like to present a summary of my Government's
intentions and aspirations for Victoria.
It is now five years since the people of Victoria entrusted to my Government the
responsibility of assuring the future of this State.
Session 1987-1
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It was then, and it remains, a great responsibility, for this is a crucial time-a watershedin Victoria's history.
It is a time of unprecedented economic change-in the world at large, and of necessity
in Australia.
It is on the calibre of our response to these changes that Victoria's future depends.

The planning and co-ordination of that response is the prime task of my Government.
In the context of past and contemporary events, it might well be called an historic task.
Five years ago, Victoria was performing poorly in a national economy which itself was
far from impressive.
It is apparent that Victoria had stumbled into the modem economic era still burdened
by the baggage of an earlier one-those days when it was possible to think that this nation
rode on the sheep's back, and on what could be dug out of the ground.

Most believed that wool and minerals would provide the export revenue we needed and
protection would secure our jobs.
Manufacturing industry continued to creak behind the tariff wall. Manufacturing had
no future, just a continuing existence.
So rapid have the economic changes been, and so manifest the lessons-so threatening
are the consequences of failure to come to grips with them-Australians have suddenly
learnt that they must change their attitudes.
Reform can only be effective however when contemporary realities are properly
understood.
My Government set out to understand those realities-its reforms therefore address
them.
It seeks to redress injustice where it presently exists, and equally to take the maximum
advantage of all those opportunities which a rapidly changing world presents.
It seeks, in other words, nothing less than a humane and prosperous society: an enlivened,

modern society.
No Government could have a greater challenge: in the last five years it has set Victoria
on a new course.
Victoria now leads the economic recovery which has been occurring in Australia.
The statistics which underline this fact have a significant social meaning. In the first
place they mean that far more Victorians have jobs than might have been expected a few
years ago.
Victorians are now enjoying the benefits of increased investment, industrial expansion
and diversification, and overall economic growth.
While my Government takes pride in its achievements it recognizes that further tasks
lie ahead and with them opportunities which must be seized.
A fundamental challenge will be to encourage exports and create growth based on
Victoria's competitive strengths. These include the greater use in industry of our intellectual
capacities and the realization of the potentialities of new technology.
My Government recognizes that neither Victoria nor Australia can compete with the
major economies across the board: but by identifying our strengths and concentrating on
their development the industries of this State can significantly increase the volume of our
value-added exports and therefore our general wealth.
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This lies at the heart of the Economic Strategy. At its periphery lie a variety of essential
measures to ensure its success.
For my Government the Economic Strategy demands a much stronger emphasis on the
development and dissemination of new technologies, and on improving the knowledge
and skills of the Victorian workforce.
The specific challenges are numerous:
The first, undoubtedly, is the development of an adaptable and durable manufacturing
industry, capable of taking advantage of export opportunities created by deregulation of
the financial system. Opportunities for a resurgent manufacturing industry have not
been better for thirty-five years.
To this end the Government has pursued a range of measures to facilitate private
sector development. The task goes well beyond maintaining cost competitiveness. Success
will depend on expanded and innovative use of new technology, design, quality control,
marketing, and reliable and effective distributive networks. My Government will take
further strides to reduce the burden of unnecessary government regulation.
There remains the necessity to maintain good industrial relations particularly at a
time when there are pressures for wage increases and greater flexibility in the arbitration
process. Restraint in both prices and incomes is required to hold back inflation and
improve further our international competitiveness.
My Government takes pride in Victoria's now flourishing tourist industry. The natural
environment of this State was recognized early as one of its advantages. The adjustment
to the value of the dollar and an extensive promotional campaign, within Australia and
overseas, have seen tourism become one of Victoria's most significant industries. It
remains to build on this promising base.
Victoria's rural industries continue to be our largest export earners. The Government
is aware of the special needs of the rural community at a time when world trade
conditions and the policies of some of our competitors are creating serious difficultiesparticularly among cereal and dairy producers.
While recognizing that the solution to the problems of rural Victoria is largely out of
its hands, my Government believes that much can be done by a continuing search for
new products and markets and by sparing no effort to achieve precise and reliable
delivery.
The Government will continue to seek more equitable arrangements for grants to the
States. It recognizes that present arrangements, when combined with a restrained federal
budget, will increase budgetary problems for Victoria.
In addition to these demands there remains the task of ensuring that the difficulties
created by economic change are moderated for ordinary men and women.
My Government is aware that current restraints imposed on the community by our
changed position in the world economy have frequently been borne by those least able to
pay. It is aware that for many prices have increased more rapidly than disposable income.
My Government offers the assurance that its efforts are governed by an appreciation of
public needs, and by a determination consistently to seek ways to advance the cause of
social justice.
My Government believes that the surest guarantee of social well being is economic
health.
To this end its Economic Strategy seeks the means of developing a modem and dynamic
society capable of delivering prosperity to Victorians in the 1990s and beyond.
Above all, my Government is intent on growth in employment.
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It believes there is nothing so unfair, and nothing so socially destructive as widespread
unemployment.
The imperative to create employment has created other imperatives.
Some which I have mentioned demand economic and administrative reforms and
initiatives.
These reforms are essential to our economic future and, my Government believes,
equally essential to our notions of social justice.
My Government has taken steps to improve the efficiency of government services, both
in their dealings with the general public and with business.
It holds strongly to the view that the consequences of inefficiency are personal and social
as well as economic.
It will continue its campaign to eliminate bureaucratic obstruction, and delays in
processing and delivery.
The Courts Modernization Program, which was commenced three years ago, serves as
an example of my Government's efforts. Among other results achieved by this program,
the average delay in Magistrates' Courts has been reduced from ten months to eleven
weeks. Numerous other reforms will soon result in vastly improved efficiency and
accessibility to court services for the profession, the police and the public.
My Government's pursuit of social justice in Victoria is a continuing commitment. In
a good society enterprise abounds and is rewarded. Compassion-manifest compassion
for the underprivileged-is also a hallmark of any good society.
Without it-despite current fashions-far from creating a modem society we create a
backward one.
The decision to adopt a Social Justice Strategy arises from the Government's
determination to harness the resources of the State in a systematic way, according to a
planned schedule, and with all government agencies working towards clearly specified
objectives.
My Government's first term of office saw work proceed on two fronts-a comprehensive
review of social policies and community services was undertaken.
This has created an invaluable repository of information and advice from which concrete
programs can be implemented.
Major legislation has been enacted-including WorkCare, Occupational Health and
Safety Provisions, the expansion of Legal Aid, the reform of Adoption Legislation and the
expansion of Public Rental Housing.
In the Government's second term of office the initiative has been maintained with the
Youth Guarantee, legislation to extend the rights of the mentally ill and the intellectually
disabled, and the introduction of greater financial protection for older people entering
retirement villages.
At present the most comprehensive review ever undertaken of government activity in
Victoria is underway.
All government agencies are being required to pursue the goals of Social Justice.
These necessarily include fair, efficient, accessible services, the protection of citizens'
rights, and the extension of the individual's democratic right to influence decisions which
affect him or her.
F our major priorities have been established in the pursuit of social justice. These are:
Children in poverty.
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Long term unemployment.
Dignity and security for the aged.
Human rights.
My Government has established several other priorities.
The introduction of public transport to areas previously unserviced is one such.
During this financial year, significant improvements involving some 500000 bus
kilometres have been introduced to the Greensborough, Frankston and Werribee
neighbourhoods. And there will be further major extensions in the immediate future.
Housing is another priority. In 1986-87 the Government will achieve 3100 housing
handovers well on the way to its target figure of 12 000 in four years.
Home ownership assistance has been increased by 13-8 per cent in 1986-87, to 98·2
million dollars.
My Government believes that matters of social justice are properly the concern of
community groups, commerce and industry, unions and other institutions. It calls on
them to join the Government in its efforts.
My Government does not believe that spending alone is the solution to welfare. It
believes instead that welfare programs must be undertaken with the same attention to
rational analysis and detail, the same eye to imaginative solutions, the same long term
view, as every other area of government policy.
In housing, health and welfare-as in education, transport and other public sector
enterprises-the Government recognizes that there are myriad legitimate claims but no
simple solutions.
My Government's aims are long term. In a number of cases they involve thoroughgoing
overhauls of outdated bureaucratic machinery, the wholesale restructuring of operations
in essential services, a complete re-definition of governing ideas and practices.
My Government will soon announce its Conservation Strategy.
The Conservation Strategy represents the first effort in Victoria's history to develop a
philosophy and a program to protect and enhance our natural and cultural heritage. It
recognizes the interdependence of development and conservation.
With this strategy the Government seeks to enhance the quality of life in Victoria by
providing a better environment in which to live.
Equally it seeks to promote sustainable, environmentally sensitive economic
development and to provide opportunities for new, safe and stimulating jobs. It builds on
the Government's excellent record in the past four years in increasing national and State
parks by 36 per cent from 4·3 to 5-9 per cent of Victoria and by opening parks to people.
The Conservation Strategy recognizes eight major priorities:
restoring the land
ensuring the survival of flora and fauna
protecting forests
revi ving rivers, coasts and wetlands
wise use of resources
enhancement of our cities
control of pollution and hazardous chemicals
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environmental education and community involvement
My Government has embarked on a course which will protect and improve the
environment and the lives of all Victorians, while raising the level of public awareness,
understanding and appreciation of the world we live in and the heritage we share.
The Government is confident that by the end of the century Victoria will have reversed
the trend towards the extinction of many native flora and fauna.
More visible will be rejuvenated waterways and the rehabilitation of land affected by
salinity and soil erosion.
The Conservation Strategy is a major turning point in the treatment of our natural and
cultural heritage which will benefit generations well beyond the present one.
The Government's initiatives relating to the Economic Strategy, the Social Justice
Strategy and the Conservation Strategy will be matched by a considerable Legislative
Program which it is my pleasure to outline.
A Bill to provide protection to victims of domestic violence and a civil law remedy
separate from any criminal law sanctions.
The reintroduction of a Bill which though not attempting to equate de facto
relationships with marriage, will ameliorate the present harsh operation of the common
law in relation to persons living in de facto relationships.
A Bill to change the law following the Nieuwenhuysen Report. After considering the
recommendations of the report and the wide response to it, my Government now
intends to introduce new liquor legislation in this Parliamentary session.
It has accepted the responsibility to reduce the abuse and misuse of alcohol in the
community. The forthcoming legislation will strongly support the Government's recent
initiatives on this matter.
The legislation will provide simpler licensing procedures with a substantial reduction
in the number of licence and permit categories. Administrative changes to the licensing
process will eliminate some requirements which are no longer appropriate to the needs
of the industry or the community.
The new legislation will also remove overlapping regulations between the Liquor
Control Commission and other Government agencies.
A Bill to provide for a more modem and progressive system of local government,
including greater local powers, responsibility and accountability. It will bring this tier of
Government closer to the local community and ensure it is more responsive to their
needs.
A Bill to provide for a new system of classification of all land held by Government in
Victoria and mechanisms for the transfer of land between categories.
The reintroduction of a Bill providing for the first overhaul of Victoria's planning laws
since statutory planning was introduced in 1944. The Bill establishes a single planning
scheme and two discretionary planning approval processes-permits, and amendments to
schemes. The Bill seeks to emphasise environmental, social and economic considerations
in planning matters.
The reintroduction of a Bill to provide access to simple and inexpensive means of
resolving planning disputes by creating a Planning Division of the Administrative Appeals
Tribunal.
The reintroduction of a Bill to abolish the grand jury procedure, thereby preventing
private individuals from by-passing the Director of Public Prosecutions in instituting
criminal proceedings.
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The reintroduction of a Bill to establish an office to conciliate and review complaints
about health organizations, institutions and professionals. This office will not only assist
consumers and providers to resolve complaints about health services but will also monitor
complaints, analyse data and recommend improvements to health service provision.
The reintroduction of a Bill to provide for the declaration of six new national parks and
changes to the boundaries of five others. This Bill reflects my Government's policy of
expanding the system of parks and conservation reserves to ensure that samples of all
Victoria's ecosystems of national significance are permanently reserved for the benefit of
all future generations.
The reintroduction of a Bill to implement the major recommendations of the Miller
Report on shop trading anomalies and penalties and to introduce a new system of shop
registration and classification.
The Bill will ensure that:
consumers have adequate access to the goods they require;
a diverse and competitive retail system is developed;
special provisions are available for holiday and tourists areas and for special
events; and
that retailers and employees have a fair and equitable regulatory framework
for the industry.
MR SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBL v:

A Supply Bill to make provision for ongoing Government expenditure for the first four
months of the financial year 1987-88 will be presented to you during the present sittings
of Parliament.
MR PRESIDENT AND HONOURABLE MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:
MR SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBL v:

As my Government approaches the commencement of its sixth year in office it remains
resolved to press on with the comprehensive program of reform I have outlined.
My Government takes satisfaction from its achievements. It recognizes that many
obstacles remain, and that its ambitions will at times be frustrated by circumstances
beyond its control.
But my Government believes Victoria is now well and truly embarked on a new course
that will take it well prepared into the 1990s.
My Government does not subscribe to the view that by any single stroke our economic
and social trials will go away.
More than that, my Government believes that simplistic solutions would betray the
hopes and aspirations of past generations of Australians, and the security of future ones.
It rejects also the demands of narrow, sectional interests, where those interests are
incompatible with the overall interest of the community.

In pursuit of its goals the Government sees no alternative to the comprehensive strategies
it has evolved and the hard work and attention to detail they entail.
I now formally open this Parliament and pray that the guidance of Almighty God may
attend on your deliberations.
Copies of the Speech were handed by the Governor's Private Secretary to the President
and the Speaker.
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Death ofNeil Frank Stacey, Esquire

His Excellency and suite withdrew, and members of the Legislative Assembly retired
from the Chamber.

The sitting was suspended at 3.5 p.m. until 5.3 p.m.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie) took the chair and read the prayer.

DEATH OF NEIL FRANK STACEY, ESQUIRE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I move:
That this House expresses its sincere sorrow at the death, on 29 January 1987, ofNeil Frank Stacey, a former
member of this House, and places on record its ackncwledgment ofthe valuable services rendered by him to the
Parliament and the people of Victoria as a member for the Chelsea Province from 1976 to 1982.

The death on 29 January of Neil Stacey, who was a former member of this House for the
province of Chelsea, has shocked and saddened all of us. It is not an uncommon duty for
Leaders of the House to note the passing of a former member. However, in this case the
tragedy is that so young a man should be struck down in the very prime of life. It gives us
all cause to reflect on the transitory nature oflife itself and the fact that none of us has any
assurance of a particular life span.
For many of us Neil Stacey was a contemporary and a colleague. He was notable, and I
would say memorable, for the sheer energy and robustness he brought to all the activities
in which he took part. He made his presence felt. He was no mere figure of a man.
Neil Stacey was born at Hastings in 1934. He was brought up in Bittern, I understand,
by a grandfather who ran the "non-official" post office there for some 60 years. Neil Stacey
was educated at the Bittern Primary School and then went on to Frankston High School
and Wesley College Melbourne. He trained as a teacher at the former Melbourne Teachers
College and taught in primary schools around the State for some twenty years. Neil Stacey
transferred to Haileybury College to teach for two years just prior to entering Parliament.
For some years he served in the former Citizen Military Forces as a non-commissioned
officer and he was active in the Victorian Teachers Union and was, for some time, branch
president. He and his family lived in Aspendale from 1963 onwards. He served as a city
councillor in Chelsea for eleven years and was the Mayor of Chelsea during 1971 and
1972.
Neil joined the Liberal Party in 1966. Interestingly, I was looking at some of the
newspaper cuttings, and at the time he said that he believed the Liberal Party had "broader
appeal" than the then Country Party, so he joined the Liberal Party. That is an interesting
reflection today!
He was elected as a member for Chelsea Province in 1976 at the beginning of a time of
political change-if I might call it that-in the area. That led to the fact that in 1979 the
other Chelsea Province seat was won by the Australian Labor Party, by a former colleague,
the Honourable Eric Kent. By 1982 when Neil was up for re-election he had an uphill
battle on his hands. Indeed, as history shows, he was defeated at the 1982 election by the
Honourable Mal Sandon when my party won Government.
Neil Stacey was gracious in defeat. I refer to a further press cutting that I found from the
Mordialloc-Chelsea News of 14 April 1982 in which he stated:
In Chelsea Province I congratulate my opponent Mr Mal Sandon and trust that he finds his six-year term as
challenging and as satisfying as I have done since 1976.
The people of Victoria have clearly said to the Liberal Party of Victoria after 27 years in office that their time
is up. I accept their determination without qualification or reservation.

That was a very gracious statement in defeat. I knew Neil Stacey fairly well after spending
three years with him in this House. He was a Government backbencher at that time and I
have often thought-and I hope I am not misunderstood-that he would have enjoyed a
few years in opposition. As colleagues of mine will affirm, it is not easy to be a backbencher
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in Government. The restrictions are somewhat greater. I imagine Neil would have enjoyed
the chance to sit on the Opposition benches and give us the benefit of his very loud voice
and fairly large presence, not that he was backward in launching into debate from where
he sat at the time-especially on education matters.
I know other honourable members today will want to speak to this motion of condolence.
I simply reiterate on behalf of members of the Government and, indeed, all members of
this House that the passing of Neil Stacey is a sadness to us all and I extend condolences
to his family, to his wife, Barbara, and to his three children, lan, Anne and Jenni.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-Naturally the Opposition wishes
to be associated with this rather sad motion. Neil Stacey was in fact a friend to everyone
who knew him. He was an easy man to get to know because he had such a warm personality.
As the Leader of the House said, he was a big man in so many ways and his nickname on
this side of the House was Clark Kent, a mild mannered man who had a great inner
strength and inner warmth. He embraced anyone whom he met with that warmth.
Even after his time in this place Neil retained his interest in this institution and retained
a great interest in politics. He was in this place only in November last year talking to me
at the back of the Chamber.
Neil Stacey was widely respected. He brought a range of experiences to this place. He
was a very fierce supporter of a State education system which he served for some twenty
years. He was proud of the State system of education even though his last two years in
teaching were in the private system.
Even after Neil Stacey had been in Parliament for some years, he frequently admitted
that he missed the teaching profession. He was a professional in every sense of the word
and he brought that professionalism into the House. Honourable members often had the
advantage of his knowledge and experience of the education system. Neil Stacey had
strong views about where changes should be made, but he was supportive of that system.
As the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs indicated, Neil Stacey took the teaching
profession seriously. He was branch president of the Victorian Teachers Union and
retained his interest in that profession until his death.
Neil Stacey's other experience was gained in local government. He was the Mayor of
Chelsea for a period and was a member of the Chelsea City Council for four or five years.
He brought that experience with him into the House.
Neil Stacey spent some time in the then Citizen Military Forces which helped to
broaden the man and his experiences. Neil Stacey was made a life governor of the Frankston
Hospital as a recognition of the work he did with the other members for that area, because
he showed all the time that he was a man of compassion, a man who was interested in
tackling the problems of the community, a man who, in many ways, did not care about
party politics. Neil was a committed Liberal, but as a member of Parliament he was more
concerned to look after his constituents from either side of politics.
Neil Stacey was a loving husband and father and those of us who went to his funeral,
including yourself, Mr President, could feel the depth of that love and affection.
Our condolences go to his wife, Babs, and his children, lan, J enni and Anne, and we
wish them well in the years ahead.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-Members of the National Party
were saddened to hear of the tragic death of Neil Stacey. He was a friend to us and we
valued the contact we had with him during the period that he was a member of the House.
Neil Stacey was a friendly member to all members of the House. He had the same
attitude, the same contact and was well liked. Members of the National Party respected
him greatly.
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Neil was diligent as a member of the House and as a local member. He sat where Mrs
Mc Lean now sits and he remained in the Chamber for nearly the whole time that the
House was sitting. I am sure that the Whip never had to chase him up. Neil would follow
closely the debates of the House and he often came over and asked honourable members
about a particular clause in a Bill. He often participated in the debate. Neil had the ability
to reduce the volume of his voice to a low level and then increase the volume, so that his
voice boomed across the Chamber. It had the effect of jolting honourable members in the
House; bringing them back to reality.
As the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs indicated, Neil was a big man with a
big voice and he used that voice to great effect. I have no doubt that Neil was an excellent
teacher because he had the capacity every now and then to bring people back to reality.
He used that ability in debate to press home his arguments.
I regarded Neil Stacey as an excellent member of Parliament, an excellent contributor
to debates and a diligent worker for the people whom he represented in his electorate.
Neil Stacey was well liked by members of the House. On many occasions honourable
members would see his wife in the visitors~ gallery listening to the debate. As Mr
Chamberlain indicated, it was obvious that there was a close family relationship and
honourable members became used to seeing Neil and his wife having dinner together in
the evenings.
Even though Neil Stacey served Parliament for only a six-year term, he served the
House well and will be remembered by honourable members for a long time through his
contribution and his friendship with many of us.
Members of the National Party are saddened by his death, as I indicated, and extend to
his widow and members of his family our deepest sympathy and condolences.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-I knew Neil Stacey for more than
25 years. I knew him as a teacher, from the work and interest he had in the Victorian
Teachers Union and, of course, as a member of the Legislative Council.
Neil Stacey~s primary school career extended from the Melbourne Teachers College into
Gippsland, northern Victoria and to Aspendale, where he taught for a number of years.
Angus McPhail and I used to joke with Neil that we were both failures because I could
never get him to complete his qualifications and Angus could never get him to complete
his work program. We always laughed heartily about having him toe the line on those
matters.
Neil Stacey transferred to the private school system when he joined Haileybury College,
where he was regarded highly. Neil took a keen interest in local affairs, particularly local
government in the City oiChelsea, where he served for a number of years as a councillor
and was later mayor of the city.
Neil was energetic in politics, almost to the extent of being addicted. He served as a
branch president and as electorate president, participating fully in political affairs.
Neil Stacey loved people and the management of people. It was that interest in people
that led him to becoming a conscientious member of Parliament representing the Chelsea
Province. Local government and education were two subjects in which he took a remarkable
interest. He had a vision about the direction local government should take. When the
Government of the day was under attack, the voice of Neil Stacey could be heard above
all the din, objections and interjections. He fought strongly in debates but never held
grudges. What was said in debate in the House remained in the House.
Neil Stacey's laughter was seldom light or melodious, but it was a style which fitted the
stature of the man. He was 196 centimetres tall and the decibel reading from the laughter
fortissimo was approximately 196 decibels. A broad smile always registered his joy and
covered the whole of his face.
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Neil Stacey was a wonderful family man. He was supported strongly by his wife, Babs.
His family of Anne-Mrs Baker-and her twin brother, lan, and Jenni were the pride and
joy of his life, but they were overshadowed only by his extraordinary love for his three
grandchildren.
The spirit of Neil Stacey will live on through his family and the work he has done with
the people he represented. I join with honourable members of all parties in expressing my
condolences to Babs and his family.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-Neil Stacey was a man who was
respected in every field in which he had anything to do. He was respected as a teacher. He
was respected for his services in municipal life. He was respected in his church, in his
lodge and in this House. Neil Stacey was respected, I believe, because one always knew
where he stood on every issue. He never pulled any punches. He never gave or sought any
quarter, but he did so sincerely; he did so honestly and his integrity shone through at all
times, so he garnered respect about him.
Neil Stacey had not one single enemy in any of those fields. That is something that
many of us wished we could say of ourselves; it is something his widow will be pleased to
learn and gain comfort from. Neil Stacey made friends, never enemies.
Much has been said about Neil Stacey's robust, sonorous, booming voice. Let me add
one thing: he was the only member of this House who, whatever the din or degree of
interjections, could always be heard. Hansard always managed to get down what he said
when in similar cases with other honourable members it has had to be made up!
As has been pointed out, Neil Stacey came to this House in 1976. It should be mentioned
that, on paper, Chelsea Province was unwinnable by the Liberal Party-1976 happened
to be a year of record majority for the Liberal Party. With that unique feature, his
personality and the fact that he was well known in municipal life, Neil Stacey was elected.
He held the seat of Chelsea Province, which was important for his party.
In 1979, when the other half of Chelsea Province came up for election, Neil and
everyone else could see that, politically, the writing was on the wall for him; Eric Kent,
who represented the Labor Party, swept in and won the seat of Chelsea Province by
thousands upon thousands of votes.
Neil worked not only just as hard during the ensuing three years but harder still. He
moved his electorate office to the most difficult part of Chelsea Province and gave great
service in Dandenong. He was absolutely indefatigable in the service of his electors; in
organisation after organisation he was greatly respected for the work that he did.
Not so long ago I visited the Chisholm Institute of Technology and was told that Neil
Stacey was the best member ever to represent that area. That was a tribute when one
thinks of the many representatives who have looked after that institution. No matter
whether one goes to the hospitals, the health centres or to other organisations, one will
hear Neil Stacey spoken of with great respect by both political friends and those on the
other side of the fence.
He was a dedicated man to whom the fact that it was impossible to win the next time
around meant nothing; he still gave of his best. It is a pity that he has been taken at such a
young age from his wife and family and from those who knew him, but he will be
remembered. He has made his mark and he will be remembered in the hearts of all who
knew him.
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea Province)-I desire to be associated with the
motion. I agree with the majority of comments that have been made about Neil, whom I
met for the first time just after I was endorsed for Chelsea Province prior to 1982.
Honourable members have mentioned that Neil was kind and courteous; these attributes
were certainly reflected in the way in which he treated me. I was unsure about the
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relationship I would have with him when we became opponents in the lead-up to the
election, but at all times he was courteous to me.
He was the first person whom I met in this place after I was elected. He took me to the
bar, shouted me a beer and wished me well. My Leader echoed those sentiments when he
mentioned the press report in the Mordialloc-Chelsea News. Neil did not say for public
consumption what was reported in the press; he believed in what he said. That was a mark
of the man that he was.
When Neil and I stood for Chelsea Province the boundaries were different and the area
to be covered was much larger. It spread from Mount Eliza to Mordialloc and swung out
to Dandenong and Doveton. Not unexpectedly, Neil showed a solid interest in the issues
associated with Port Phillip Bay. I have also respected that interest and concern. Neil held
memberships in many local clubs such as the Aspendale Life Saving Club, of which he
was recently made a life member. I was present when the Honourable Lindsay Thompson
gave Neil his life membership badge.
He was also associated with the Mordialloc Sailing Club and the Rossdale Golf Club. In
many ways his memberships reflected both his personal and Parliamentary interests.
Honourable members have discussed his background in the service of primary schools.
His interest in education and local government was reflected by his membership of the
committees on which he served in this place. His interests were also reflected in the
contributions he made to debates in this House.
I offer his wife and family my condolences.
The Hon. R. I. KNOWLES (Ballarat Province)-I also wish to be associated with the
condolence motion. I entered this House on the same day as the Honourable Neil Stacey
and a number of my colleagues. The condolence motion today tends to reinforce our
vulnerability, especially when one considers that Neil was a contemporary and of our own
age.
Other honourable members have spoken of Neil's fine attributes. Those sentiments are
shared by all honourable members. Neil was committed to the electorate and expressed
his interests in education and local government. The aspects I remember most about Neil
were his warmth, friendship and loyalty to his colleagues. If one was going through a
difficult time, Neil was always one of those honourable members who said, "Look, it's not
all that bad. It will be all right. We'll work it through." That attitude was reflected in Neil's
approach.
As Mr Hunt said, Neil won a seat that was not a Liberal seat; it was obvious prior to the
1982 election that Neil would have a great deal of difficulty holding on to it. I cannot recall
one occasion on which Neil complained about that prospect. He continued to work
extremely hard because he believed that was the best way to serve those who supported
him and honoured the ideals that he held high.
I convey my condolences to his wife, Babs, and to his family, on his sad passing.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-I first met Neil Stacey in the
Government party room in 1976 just after we were both elected for the first time. I knew
him for six years as a colleague. I always appreciated his friendly warmth, his energy and
robustness, which have been mentioned, and his intelligent simplicity.
That intelligent simplicity extended to the use of the English lan~uage. He was capable
of reducing the essence of tortuous political argument and rhetoncal manifestos to the
clear, honest language of the good teacher of children, which he undoubtedly was. It was a
useful gift for colleagues who had created the tortuousness and the rhetoric. I do not think
Neil would have wanted me to speak too long.
I have come to appreciate Neil even more in retrospect as I now understand much
better-from my vantage point as a marginal seat holder-how good he was as a local
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member. The adjectives "warm", "energetic" and "conscientious" do not convey enough
about the vital Neil Stacey but they will have to do to explain my understanding of his
outstanding merits. I liked him, I respected him and now I feel the sadness of his loss. I
join in offering my condolences to his wife and family.
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-I also wish to contribute to the debate on
this motion. Neil Stacey, Mr Guest, Mr Knowles and myself were elected at the same
time. I had the privilege and pleasure of sharing with Neil Stacey an office known as the
"pigeon loft" which adjoins this Chamber. At that time it was shared by the Honourables
Stanley Gleeson, Neil Stacey, Fred Grimwade, Peter Block and myself. None of them
could be described as small, but we all managed to fit in. Neil Stacey was always able to
make his views known to the media covering the Chelsea electorate over the voices of the
four other members sharing that office.
I assure honourable members that Neil Stacey was a sincere, conscientious and hardworking member. During that period he and I went through a great deal of political trauma
in our respective electorates. I was a survivor but, unfortunately, Neil had a much more
difficult seat. However, he never gave up in his quest to retain that seat. Neil performed a
magnificent job for all of the constituents of Chelsea Province.
Honourable members have mentioned today the volume of his voice in debate. I do not
believe I have met a person with such a warm chuckle and a keen sense of humour as Neil
Stacey. He certainly carried that sense of humour through to his colleagues at the darkest
and deepest periods of our political lives.
It was my pleasure to know Neil Stacey, his wife, Babs, and their family. I recognise his
six years of service in political life and a longer period of service to the community. Neil
gave six years of his life to the Victorian Parliament which probably would have been the
prime years of his teaching career and he deserved the greatest commendation for that. I
extend my deepest sympathy to Babs and to his family.

The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province)-I also wish to add my remarks
to this debate. I make my contribution not only because I knew Neil Stacey in a political
sense but also because of the friendship that I shared with him over twenty years.
I can recollect a hot summer's day in 1966 when, as an official of the Mordialloc branch
of the Liberal Party, I visited the modest Aspendale house of Neil Stacey. After our first
meeting and conversation, he decided to join the Mordialloc branch. Subsequently, due
to expanding branch activities Neil became the first president of the Aspendale branch of
the Liberal Party.
Over the few days since Neil's death I have wondered whether the political mechanisms
and debates which occur in the Liberal Party-as in all political parties-made the man
or whether the man was that individual before he started. It is probably a mixture of both,
which made him the man he was.
As soon as Neil joined the Liberal Party he became an extremely active member. He
was on many party committees over the years. He was a true and worthy opponent in
matters of political principle within the party. Neil and I disagreed on some issues but we
always came to harmonious conclusions. Neil was an important component of the Liberal
Party in the southern suburbs. In the mid-1970s he became chairman of the lsaacs electorate
committee, where great political debates were held on this State and this nation. Neil was
responsible for turning the Federal defeat of David Hamer in 1974 into a victory in 1975
by his enormous efforts within what was essentially a marginal seat.
I stood for Liberal Party preselection for Chelsea Province, which was a new province,
in 1976, but Neil won that accolade. I express my thanks for his support following that
preselection because I then won preselection for Chelsea Province in 1978 for the election
to be held in 1979. When that preselection was granted me, there was a strong possibility
of my winning that seat, although the political circumstances had changed significantly
over those twenty months.
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Neil was the greatest support that a candidate to an election could have had because of
the encouragement and detail that he provided. His friendship and support were
remarkable. A former member of this Chamber, the Honourable Eric Kent, won that
election from me by a handful of votes. I thought my opportunity of entering Parliament
was fading, but Neil again showed his solid support and encouraged me to stand for a
different seat. With his assistance, and that of others, I now have the honour of representing
my constituents of Higinbotham Province in Parliament.
The political and lay careers ofNeil Stacey and myself have been intertwined. Neil was
always a tremendous friend and, in expressing my thoughts today, I am conscious not
only of my friendship with him but also of my friendship with his wife, Babs, and his
children, Ian, Anne and Jenni. The affectionate support of Babs was always important to
Neil. On numerous occasions I have seen Neil and Babs walking hand in hand in Queen's
Hall. It is a lesson to us all of what family life should be about.
Babs had a difficult three years during which Neil had been sick. It must have been a
great tragedy for Babs to see her husband fading away over that time. My colleagues and
myself express our deepest sympathy to Babs and our admiration for the strong support
she gave her husband not only in political life but also where real life begins and,
unfortunately, ends.
I visited Neil a fortnight before his death. I had been informed by my colleagues that
Neil's life expectancy was very short. Neil was in bed and was obviously ill, but I did not
see any apparent signs of that illness because he had the Age, the Australian, the Sun, and
the Herald on his bed. He said, "Geoff, I am so glad to see you", and all the political issues
of the day emerged. Neil said that it was a pleasure to see a politician, although I knew
many of my colleagues had already visited him. He called upon all the political issues of
the day and discussed them with me. I thought I would be there for half an hour but it was
2 or 3 hours before I left. Neil's interest in political issues and the community' remained
until the end. I hope I shall be able to face death with the same dignity that Ned showed.
Neil Stacey's impact on the local community, not only within Liberal Party circles but
also within the City of Chelsea, in which he spent most of his years, should be remembered.
The people who attended his funeral would recognise the significance of the work in which
he was involved in that community.
Many constituents of the former Chelsea Province, which, as Mr Sandon said, comprised
areas from Dandenong to Frankston, have corresponded with me in recent days expressing
their sympathy and that of many community groups to Neil's family and their thanks for
.
his life of service to the community.
Neil was a remarkable person and a man of high integrity. One aspect on which I
admired him in a political sense-and it was an important political circumstance within
the Liberal Party-was his firm opposition to casinos. He believed them to be wrong on
moral grounds at that time, and the issue was debated strongly within the Liberal Party.
Neil had that dedication and purpose. He believed in principles and expressed his views
forcibly within the party and in Parliament. Both Parliament and the community are the
worse for his passing, and I extend my sincere sympathy to Babs, lan, Anne and Jenni.
The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland Province)-The Leader of the National Party
reminded us that the late Neil Stacey occupied the seat now occupied by my colleague, the
Honourable Barry Murphy. I had the privilege of sitting beside him during the whole of
his six years in this Chamber and, during that period, naturally we exchanged many
confidences, and I believe I came to know him quite well. It soon became apparent to me
that he was a man of high principle; he was a man of compassion; he cared for people, and
caring for people brings in caring for his family. When he left the_Chamber he would say
"I am going out to ring Babs". That was a routine matter for him and demonstrated his
obvious care.
It is sad-and the Leader of the House has already alluded to it-that a young man of
such ability should be struck down at such an early age. It is sad for the whole of this State,
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regardless of one's political affiliations. The Leader of the House is also correct in saying
that Neil Stacey would have loved being in opposition, because he would have been
unfettered and honourable members would then have heard the real Neil Stacey in action.
We all face the political tide running against us, and Neil experienced that. However, as
has been said many times, I never heard one word of complaint from him. That was the
challenge and he accepted it; he accepted defeat in the same way as he accepted victory.
In my view, Neil Stacey was a great man. Babs and her family must realise by now from
all that has been said about Neil Stacey that he was a great man. I hope that those
memories will help Babs and her family in their troubled days and I again extend to Neil's
family my sincere sympathy.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotham Province)-I shall long remember Neil
Stacey, not only for the physical attributes that have been mentioned by several speakers
today, but also for his kindness, patience and good humour. I spent three years in this
Chamber with him. He had been here since 1976 when I came in to Parliament in 1979.
I came in as a rather tentative backbencher. You know, Mr President, and my confreres
on the opposite side will know just how much use Government backbenchers are in this
place: the Government wants your vote and your presence but not much else! Generally,
one is encouraged to be quiet. However, Neil was a backbencher, as I was, but he was not
discouraged at all from making speeches and spoke at every opportunity. When I first
came here, I found it a daunting place and I suppose that is true of any Parliament. When
one begins, it is very difficult to rise and speak, particularly as contributions from
backbenchers are not wanted. I made a rather tentative speech on a Bill and Neil was kind
enough to say, "You did very well there, and you will do well." I have never forgotten
that.
Neil had a lot to say not only here in Parliament but also in the party room. He never
missed an opportunity in the party room and was a real contributor to party. meetings. I
do not want to reveal any party secrets, but this was some time ago now. Netl had a great
deal to say both in and out of this Chamber.
As well as his kindness, patience and good humour and his love for Babs, I well
remember his booming voice. On a social occasion one never had to look around to see
where he was; one would hear his laugh drowning out the other sounds in the room.
People have already mentioned his powerful voice. I sat on the same side of the House as
Neil sat, and when he rose to speak I would often move to the other side of the Chamber,
telling him that I did not want to suffer from industrial deafness. I had never before heard
such a powerful voice, but that was only part of his attributes. I remember well his
kindness, patience, good humour and dedication to this Parliament.
The Leader of the House said that Neil was not in opposition and that he would have
enjoyed the experience. Neil was in opposition for a little while. As honourable members
will recall, in those days we were elected for six-year terms. That meant that Neil was here
for a short while after his defeat at the poll, and I recall that he took every chance to make
his mark as a member of the Opposition. As the Leader of the Government said, he would
have enjoyed being in opposition and I am sure we would have seen him at his best on
our side of the House.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Before putting the question, I should like to add some brief
words of condolence to Neil Stacey's family. I remember coming here myself as a very
nervous new member, and Neil extended me the courtesy of allowing me to make my
maiden speech without interjection, but after that I was fair game. I can well recall
speaking on my first Bill. His big, booming interjection would strike quite a chill through
any new member.
When bushwalkers stay at a camp site they make it a rule always to endeavour to leave
the site in better condition than they found it. I think Neil's camp here in Parliament and
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Parliament itself are better for the contribution that he made in his six years. I express m)
sympathy to his wife and family on his passing.
The motion was agreed to in silence, honourable members showing their unanimom
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 Neil Frank Stacey, Esquire, the House do noVl
adjourn until eight o'clock this day.

The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 5.48 p.rn.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at 8.3 p.m.

RESIGNATION OF THE HONOURABLE F. S. GRIMWADE, AO
The PRESIDENT-Order! I have to announce that I have received the following
communication from His Excellency the Governor dated Thursday, 17 February 1987:
Dear Mr President,
It is my duty to inform you that, at 3.30 p.m. this day, the 12th February, 1987, I accepted the resignation of
the Honourable F. S. Grimwade, AO, MLC, as a member for Central Highlands Province in the Legislative
Council.

I enclose for your attention and necessary action copy of Mr Grimwade's letter of resignation.
Yours sincerely,
DA VIS McCAUGHEY
Governor

The letter sent by Mr Grimwade to His Excellency is as follows:
12 February 1987
Your Excellency, .
I hereby tender my resignation as member for Central Highlands Province in the Legislative Council.
I do so with regret, after almost 20 years of Parliamentary service, because my future health status is uncertain
and I have been advised by my doctor that I should retire from Parliamentary duties.
As a member and as President ofthe Council I have enjoyed a close and happy relationship with yourself and
your predecessors and I would like to thank you for continuing this tradition of friendship and co-operation.
I have been honoured and privileged to have had the opportunity of serving the people of Victoria and its
Parliament and it is with sadness that I now retire.
Yours sincerely,
FRED. S. GRIMWADE, AO, MLC

ANZAC DAY (AMENDMENT) BILL
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-In order to
preserve the privileges of this House, and in accordance with the Standing Orders, I move
that I have leave to bring in a Bill to amend the Anzac Day Act 1958 and the Theatres Act
1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

Questions without Notice
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INDUSTRIAL REDEVELOPMENT IN WARRNAMBOOL
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-Is the Minister for Planning
and Environment aware of a multi-million dollar industrial redevelopment at
Warrnambool which has enormous significance to the economy of that area and which
may be lost to Queensland because of protracted and somewhat farcical use over two years
of the Historic Buildings Act to thwart the project?
Is the Minister aware of a report by Dr Grey Walsh, who is the Director of Regional
Studies at the Warrnambool Institute of Advanced Education about the vital regional
significance of that company for the economy of the area? If he is not, will he obtain a
copy of the report?
What steps will the Minister take to clear the way for this important project and for the
retention of Nestles Australia Ltd at Warrnambool?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-Mr Chamberlain
will realise that the ordinary process is being gone through at present. A hearing before the
Planning Appeals Board was to commence on Tuesday last at Warrnambool. The hearing
will involve a number of witnesses-I understand more than 100 witnesses had been
arranged to attend the hearing.
I do not intend to interfere with the normal process. When the Planning Appeals Board
has heard the matter, it will forward its opinion to me and, pursuant to the Act, it will
then fall on me to make the ultimate decision. It is not a matter for me to truncate in
either direction at this stage.

LLOYD ECONOMIC STUDY
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-I have a question for the Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs relating to the Lloyd economic study into rural industries.
When will the Minister respond to the Lloyd report? Will his response go further than
Professor Lloyd's report and address the total rural crisis or will he respond to that crisis
instead of just tying himself to the parameters of the report?
Will the Minister make his response in Parliament so that both the report and his
response can be subject to consideration and debate by this House?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)- 1 believe in
August last year I released a comprehensive report on the state of Victoria's I1.ral economy
that followed the study by Professor Alan Lloyd, who is a professor of agricultural economics
at the University of Melbourne.
I invited comment from interested parties and said that the introduction of any major
recommendations arising from that report were unlikely before February this year. I said
that last year. The report and any comment on it are being considered by the Rural Affairs
Committee of Cabinet. In other words the work has been done on the responses and it is
now being considered by me and my colleagues on the Rural Affairs Committee.
Some decisions on the report's recommendations will be made very soon but others
necessarily are being considered in the broader context. For example, grain handling and
transport are the subject of a Royal Commission being conducted jointly by the
Commonwealth and the States. I expect that decisions on the bulk of the matters raised in
that report will be announced in the next five to six weeks.
On the question of whether I shall go further than the Lloyd report: in response to the
Lloyd report I shall hold to the terms of the report itself and its recommendations but
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during that period statements by me on behalf of the Government will be made on other
matters.
We should not simply restrict ourselves to the Lloyd report. I am willing to respond to
the breadth of the rural issues as they arise in this House and in the community generally,
as I have always done.
Will I make the report available to Parliament? I intend to provide every opportunity
of debating the Government's response to the report. Whether it is made simply as a
Ministerial statement or as a public statement and a statement in this House is yet to be
decided. I assure the honourable member that he will have every opportunity of debating
the matter.

TOBACCO INDUSTRY
The Hon. D. E. HENSHAW (Geelong Province)-My question to the Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs relates to the current Industries Assistance Commission
inquiry into the future marketing stabilisation arrangements for the tobacco industry
beyond 1988. Will the Minister advise the House ofthe approach the Victorian Government
will take to this inquiry and of efforts to develop supplementary or alternative crops in
north-eastern Victoria?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I thank the
honourable member for his question and indicate that in recent days I have visited the
Ovens Research Institute, which is the new name for what was traditionally known as the
Ovens Tobacco Research Station. The change in name also indicates a change in the work
of that institute: an additional amount of work is being done on alternative and, for the
benefit ofMr Evans, supplementary crops, which is the word preferred by tobacco growers.
I attended the institute in the company of Mr Evans and the honourable member for
Benambra in the other place, Mr Lieberman. While I was there, I was asked by tobacco
growers whether the Government would make a submission to the Industries Assistance
Commission about tobacco marketing. I indicated that I would answer that question in
short order, which I am now doing.
The Victorian Government will make a submission to the inquiry of the Industries
Assistance Commission and will support the continuation of current tobacco stabilisation
arrangements beyond 1988. I am certain the tobacco growers will be pleased with that
response. However, in addition, I make it clear that the institute has a continuing future.
During my visit, I was at pains to indicate that the work conducted at the institute was
valuable as it is not based solely on tobacco.
Although tobacco research will continue to be funded, from the middle of this year it
will be funded from Commonwealth and industry grants. In other words, the State is
phasing out its spending on tobacco research. My' predecessor, the Honourable Eric Kent,
made it clear that the State would phase out its funding of tobacco research over a period
of three years. There will be continuing funding for tobacco research from the industry
and the Commonwealth Government.
This is a difficult question as another arm of the Government has made it clear that the
Government is endeavouring to discourage people from smoking and using tobacco.
Nevertheless, while the use of tobacco remains legal, it does not make sense to say that the
Government should try to stop Victorian producers from producing tobacco. People make
a free choice as to whether they will use tobacco and, were the Government to stop the
production of tobacco in Victoria, it is clear that the people who use tobacco would be
supplied from some other source.
The Government will not fund research into tobacco, but it will not close the Ovens
Research Institute and it intends to develop alternative and supplementary crops. I use
the word, "supplementary" because the tobacco growers are interested in many of the
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developments that can occur in the Ovens Valley and other valleys nearby, such as berries
and peanuts and there is good work being done on asparagus. I was impressed by the
number of alternative crops being investigated.
I appreciated visiting the institute and I appreciated the company of Mr Evans. The
Government had decided to make a submission to the Industries Assistance Commission;
it has decided to allow the institute to continue and it will direct more State funding to
research on other than tobacco crops.

MELBOURNE CENTRAL
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-My question without notice is
directed to the Minister for Planning and Environment. Has the Government been advised
at officer level that Kumagai-Gumi holds legal advice that it is no longer legally bound by
the original agreement with the Government in respect of the development of the
Melbourne Central project site because, among other things, of the failure of the
Government to obtain title to significant parts of the land which formed the basis of the
original agreement?
Has the Government sought its own legal advice in reply, and with what result? Will
the Minister explain what action the Government will take to ensure that the project
proceeds, and in what form it will proceed?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-Poor old Mr
Hunt.
Honourable members interjecting.

The PRESIDENT-Order! The House will come to order.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-Poor old Mr Hunt. When this Government came to office,
I think there was one crane on the central business district skyline. Work had come to a
complete halt. The captains of industry had a meeting and they sent Mr Hamer packing
because they could not get any investment in this State and no building was occurring.
When another one of yesterday's men-like Mr Hunt-Mr Thompson, became Premier,
there was similarly no action.
Under the initiative of this Government, particularly of the Honourable Evan Walker,
as the then Minister for Planning and Environment-The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Arnold will come to order.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-We now have a building boom in this State. In the past
twelve to eighteen months, approximately another 221 storeys have been added to buildings
around the city in terms of development, and more than 40 major projects are under way
with a total value of more than $4 billion.
Everyone knows there is a building boom, and one of the only problems in Melbourne
in the building area at the moment is that there is so much of it that it is difficult to find
sufficient people to do the work.
Poor old Mr Hunt is nitpicking. We have done more building in the past three or four
years than the former Liberal Government did in 27 years.

NOXIOUS WEEDS
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North Western Province)-My question is directed to
the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.
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The PRESIDENT-Order! I give Mr Arnold one final warning.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT-My question concerns the reports, communications and
indications from officers of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands that 30
noxious weeds are to be deleted from the list of noxious weeds within the next two or three
months. In view of the fact that this will create loss of income and restrict the amount of
land on which it will be possible for farmers to grow crops, will the Minister reconsider
this matter?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-The
department, in cooperation with the Land Protection Council-which is made up of a
majority of landholders-has redefined the priority needs in category 1 and category 2,
and that has been agreed.
We will now have a major attack on those noxious weeds that are agreed to be the major
problem weeds. Therefore, other weeds will not be on the category 1 and 2 lists, but they
will still have a priority where, in a particular region, they appear to be a problem.
The Hon. Robert Lawson interjected.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I am not responsible for the weeds in the National Party or
the Liberal Party. I assure Mr Wright that the decision we have taken in regard to priorities
on the weeds question will enable the department to spend its money in the most effective
way.

CHILDREN'S PROTECTION AND GUARDIANSHIP SERVICES
The Hon. M. J. SANDON (Chelsea Province)-I ask the Minister for Community
Services what recent Government action has taken place in relation to the strengthening
of the children's protection and guardianship field work services?
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-I thank Mr Sandon for his
interest in this question. At various times in this Chamber we have discussed the difficulties
of recruiting and retaining staff, particularly in the areas of child protection and guardianship
field work services.
During the past week a special allocation has been made to allow the Government to
put on an additional eight field work staffin the area of greatest need where child protection
units are under great stress. Also, that gives the Government the opportunity to provide
five cars for the service and that is an important resource.
I shall explain where those field workers are to be located; one will be in the Western
Port Region, one will be in the north east, which is the Preston area; in the central
Gippsland area there shall be one position; in the Loddon-Campaspe area there will be
1·5 positions. With the protective workers there Will be 1·5 positions in the north east; one
in Western Port, one in the outer east and one in the western region, which takes in the
western suburbs.
Cars are being allocated to the Western Port, western, the north east, the outer east and
the central highlands area-which stands for the Ballarat region in community services
language. In addition to that it is extremely important to ensure that the existing service is
sufficiently resourced.
I have been having discussions with the heads of schools of social work and welfare
officer training in an attempt to address some of the questions of recruiting staff to country
areas. I know this is of great interest to many honourable members because the agencies
in the areas and honour~ble members who are local members in country towns have
frequently brought to my attention that it is extremely difficult to recruit stafffor positions
that are advertised.
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I am hoping from these discussions that strategies will be devised by July that will
actually increase the number of protective workers, social workers and welfare workers
who can be placed in country areas.
One important aspect is to tap into the reservoir of people who are already available in
rural Victoria who perhaps do not need a full welfare training course but a topping up of
their Qualifications. That is certainly one thing that we will be looking at between now and
July.
I hope to be able to report to the House about meaningful initiatives that can be taken
in the field of staff recruitment and staff retention in this extremely stressful and difficult
job of child protection.

ABORIGINAL CULTURAL AND RECREATIONAL CENTRE
The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland Province)-My question is directed to the Minister
for Planning and Environment. I preface my question by pointin~ out that it was, I believe,
last Tuesday that the Minister in his capacity as Minister responsible for Aboriginal affairs,
handed over the title to land at Bairnsdale to the Gippsland and East Gippsland Aboriginal
Cooperative Ltd for the purpose of establishing a cultural and recreational community
centre.
In the light of the handing over of this land and his remarks at the time, is there any way
that the Minister, in his capacity as Minister for Planning and Environment, could now
refuse to approve the planning scheme amendment to enable the project to proceed?
Does the Minister agree that the handing over before that amendment had been placed
on public exhibition has pre-empted the final decision and means that the planning process
now underway is just a charade and that the right of those affected to have any objections
properly and impartially examined is absolutely meaningless? What will the Minister do
to rectify this unfortunate situation?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-The Opposition
is utterly bereft of policy on any major issue in the State. The shame that thiS place,
dominated by those individuals, has cast on this State has been no greater in the past 150
years than in the area of Aboriginal affairs. For my part, it was one of the most pleasing
things I have done as a Minister-The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Arnold is disorderly. I have warned him twice already
and in the next instance he will be named.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-One of the most pleasing things that I have done as
Minister occurred last Tuesday when I handed over the land, which was formerly Ministry
of Education land, with two canoe trees on it, to the Aboriginal people. That action is
unanimously supported by the Bairnsdale council, and occurred after consultation with
the council.
The Opposition has rejected the three Bills. I hope they will be passed in Canberra, at
the Government's request. When the Government takes administrative action, as it will,
to give proper rights and entitlements to the Aborigines of this State, the Opposition will
continue its ratbag approach. That is all we will have from that side of the House.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-On a point of order, I ask the
Minister to withdraw the word "ratbag", as I object to it. I request, under Standing Orders,
that the remark be withdrawn.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-On the point
of order, I note the single-minded nature of Mr Ward's approach. Did he hear Mr Long
behind him talk about a lie-"lie" is an unparliamentary word! Ifhe is decent, he will ask
for both expressions to be withdrawn.
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The PRESIDENT-Order! The Minister for Planning and Environment has been asked
to withdraw the word "ratbag", which Mr Ward finds offensive.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-I withdraw it.
Honourable members have not heard a constructive word from Mr Hunt or the Leader
whom he says he supports so desperately-it is desperate support, is it not? We have not
heard one positive word about Aboriginal policy in this State, and to raise this sort of
thinly veiled racism in this State is a disgrace.

FERAL GOATS IN EAST GIPPSLAND
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-My question to the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands relates to feral goats in east Gippsland. I am not being
racist. Goats in the Goongerah area are run by forest people who are known locally as the
uferal people". I expressed concern in the House on 28 October 1986 that the goats may
escape to Crown land and become an ecological menace.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold interjected.

NAMING OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT-Order! I name Mr Arnold for wilfully interrupting and making a
disturbance during the business of the House. I call upon Mr Arnold to make any
explanation or apology he thinks fit.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (Templestowe Province)-In view of the circumstances, I
apologise for the interruption.

FERAL GOATS IN EAST GIPPSLAND
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-The question I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands relates to goats in east
Gippsland which are run in the Goongerah area by forest people known locally as "feral
people". I expressed concern in the House on 28 October 1986 that the feral goats may
escape onto Crown land, which would be a substantial risk to the environment.
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-On a point of order, I object to a
member of this House calling constituents of east Gippsland "feral people". I take it as an
insult to anybody in Gippsland to be called "feral people"; it is wrong.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I referred at that time to the problem caused by possible
ecological damage to the environment should those goats escape on to Crown land and
breed. The additional possibility is that those goats could provide a reservoir for exotic
diseases such as foot and mouth disease.
At the time the Minister promised to investigate the matter with officers of her
department. I ask whether she has done so and whether she is aware that goats have
already escaped into the forest area and are causing a problem to the Shire of Orbost. If
so, what does she plan to do about it and what has been the response from her departmental
officers?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I have
received a request from the honourable member for Gippsland East in another place that
members of the National Party be assisted by my department to take a tour of east
Gippsland, a request to which I have readily agreed. I did not realise until this evening's
question just how important is that tour.
The issues in east Gippsland are clear. By that I mean the big issues to which the
Governor referred in his Speech today and which the National Party members seem
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incapable of understanding. They are the issues of the Conservation Strategy, the creation
of the Errinundra and Rodger River national parks, tourism, the timber industry and
sustaining employment. They include equal employment opportunity for Aborigines and
the handing over to Aborigines of those lands to which they are entitled.
Also included is the task of ensuring that environmental education in east Gippsland is
appropriate so that the community can understand the potential of the area.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-On a point of order, I draw
your attention, Mr President, to the continued irrelevancies in the answer given by the
Minister. She has not addressed the question of goats. I direct your attention to Standing
Order No. 133 that requires that she cease her answer.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The Minister can answer questions as she deems fit. I
understand she is reaching the crux of the question now.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-The issue of
goats is being investigated by my department. When members of the National Party visit
the region in approximately two weeks' time, I am sure the officers of my department will
have available all the answers to that question.

VICTORIAN PRISON INDUSTRIES COMMISSION
The Hon. JOAN COXSEDGE (Melbourne West Province)-Can the Attorney-General
advise the House as to the action he has taken on the administration of the Victorian
Prison Industries Commission and whether he has examined the claims made on 4
December 1986 by the honourable member for Hawthorn in another place?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Honourable members will be aware
that I have been concerned about the administration of VICPIC-Victorian Prison
Industries Commission-over the past twelve months or so and that early last year I took
various steps towards conducting an internal audit of VICPIC to ensure accounts and
tendering procedures were being properly carried out.
Honourable members will also be aware that in September, October and November
1986 a significant number of changes took place concerning the personnel of the
commission, including the resignation of the chairman and the appointment of some four
new members. In addition, Mr Des Gibson, a prominent Melbourne businessman employed
by APM Ltd will soon take up the position of permanent chairman from the interim
chairman, Mr Kj,dston.
Since October, the new personnel have carried out various management interviews and
I am sure that the steps I have taken over the past twelve months will ensure the
administration operates efficiently.
Mrs Coxsedge referred to the allegations raised on 4 December 1986 by the honourable
member for Hawthorn in another place. Some of those allegations had been the subject of
my investigation over the previous six to twelve months. The honourable member for
Hawthorn did not raise any new matters of substance. Unfortunately, he continually
referred to having knowledge and to having evidence. When the Government sent out an
interviewer a week later, on 11 December, the honourable member for Hawthorn was
unhelpful and uncooperative to the law enforcement officer.
When he was asked what all this evidence he had was, he said that he had a statutory
declaration and when asked subsequently to hand it over he refused to do so because he
said he was scared of a defamation action. He said he had taken legal advice and that he
would raise the matter only in Parliament.
The honourable member for Hawthorn told the investigator that he had in his possession,
however, a statutory declaration indicating criminal activities involving a person at the
Victorian Prison Industries Commission and has refused and still refuses to hand the
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declaration to the investigator or the police officer. He was pressed subsequently to hand
this evidence over but has failed to produce any.
Everyone knows that truth is a defence to any defamation so we have an admission by
the honourable member for Hawthorn that he has raised matters in Parliament which he
does not believe to be true.
In addition, the honourable member for Hawthorn made some extraordinarily wild
statements. I shall give one example of his extraordinarily wild and inaccurate statements.
The honourable member for Hawthorn attacked the horticultural manager.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-On a point of order; the AttorneyGeneral is casting a reflection on a member of the other place. I believe he is making wild
statements alleging recklessness and, indeed, dishonesty against a member in another
place that are objectionable and out of order.
The PRESIDENT-Order! On the point of order, I remind the House that according
to the guidelines laid down questions without notice should not contain hypothetical
matters or cast reflections upon persons whose conduct may be dealt with only by
substantive motions. That being the case, I uphold the point of order raised by Mr Guest.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Thank you for your guidance, Mr
President. Can I say that the honourable member for Hawthorn raised a number of matters
that were completely erroneous and, on further investigation, were proved to be erroneous.
He suggested that a Mr Williams had instituted a County Court case against VICPIC when
the truth of the matter is that VICPIC is suing Mr Williams in the Supreme Court.
He claimed that a Mr Bryers was milking VICPIC on some outrageous basis, as the
honourable member for Hawthorn put it, but in fact Mr Bryers is employed as an agent
and is entitled to a mere 6 per cent of the price obtained for the property sold.
Incredibly, the honourable member for Hawthorn particularly launched an attack on
the horticultural manager. He said that this person has been "fixed up", to use one of the
expressions of the honourable member for Hawthorn, by one of Mr Buck's "buddies".
The man concerned is Mr Foletta, who has now written a six-page letter, attached to which
is a most interesting reference, seeking a retraction from Mr Gude.
Mr Foletta, at the time immediately before his appointment as Horticultural Manager
ofVICPIC was employed by Mr Fred Grimwade for a period of eight years. Mr Grimwade
provided a reference of the highest order in writing and that has been forwarded to the
honourable member for Hawthorn. This is the man that Mr Grimwade formerly employed
as a farm manager at his property at Glenaroua.
This is the man who the honourable member for Hawthorn said is part of this corrupt
network. This is the man who the honourable member for Hawthorn says is part ofajob
for the boys syndrome. This is the man who 'the honourable member for Hawthorn
erroneously claimed was employed as a grade 3 clerk but paid at a higher rate. This is the
man who the honourable member for Hawthorn said was not up to the job in horticulture.
We now have a reference from Mr Grimwade which states:
I am delighted to give the highest reference to Mr Jeff Foletta who has been the manager of Glenaroua
Homestead for almost 8 years. In that time he has shown himself--

Honourable members interjecting.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-Mr Grimwade wrote this. I can show honourable members
the document. They do not like this, but they will have to cop it. Mr Grimwade's reference
further stated that Mr Foletta has shown himself to be:
... an intelligent, energetic and vigorous manager capable of implementing the most progressive agricultural
policies on a farm that runs stud cattle ... sheep, cropping and irrigation programs.
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Mr Foletta's six-page letter to the honourable member for Hawthorn seeks a retraction
from the honourable member for Hawthorn, as does the letter from Mr Bryers's solicitor.
Mr Gude has not got it in himself to repeat any of this stuff outside the House.
Mr Foletta has offered to meet Mr Gude anywhere to clear his name and have a
retraction made.
It is deeply regrettable that a member of this Parliament has conducted himself in such
a dishonourable way and has seen fit not to cooperate with law enforcement officers when
he stands in the other place and says, "I have evidence". We sent out an investigator who
said, "Will you please hand over the evidence?" Mr Gude said. "I have it here but I will
not give it to you. It discloses criminal activities but I will not give it to a police officer or
a corporate affairs officer". This is the sort of person who is rumoured to be one of the
potential rivals to Mr Kennett. Presumably Mr Hunt might swing his support behind this
man, a man who has denigrated this Parliament.

NAMING OF MEMBER
The PRESIDENT-Order! I point out that, under Standing Orders, when I named Mr
Arnold, a motion normally would have been moved to suspend him. This being the first
day of the session and because of the unsettling effect that has obviously had on honourable
members, I was generous and accepted the apology of the honourable member which, in
effect, withdraw the naming. However, on future occasions an apology may not be accepted
and I will call for a motion to be moved against the member so named.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That the Honourable Charles Frederick Van Buren be granted leave of absence for three months on account of
illness.

Mr Van Buren underwent surgery on Tuesday last in the Epworth Hospital and is now
making a good recovery. I understand, from Mr Landeryou's interjection, that he will be
coming home tomorrow, but he will take some time to recuperate.
The motion was agreed to.

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEES
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move the following motion in relation to the appointment of committees:
HOUSE COMMITTEE
That the Honourables B. P. Dunn, A. J. Hunt, C. J. Kennedy, W. A. Landeryou and H. R. Ward be members
of the House Committee.

LIBRARY COMMITTEE
That the Honourables the President, G. P. Connard, B. P. Dunn, C. J. Kennedy and G. A. Sgro be members of
the joint committee to manage the Library.

PRINTING COMMITTEE
That the Honourables the President, M. A. Birrell, Joan Coxsedge, B. P. Dunn, C. J. Kennedy, R. I. Knowles
c.nd M. A. Lyster be members of the Printing Committee, the committee to have power(a) to send for persons, papers and records; and
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to confer with the Printing Committee of the Legislative Assembly and to report jointly thereon to
the House-

three to be the quorum.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
That the Honourables the President, W. R. Baxter, B. A. Chamberlain, B. P. Dunn, C. J. Kennedy, W. A.
Landeryou, B. T. Pullen and Haddon Storey be members of the Select Committee on the Standing Orders ofthe
House; three to be the quorum.

The motion was agreed to.

SESSIONAL ORDERS
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That unless otherwise ordered by the House, in each week of the present session(a) the days and hours of meeting of the Council be Tuesday at 3 p.m., Wednesday at 2 p.m. and

Thursday at 11 a.m.;
(b) on Tuesday and Thursday the transaction of Government Business shall take precedence of General

Business, and on Wednesday General Business shall take precedence of Govemment Business; and
(c)

no new business shall be taken after 10 p.m.

The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-The Opposition is prepared to
agree to the proposition of the House meeting at 2 p.m. on Wednesdays on a trial basis,
without any long-term commitment.
The motion was agreed to.

PERIODIC DISCHARGE OF ORDERS OF THE DAY, GENERAL
BUSINESS
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That during the present session an Order of the Day, General Business. for the consideration of a Ministerial
statement or a paper tabled either(a) by command of His Excellency the Governor;
(b)

pursuant to an Order of the House; or

(c)

pursuant to statute-

shall be discharged from the Notice Paper without further proceeding after having been listed for five consecutive
sitting days, unless a "take note" motion has intervened and is pending resolution.

The motion was agreed to.

PROCLAMATIONS FIXING OPERATIVE DATES
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That this House authorises and requires the Clerk, during the present session, to lay on the table copies of
proclamations of His Excellency the Governor in Council fixing dates for the coming into operation of Acts, as
published in the Government Gazette from time to time.

The motion was agreed to.
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TEMPORARY RELIEF IN CHAIR
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That in the case of any absence ofthe Deputy President during the present session, the President be authorised
to call upon any of the Temporary Chairmen of Committees to temporarily relieve him in the chair, and that
during any absence of the President, the Deputy President be similarly authorised to call upon any of the
Temporary Chairmen.

The motion was agreed to.

PRIVILEGE
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That until the end of the session, Standing Orders Nos 85, 94 and 126 be suspended in so far as they relate to
the raising of matters of privilege, and that the procedure to be followed in raising matters of privilege shall be as
follows:
Upon any matter of privilege arising(a) a member shall, unless circumstances prevent, give written notice of the alleged breach of privilege or
contempt to the President as soon as reasonably practicable after the matter has come to attention;
(b) if the matter arises from a statement published in a newspaper, book or other publication, the member
shall provide the President with a copy of that newspaper, book or publication;
(c) the President thereupon will determine as soon as practicable whether the matter merits precedence
over other business;
(d) if in the opinion of the President the matter merits precedence, he will inform the House of his
decision, and the member who raised the matter may forthwith move a motion without notice in
relation to the matter;
(e) ifin the opinion of the President the matter does not merit precedence, he will inform the member in
writing accordingly, and may also inform the House of his decision; and
(j) a decision by the President not to allow precedence shall not prevent a member from proceeding with
the matter by motion after notice.

The motion was agreed to.

BROADCASTING OF PROCEEDINGS
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-By leave, I
move:
That this House authorises, during the present session, the broadcasting and rebroadcasting on radio and
television stations of recorded excerpts of proceedings in the Legislative Council, subject to the following
conditions:
(a) audio excerpts of proceedings may be taken for the above purposes only;
(b) television video or film of a particular proceeding may be taken provided the President, after
consultation with the party Leaders, has so approved;
(c) audio excerpts shall be recorded from the signal transmitted by the House monitoring system only by
representatives of accredited media organisations. No alteration to the sound relay equipment is to
be undertaken unless approved by the President;
(d) excerpts are not to be used for the purposes of satire or ridicule;
(e) excerpts shall not be used for the purpose of political party advertising or in election campaigns;
(j) fairness in reporting with reasonable balance between both sides of the House is to be achieved by
avoiding undue concentration on anyone member;
(g) excerpts must be placed in context. Commentators should identify members at least by name;
(h) media personnel are required to obey any instruction given either generally or in a particular case by
the President or through him by the Clerk of the Legislative Council, the Usher of the Black Rod or
the Housekeeper;
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(i) any breach of these conditions may result in the immediate suspension of the privileges by the
President.

The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-I understand that both Houses
will now have a uniform practice. Honourable members may recall that this House
insisted on much broader access by the media to the recording and broadcasting of
proceedings in this Chamber, but that was contrary to the practice adopted in the other
place.
I understand that the Government has now adopted a uniform process in both Houses
and I am certain that members of both Houses will welcome that as a forward move.
The motion was agreed to.

CLASSIFICATION OF BUSINESS
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs) (By leave)Since this matter is complex, I shall give notice so that the matter can be fully discussed.
This matter was brought up in the House in the previous session.
Therefore, I desire to give notice that on the next day of meeting I will move:
That there be referred to the Standing Orders Committee for examination and report the question of whether
certain items of business traditionally listed on the Notice Paper as Government or General Business more
properly merit classification as "Business of the Council" and, in that event(a) what items are appropriate to that category;
(b) what precedence those items should be afforded in the order of business; and

(c) what action, ifany, is necessary to implement the committee's recommendations.

By way of explanation, I point out to the House that during the past two sessional periods
the Honourable Haddon Storey has had to put on the Notice Paper as General Business
certain matters involving the Legal and Constitutional Committee which he and the
Government believe more properly should be managed not as General Business but as
business of the House or of the Government.
The motion of which I have given notice makes a correction to a circumstance that had
occurred previously and reflects a short conversation that I had across the House with the
Honourable Haddon Storey during the last session.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province) (By leave)-The Opposition
would like the Standing Orders Committee to consider some other proposals, including
matters such as supplementary questions. Perhaps the Minister and myself may discuss
those issues with a view to moving a composite motion.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs) (By leave)-I
am happy to take part in discussions. The motion I have foreshadowed relates specifically
to certain items that came to notice in recent times. However, ifMr Chamberlain wishes
to discuss certain other matters relating to the procedures of the House, I shall be quite
happy to do so.

APPRECIATION OF SERVICES OF THE HONOURABLE
F. S. GRIMWADE, AO
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)- I move:
That on his retirement as a member of the Council this House place on record its appreciation of the
distinguished services rendered to the Parliament and the people of Victoria by Frederick Sheppard Grimwade,
Aa, as a member of the Legislative Council for the Bendigo Province from 1967 to 1979, and for the Central
Highlands Province from 1979 to 1987 and, in particular, as President of the Legislative Council from 1979 to
1985, during which term his wisdom, impartiality and unfailing dignity characterised his occupation of that high
office.
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I a.m sure I speak for all members of this House when I say that we are genuinely saddened
by the circumstances that have led to the resignation of a colleague and a friend, who
clearly made a major contribution to the work of this Parliament over twenty years. It is
en tirely fitting that, in the announcement of honours made on Australia Day in January
this year, Fred Grimwade was awarded the Order of Australia for his outstanding
contribution to many areas of work in this State.
His Parliamentary career is well known to all of us, particularly his six-year term as
President. His role in that office was characterised by what I would call strength of purpose,
independence of mind and, above all, fairness to both sides of Parliament. It is significant
that, even with the change of Government in 1982, he accepted the invitation to remain
as President for a further three years.
In agriculture, where Fred has spent the bulk of his career, along with being a politician,
he was joint founder of the Performance Tested Angus Group (Pertangus) since 1970; and
it was common in this House for him to give us the benefit of his knowledge in that regard.
He enjoyed asking me curly questions as Minister for Agriculture. He had a lot to do with
that Pertangus breed. That society was founded in 1970 and significantly changed traditional
breeding attitudes. I do not think members of this House were really aware of how much
he did in that regard. His cattle stud, Glenaroua at Broadford, gave him the practical
background to play a leading role in influencing academic agriculture as well.
Honourable members may not know that Fred has been a member of the Faculty of
Agriculture and Forestry at the University of Melbourne since 1973 and was a member of
the council of the Bendigo Institute of Technology from 1973 to 1976. He was, indeed,
very active in academic circles. He also made a significant contribution to local government,
having been a Pyalong shire councillor from 1961 to 1980. That was not a large council: at
one point, I recall, it had, more councillors than outside workers. Fred served two terms
as shire president there-1962-63 and 1971-72-and was most active in local government.
Fred was involved in membership of the Goulburn Valley Viticulture Association and
was a devoted winemaker. He did not make a lot of wine. I recall that some years a~o he
made a wine that ran to only a dozen or so bottles, but one was entered and won a pnze in
a local wine contest. That was very pleasing to him.
Fred was also a member of the National Resources Conservation League of Victoria
and a member of what was, for most of his involvement with it, the Victorian Farmers
and Graziers Association-now the Victorian Farmers Federation.
I personally am saddened to see Fred Grimwade go; I am sorry he has had to retire. This
House will be the poorer for the loss of his great wisdom in regard to its proceedings, his
experience and his unfailing charm and good humour.
I know all honourable members wish him well in his battle to regain his characteristic
robust good health. We will miss him and we wish him well.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-I am delighted to take part in
these proceedings and welcome the motion moved by the Leader of the House. If there is
one thing that typifies Fred Grimwade, apart from his unfailing good humour, it is of
course his real sense of excellence in everything he does. As the Leader of the House
pointed out, Fred is well known in the area of cattle breeding as one of the true leaders of
the Victorian cattle industry; yet he was never one to "blow his own trumpet", as the
expression goes. He did like to talk about his winemaking; I think he was rather chuffed
about his success in that area.
Whether it was his devotion to primary industry-either viticuItural or pastoral
pursuits-whether it was his interest in various educational institutions-and I think he
held a Master of Agricultural Science-or whether it was his work in local government, he
always achieved excellence. Many of us have tried but have failed or have achieved success
in some things. Fred had achieved in just about everything he tried.
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When he occupied the office of President of this House over that period, either in
government or in opposition, everyone agrees that he was a great President. He was, of
course, imbued with the traditions of this House; his grandfather and one of his uncles
having been members; it was part of his family. His sense of tradition and of what was
right came through in everything he did, and he is an absolutely charming and delightful
person. We are all happy to know him and we hope to see him as his health improves, and
we hope he gets back on his feet completely.
As a measure of the man, it was interesting that whenever issues arose in our party room
concerning Fred's role as President of this Chamber, he would absent himself. He made it
clear that, although he was a member of the party, he regarded the independent role of the
President as being vital to the good traditions and the ongoing health of this House. He is
a very special person and we are all fortunate to know him. It is with pleasure that I join
with the Leader of the Government in this motion.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-Members of the National Party
strongly support the motion. We, too, were saddened by the retirement, due to ill health,
of Fred Grimwade. He is held in the highest regard by members of the National Party,
and that goes across party lines in this House. He was truly one of this Parliament's
greatest members. If one looks at what Fred Grimwade did, one realises that many of the
things a President does around the place are not seen and are not heard-things like
involvement in the House Committee and generally in the running of Parliament. Fred
Grimwade's great love was for the Parliamentary institution and for the Legislative Council.
Fred loved it; he gave his all to it and I had the privilege of serving with him on a
number of committees that were involved in the running of Parliament; for example, the
House Committee. His wise counsel and dedication were an inspiration to all who worked
on those committees with him.
Parliament in particular will long benefit from Fred Grimwade's effort over the period
when he was a member of the House. As I have said during many Christmas felicitations
over the years, Fred was a firm but fair President. The National Party could not argue with
his rules. If Fred ordered an honourable member to resume his or her seat, he usually had
a good reason for doing so. He was respected by all sides of the House, which he treated
equally.
Fred exercised excellent control in the Chamber, usually with few comments, as a result
of the respect he had developed in the chair. Such respect assists in controlling the House
without the Chair having to say or do a great deal. The role of President is a difficult one
and honourable members sometimes felt aggrieved by the Chair's rulings, but Fred
Grimwade was fair to all.
One other aspect of note of Fred Grimwade's service in the House was his Presidential
dinners. He took a great delight in hosting those annual events and he hosted some of the
most enjoyable Presidential dinners that I can recall during the term that I have served
Parliament. As Mr Chamberlain said, Fred must be ranked as one of the greatest Presidents
in the history of the Legislative Council.
The National Party hopes that Fred will enjoy his well earned retirement. The National
Party knows that he is a country man at heart-that is where his great love lies. Once Fred
resumed his seat in the Chamber it was as Fred Grimwade, the country man, who was on
his feet day after day, fighting the issues that he fought when he first entered the House to
represent rural people.
The National Party recognises what Fred has done for the meat industry and a number
country industries. I was delighted to read in Stock and Land last week a long
article on Fred Grimwade's retirement. Throughout his life he has always tried new
challenges, a number of which could be described as revolutionary. He now wants to
genetically improve red gum trees. That idea typifies the sort of person he is. Fred is
~f other
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constantly adopting new challenges and trying something new and the National Party
commends him for that.
The National Party also admired Fred Grimwade's courage in the last sessional period
when, faced with a severe health crisis, he continued his duties without a word of complaint,
without shirking any responsibilities as a member right up to the very last day of the
sitting. I personally recognised that contribution as one of great depth and personal
courage, as I am sure other honourable members did. It certainly impressed me and it left
a lasting realisation of Fred's real character and courage.
The National Party will miss his contributions in the Chamber and we are saddened by
his retirement. The National Party wishes him well in that retirement. We know he will
use the time on his beloved property to spend more time with his family and to do the
things that he perhaps could not do while he was a member of Parliament.
The National Party extends to Fred Grimwade its deepest congratulations for a period
of outstanding service that will be of lasting benefit to both the Parliament and the State
of Victoria. The National Party wishes him improved health and a well deserved retirement.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I wish to
support the motion, especially on behalf of some of the class of 1982, which includes a
number of members of this House. I well remember the day before our first day in
Parliament when Bill Landeryou approached us and said, "You lot haven't properly filled
in your assets form. You had better go and see the President". He was referring to the then
member for Melbourne North Province-now the Minister for Community Servicesand myself. I thought, "What shall we do? We shall be hauled over the coals on almost
our very first day in Parliament".
So I walked nervously in to Fred's suite-now yours, Mr President-and was greeted
with a warm welcome and a long talk about what enabled an honourable member to
participate fully in this place, and I have not forgotten that occasion. At the conclusion of
the meeting Fred said, "Well, it would not be a bad idea to acknowledge that you own a
half share in a house with your husband". That was our sin which we had not acknowledged.
We acted quickly on his advice.
One of the highest compliments that I can pay someone is to describe that person as a
good teacher. Fred was an excellent teacher. He taught not by lecturinf; but by precept and
example. He behaved in the way he thought people ought to behave In the House. There
were times when I did not agree totally with his view of this place but I could not but
respect his view of the world and his ability to encourage others to have that view.
I especially admired his listening skills. There was not one occasion when I saw him in
the chair looking bored. I found that amazing because half the time one is bored in this
place. Fred could intervene tactfully at the appropriate moment in a debate, which
demonstrated the keen interest he took.
There were just a few times when I thought his judgment had gone astray; the first being
in wine but I will not expand on my first experience of the President's dinner. The second
occasion was the placing of the motherhood painting in Queen's Hall. That was where
Fred Grimwade and I nearly did'part company!
One lesson that Fred was able to impart to honourable members, especially the class of
1982, was the fact that while legitimate differences should be argued out fairly and squarely
on the floor of the House, as a collective, we Parliamentarians have a responsibility to
ensure that there is respect for this House of Parliament. Fred contributed greatly to the
respect for this House.
One cannot talk about Fred without talking about his wife, Joan. She made a tremendous
contribution to Fred's role of President and member of Parliament. It must be very tough
going for Fred Grimwade and Joan these days. Those honourable members who have
experienced serious illness in a family know how tough it is.
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On behalf of the class of 1982 I hope that Fred knows that our respect for him, which
culminated in the Order of Australia award that he received recently, recognises his great
contributions to the Parliament and the community. I hope that respect enables him to
work through the kinds of challenges that he and Joan face at present.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-Although every one of us regrets
both the retirement of the Honourable Fred Grimwade and the circumstances which led
to it, I should like him to know that every member of the House equally recognises that
he made the right decision in retiring. The Opposition wishes him well in choosing to
spend his time on his property with his family. We wish him a happy retirement and as
long a retirement as is possible.
I should like to pick up the notion expressed by the Minister for Conservation, Forests
and Lands concerning Mr Grimwade's respect for this institution. That was evident from
the early days when he entered this House almost twenty years ago. He understood the
process for reasons that have already been given. He respected the institution, he knew
what it stood for and he knew that democracy was a precious thing and that it could
continue, in the long term, only if there was respect for the institution that has made it
possible and for the rules that ensured that debate could be lively, even bitter, but properly
contained within sensible bounds. He never went beyond those bounds as a backbencher
and, in his period as President, he sought to hold all others to it.
lt was because of his respect for the institution that our party came to nominate him as
President. He was nominated also because of his undoubted ability. He had the ability to
be a Minister; he could have been a most effective Minister for Agriculture but his respect
for the institution led him into the chairmanship and he recognised that he forewent all
Ministerial ambitions in that process. He acknowledged that fact to me personally and he
was prepared to be the guardian of this institution.

He was concerned to uphold its role, its traditions, its dignity and, above all, its
effectiveness, which depended upon all those things. He genuinely saw himself as the
guardian of this House and of Parliamentary democracy generally and of the rules that
make that democracy possible and effective.
My Leader said that although he was a member of the Liberal Party he was not a servant
of it in matters affecting his office and, indeed, he saw himself first and foremost as a
servant of the Parliament. Because the whole House sensed that that was the way in which
he saw his office, every member had absolute confidence in his impartiality, his integrity
and his judgment. This does not mean that every ruling he made was accepted with equal
joy by every honourable member.
As you well know, Mr President, that is an impossible situation to transpire and under
every President there have been difficult moments; but Fred Grimwade, when in the chair,
was able to diffuse the situation with a lighter touch. This did not consist of rollicking
humour but rather plain simple good humour, which made him a good President.
Mention has been made of some of his activities outside the Chair. I confine myself to
activities related to the Parliament. In addition to the House Committee, he served on the
Library Committee and he served that equally well. He served for a number of years as
President of the Executive Committee of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association
and he was committed to that body providing, as it did, exchanges between Parliaments
within the Westminster system, which enabled us to learn from the experience of others
and, in turn, to contribute from our own special experiences to the knowledge of others.
He was an ambassador for the Parliament. He met ambassadors from other nations and
Parliamentary delegations from other countries; but he also met leaders of business,
~ommerce, agriculture and industry and invited them to have lunch with him in his
Chambers so that they would know something more of the Parliament and forge some
links with it. This is a fact that was not generally known or appreciated. He frequently
provided a venue for people who would otherwise have had little if anything to do with
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Parliament. They were able to come here and see what Parliament stands for and how it
seeks to serve the people.
Mention has been made of the magnificent support provided by his wife, Joan Grimwade.
She was an ideal political wife and was involved in an equal number of activities in her
own right. She has been a commissioner of the Girl Guides, President of the Lyceum Club
and was involved in a whole range of charity clubs in addition to providing continuing
support for Fred Grimwade.
They made a marvellous team and they will continue to make a marvellous team and it
is fortunate for both of them that they will now have more time together in the years ahead
than they have had in the past twenty years. We wish them both well, indeed, for that
time.
The Hon. G. A. SGRO (Melbourne North Province)-I should also like to say a few
words about Mr Grimwade. As a member of this place who has been thrown out twice by
Mr Grimwade as President, I am still able to speak highly of him because I think he had
good reason for doing it; although I did not admit it at the time.

The first impression I gained of him when I entered the Chamber here in 1979 was of a
man sitting up in the chair with a wig and black robes. I felt intimidated, as I sat on the
Opposition benches near Mrs Coxsedge.
I well remember one particular night when Mrs Cox sedge had a stink bomb in the
corner and the whole Chamber had to be cleared out because of the smell. Mrs Cox sedge
and I were thrown out and Mr Grimwade, as President, was serious about what we had
done, but once we were out in the corridors, he saw the humour of it and had a bit of a
laugh himself. The matter was serious, but he was big enough to understand the humour
of it. We wanted to do something in Parliament as members acting on behalf of our
constituents and he accepted it and appreciated it.
I remember that on one occasion when I entered the Chamber, he said, "Mr Sgro, you
cannot come into the Chamber because you are not wearing a coat". I left the Chamber
and he called me into his room later, but before he gave me a lecture, he gave me a drink.
Then he lectured me as to why he had to ask me to leave the Chamber. It is not the done
thing to come into the Chamber without a coat and I accepted his explanation.
I found my first few weeks as a member of this place intimidating seeing the man up
there in the chair with the wig and robes, but I began to realise for the first time in my life
from my dealings with this man that there were some good Liberals in the world.
I have not changed my attitude that much; I still believe there are a few good Liberals,
and Fred Grimwade is definitely one of them. I am sorry he is so sick, and I hope he
recovers quickly.
The Hon. F. J. GRANTER (Central Highlands Province)-It was with a great deal of
sadness that I heard of the resignation of Mr Fred Grimwade when he advised me by
telephone, two to three weeks ago that, following doctors' advice, he felt he should resign
from Parliament.

As a colleague for almost twenty years in the Legislative Council and a friend for some
years beforehand, and as one who probably induced him to enter politics initially, I am
saddened to think that he has had to resign or has taken doctors' advice to resign.
I realise, as every other honourable member realises, that Fred Grimwade loved this
place. He loved his position as a member of the Legislative Council, initially for the
Bendigo Province and latterly for the Central Highlands Province. As other honourable
members have said~ he also enjoyed his term of six years as President of this place. I would
say without doubt that he was looking forward to a return at some stage to the position of
President, whenever that might have been.
Session 1987-2
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In serving the area as my colleague, he was terrific. He worked hard for his constituents
and was a considerable support to me, as I hope I was a support to him on many occasions.
We worked well as a team for those twenty years.
Fred Grimwade, his wife and his children, Ric, Martin and Ann, have been close friends
of myself and my wife, Ena, for the period we have known them, and that friendship will
not cease. We will visit them on occasions, and no doubt they will visit us. They will
probably not come in our direction as much as we will go in their direction because their
interests will be more in the Seymour and Melbourne areas than in Bendigo.
The name of Grimwade has been long established in the Parliament of Victoria. Fred
Grimwade's great-grandfather was a member of this House and his uncle, Phil, was a
member of the Legislative Assembly for a term as the honourable member for Goulburn.
Fred Grimwade belongs to the Sheppard-Grimwade branch of the family-there is also
the Foster-Grimwade branch-and they are proud of that clan. They have made a real
contribution, and I hope that Ric, Martin or Ann may enter one of the Houses of Parliament
at a later date because they are talented people.
I also enjoyed Fred Grimwade's Presidential dinners when he was President. He prided
himself on being a good host. He and his wife, Joan, at their home, the Glenaroua
homestead, which is a magnificent farm, were good hosts. As other honourable members
have said, Fred Grimwade developed the farm and the breed of Angus cattle to perfection.
He is one of the leading breeders in Victoria, if not tQe Commonwealth. I am sure that
when his health improves, which I am certain it will away from the strain and stresses of
Parliament, he will enjoy once more taking an interest in the genetics of the cattle he
breeds. He and his partners are leaders in breeding cattle.
Fred Grimwade was a cou.ncillor of the Shire of Pyalong for twenty years. It is a small
shire, but he fought tooth and nail for the Shire of Pyalong to be retained. Even when he
entered Parliament, he did not forsake the Shire of Pyalong, and served on the council for
many years after en~ering Parliament. The ratepayers of the Shire of Pyalong are indebted
to him for his leadership as councillor and as president on a number of occasions.
Fred Grimwade has been and will continue to be a leader in agriculture. He has served
the Seymour Agricultural Society for a number of years as a committee man, and I
envisage that he will devote more time to agriculture now that he ltas left Parliament. I
once again thank Fred Grimwade for his friendship and his support over the twenty years
that he was a member of Parliament-it is not quite twenty years but it is near enough; he
would have reached twenty years' service in April. On behalf of Ena and myself, I thank
J oan and Fred for their great support, and I trust that Fred enjoys good health in the future
and that he is able to go about his daily duties with considerable enthusiasm.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North Western Province)-I express my appreciation of
the service given to this House and Parliament by Fred Grimwade and I support the
motion moved by the Leader of the House. My Leader has expressed the views of my
party, but I shall say a few words as the former Deputy President and Chairman of
Committees during the last two years ofFred Grimwade's term as President of this House.
It is no exaggeration to say that it was a surprise to me when I was invited to be available
for that position, and no doubt it was a surprise to Fred when he learned that I was to be
his new Deputy President. Nevertheless, he was most helpful to me and never said a cross
word. He never corrected me, but whenever I asked his advice or opinion on the Standing
Orders or anything like that, he was most ready to be of assistance.

As President of this House, Fred Grimwade was always courteous, scrupulously fair
and patient. One of the drawbacks of the position that has not yet been mentioned by
honourable members is that when one accepts a position in the Chair one virtually cuts
oneself off from the cut and thrust of debate. It is noticeable to me, reverting to my
position on the benches of the House after being Chairman of Committees, that I am more
able to interject and occasionally criticise the remarks of other honourable members.
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As Mr Hunt has said, Fred Grimwade willingly accepted the position of President,
knowing all that. He had an unexcelled knowledge of the Standing Orders. When one
reads the Standing Orders, endeavouring to learn them and to reach conclusions about
what they mean, one often finds on reflection and after consideration of seemingly
conflicting Standing Orders that different interpretations can be made. Fred Grimwade, as
President, always seemed to have the knack of interpreting Standing Orders in a
commonsense way and in the way they should be interpreted.
Mention has been made of the President's dinners, which all honourable members
enjoyed. Most honourable members also would have enjoyed Fred Grimwade's hospitality
from time to time in his suite. One of the pleasant luncheons he put on each year was for
the officers at the table, which was a most enjoyable occasion for all. The President's office
is much busier than honourable members believe. On occasions when I was Acting
President I realised how many people visit the President and the Speaker and how many
meetings are held and problems have to be resolved. This House will be the loser for Fred
Grimwade's absence. I am happy to have him as a friend, and I trust he will enjoy his
retirement on his property with J oan and the family, and in good health.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (Templestowe Province}-I shall start off on the very
positive side in relation to Fred Grimwade. I met him on the tram just the other day
coming back from one of his regular visits that he has to make down to the Peter MacCallum
Hospital. He was most positive in relation to his future and he chatted about things that
we enjoyed over a number of years and about the things he would enjoy in the future.
He was positive about his future and I think that is an attitude that we in this place
should take towards Fred Grimwade because it is important to emphasise that he was a
person, and still is, who has ambitions about what he is going to do with his own life and
what his family members will be doing with their lives. That is the emphasis we should
place on our speeches this evening.
We can reflect on what he did in the past. There is no doubt that he performed a great
service both to his party and this Parliament. Those are the things that will stand him in
good stead and on WhICh he can reflect in his time of retirement. That should be the
positive attitude that this House should consider.
Fred Grimwade was, of course, the President by agreement when I came into this House.
As you would be aware, Mr President, dealing with the speeches and interjections of
backbenchers from time to time is not an easy task, but it is one which Presidents have to
face. Like yourself, Fred Grimwade did so in an admirable way.
Fred Grimwade was a tolerant and understanding President. Occasionally he would
give a glance out of the corner of his eye that would remind one that one was straying from
the bounds of propriety in what one was saying and one would get the message.
Occasionally he would walk past one in the corridor after the House had concluded or
before the sitting resumed and say, "Mike, perhaps this afternoon you will be a bit more
direct in the way you attend to the subject of the debate". That was the sort of thing that
I, as a young member of Parliament, learned from him and have followed through very
seriously since that direction, as you would understand, Mr President. Fred Grimwade is
a positive person with great experience and vitality for this place which added to our own
enjoyment of this place.
You, Mr President, would know whilst you were sitting in front of me that Fred
Grimwade, as President, was tolerant and understanding and, as a member of the
Government-although of a different political persuasion-you would never complain
about the way he dealt with the proceedings of the House.
That is the standard of President that the Legislative Council should maintain if it is to
maintain the authority-it has been called into question in the past-that it should have.
There should be an independence of operation of a President of the Chamber. Certainly
Fred Grimwade did that very effectively in this place.
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Fred Grimwade has a number of interests outside this place. He has interests in a
farming property and the development of cattle, interests that are experimental in many
ways. These are the things that the State of Victoria will benefit from. These are the sorts
of things that he will certainly enjoy in the future and for which he will be remembered.
Once again, in conclusion, I urge the members of this Chamber to speak about Fred
Grimwade as he is and of the things he has done and certainly not to be concerned that
there might be a limited future for him because I am sure he will make the most of his life
and I am sure we shall wish him all the best for the standard of life and career as has been
reflected in the past.
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-I should like to speak briefly and be
associated with this motion.
Fred Grimwade, I think, will be remembered as one of Victoria's great Parliamentarians,
particularly for his work as President of this Chamber.
We all feel the tragedy that he has prematurely had to end his Parliamentary career. I
certainly wish him well in the future and look forward to him returning to good health. If
ever there were a person who deserved good health it would have to be Fred Grimwade.
He is an extraordinarily generous man and also one who willingly gave guidance when
it was in a member~s better interest. I first came into contact with Fred Grimwade only
about ten years ago and certainly had much shorter contact with him than many of my
colleagues here. That was in my capacity as a member of the Young Liberals, when Fred
was hosting a function at his property. It was a small example of his generosity, his
willingness to be involved and to be of assistance. It was the first time I had come into
contact with him and his family.
Fred certainly was one who would pass on useful advice to new members of Parliament.
My first speech after my maiden speech was one that I, in a way, dwell on as being
significant mainly in the sense that Fred used the occasion to pass on strong advice during
it. During the speech, I inadvertently breached Standing Order No. 49, but I shall not
breach it again by speaking about its contents.
Fred quickly sat me down and made it clear that new member or not, there are rules to
be followed. It was an enormous and sharp learning curve for me.
I thank him for that experience, but more so for the fact that he was keen to assist and
provide ideas and guidance which showed that he listened to all one's speeches. If nothing
else, it was a fairly happy introduction for a new member. It proved that, despite the fact
that there is often a lot of noise in the Chamber and one thinks the only people paying
attention are the Hansard reporters, Fred Grimwade was there and willing to give good
ideas at the end.
His patience, wisdom and day-in day-out caring about this place we will always remember
and we will long look on him as a friend and good colleague.
In conclusion it has to be recorded, for history's sake, the fact that he was a great
champion of this place. Whether it be Labor, Liberal or National Party he stood up for the
House first and the political party second. I think that is something we are all grateful for
in retrospect. Very rarely did we appreciate some of the tougher decisions at the time. I
might say they went both ways. In retrospect, when the heat had gone and members had
forgotten what the issue was, one realised that Fred Grimwade had made the right decision.
As the Leader of the Opposition said, Fred absented himself from party meetings
involving Upper House Liberal members. He was not seen and did not involve himself
because he thought it might impair his judgment. It would not have done so, but more
importantly it would have given the impression that he might have been biased one way
or the other. We respect that impartiality and the high standards that he set.
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I wish him the best of health and look forward to him coming into this place every now
and again and being welcomed by friends on both sides of the House.
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-I should like to be associated
with the motion tonight and it is with some sadness that we all join it. I did not know Fred
Grimwade until 1982, being a member of that class, as the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands put it. Then, of course, I did not recognise him in ordinary clothes for
the first two or three weeks.
However, I should like to place on record what I remember of the years in which he was
President of the House. I was here for only halfhis term. The aspect that was so stunningly
obvious right from the start was the kindness and courtesy that Fred Grimwade extended
to every member of the House, particularly the attentiveness he showed to new honourable
members. Mr Lawson mentioned earlier today that he was a rather tentative backbench
member-he mentioned that in another context. I think many honourable members have
redefined "tentative backbenchers".
The patient, tactful and attentive way in which the former President encouraged us and
heard us out on our first days and the way in which he gave advice on the days which
followed are things that I shall never forget. Fred Grimwade was always incredibly patient.
Tonight many people have mentioned the way he listened to what people were saying. He
listened to the substance of debates. Was it a listening skill or an acting skill, as someone
said? I think he listened carefully because he was always able to make a comment afterwards
and often sought one out in order to be encouraging and kind.
I feel I learnt a great deal from observing Fred Grimwade as President. The tact and
skill with which he presided is not likely to be forgotten by anyone of us who came in
contact with him in that position.
One would also want to mention the real charm that the Honourable Fred Grimwade
always exhibited. If I had to sum up the way he handled his role I would want to say that
it was imbued with subtlety. I always used to think Fred Grimwade could wind up any
one of us with just the raising of an eyebrow or the slightest nod of his head or a gesture. It
was that kind of subtlety and courtesy that made him such a great President and a great
example or, as the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands said, a great teacher for
so many of us.
Obviously, like everyone else, I am most saddened by the circumstances that have
brought about Fred Grimwade's resignation. I was heartened by what Mr Arnold said
tonight. I should like to take the opportunity of placing on record my hope that his health
will be regained and that we may see him once again somewhere in the precincts of
Parliament.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-I am pleased to be associated
with the motion. I came into the Chamber through a by-election and, therefore, I came in
as a new member not even with the comradeship of other members. I was fortunate
enough to be seated between the Honourable Fred Grimwade and the Honourable Stanley
Gleeson, who may not be known to a number of honourable members here.
Perhaps I could indicate the physical characteristics of the Honourable Stanley Gleeson
by saying that if Fred Grimwade, the Honourable Stanley Gleeson and I were to bend
down together, the rest of the Chamber would be blinded by the reflection of the lights! I
found it a tremendous experience to be able to gain from the advice and assistance given
to me as a young member by Fred Grimwade. He continued to give that support over the
years.
When I first came to Parliament he had all the characteristics and qualities which have
already been described tonight and which eventually led to his being such a successful
President. Fred Grimwade could give excellent advice on rural matters, about which I
knew nothing, and anything that I may know today probably comes from what he told me
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over many long days and nights of sitting in the seats which are at present occupied by
Mrs Lyster and Mr Landeryou.
There was a time when the Honourable Fred Grimwade might have chosen to put
himself forward for the Ministry but instead he chose to put himself forward for the
presidency of the House. That was an important decision for the House, for Parliament
and the people of Victoria. Although he would have made an excellent Minister, as
President he actually had to preside over a transition of this House from what had been a
fairly quiet Chamber with honourable members who had been in Parliament for many
years into a Chamber that became more a reflection of the people's House, a Chamber
which had many new members in the year he first became President and which saw a
change of Government at the end of his first term.
Fred Grimwade was able to assist the House to change its composition and character
and yet retain the qualities that make it a House of Parliament and a House that operates
basically in the interests of the people in Victoria. He assisted honourable members to
dissipate the political controversies or political confrontations that arise from time to time
in this place and to enable us to go on about our jobs in that way since you, Sir, became
President.
It required a man or a woman-in this case a man-of exquisite touch to be able to
preside over a House undergoing such changes. Fred Grimwade had that touch. I can go
on about him but other speakers have spoken at length of his qualities and contributions.
The greatest contribution was during that transitional period of the House over which
Fred Grimwade presided when he enabled the Chamber to continue to function in a way
in which a House of Parliament ought to if it is to survive and if democracy generally is to
survive in our community.
I wish him well in the future. I am saddened by the circumstances under which he felt
he had to resign. I fully understand his decision. If Fred Grimwade had not resigned, I
believe he was such a conscientious person that he would have felt he had to be in the
Chamber even when, in the interests of his health, he should not have been. I hope he
overcomes his health problems and that he and Joan go on to have a very happy and
successful life in other pursuits that they will follow in the future.
On the motion of the Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province), the debate
was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until later this day.

SESSIONAL ORDERS
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-It was not my
intention to interrupt the debate but I should like to move a motion to make it possible
for the House to begin to debate the motion for the adoption of an Address-in-Reply after
10 o'clock this evening. I move:
That so much of Sessional Orders be suspended as would prevent the Speech of His Excellency being reported
to the House and a motion for an Address-in-Reply to His Excellency'S Opening Speech being taken after 10 p.m.
during the sitting of the Council this day.

The motion was agreed to.

APPRECIATION OF SERVICES OF THE HONOURABLE
F. S. GRIMWADE, AO
The debate (adjourned from earlier this day) on the motion of the Hon. E. H. Walker
(Minister for Agnculture and Rural Affairs):
That on his retirement as a member of the Council, this House place on record its appreciation of the
distinguished services rendered to the Parliament and the people of Victoria by Frederick Sheppard Grimwade,
AO, as a member of the Legislative Council for the Bendigo Province from 1967 to 1979, and for the Central

Appreciation ofServices-F. S. Grimwade, AD

24 February 1987

COUNCIL

39

Highlands Province from 1979 to 1987 and, in particular, as President of the Legislative Council from 1979 to
1985, during which term his wisdom, impartiality and unfailing dignity characterised his occupation of that high
office.

was resumed.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province)-I know the hour is late and,
as my Leader has suggested, pressing matters are before the Chamber, but it would be
remiss on my part if I were not to associate myself on this occasion with the motion that
has been moved.
From a personal point of view, it is very sad that this particular motion is necessary,
and from a political sense it is gratifying to hear honourable members on this side of the
Chamber talk so glowingly of the Honourable Fred Grimwade, especially because of the
questioning of my judgment on the eve of the election in 1982 and the eve of those results.
On the evening of the election in 1982 I had the privilege of being able to say by
telephone to the Honourable Fred Grimwade that it was my view that he was a temperate
and fair man and, in terms of integrity, almost beyond question and, therefore, the sort of
President that I felt should continue in office.
I was doing that as a Leader in this Chamber of a party of eight. The Labor Party
increased its number to thirteen, and, after the 1982 election, its numbers increased to
what the party thought would be nineteen but subsequently turned out to be twenty in a
Chamber of 44.
I appreciate the numbers exercise I have just gone through, but I approached the
Honourable Fred Grimwade with the proposal hoping that he would resist any temptation
put his way by his partY,to which he was extremely loyal, and hoping that, in the interests
of the Chamber, he would accept.
In the short three years he had been President at that stage there were many points of
order I raised as Leader of the Opposition when, in fact, he ruled for the Opposition. I
believe I had the distinction as Leader of the Opposition in this place of never losing a
point of order under the Presidency of Fred Grimwade. In that sense, he is probably not
among the best Presidents of this Chamber but is the best.
It would be remiss of me not to tell another short story about Fred Grimwade's
involvement in this Chamber. Although people said he was an extremely attentive listener,
which he was, he was also a good actor and could put on an act of being angry, happy or
attentive as the mood commanded. However, more importantly, as one of the Presiding
Officers of this Parliament, Fred Grimwade participated in the rebirth of the new force to
at long last finish the Parliament House building. As you are currently doing, Mr President,
Fred Grimwade spent hours pouring over details associated with this building for which
perhaps no-one would have given him credit if it had not been for his premature retirement.

Earlier it was suggested that Fred Grimwade had the potential of being a Cabinet
Minister or that he looked to the future with the thought of serving another term as
President. I say sincerely that it was from no other consideration but my respect for Fred
Grimwade as a person, as a member of this House and a superb Presiding Officer that I,
as the then Leader of the Government, approached him to continue as President. I would
do the same in similar circumstances if they were to ever present themselves again.
Mr Grimwade will go down in the history of this Chamber as a Presiding Officer who
showed no-one any favour and who feared no particular individual but who dedicated his
life to lifting the attitudes of people like myself, who do not share his love for the
conventions and institutional histories, towards Parliament. Although I am a strong and
firm supporter of the Parliamentary system, I am not attracted to some of the trappings
associated with the various offices of Parliament. Fred Grimwade brought a degree of
dignity to this Chamber which I respected and he brought a depth of knowledge and
respect for Parliament that everyone respected.
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We are poorer for his premature resignation. As the record will show, my opinion in a
political sense was diametrically opposed to Fred Grimwade's. However, in matters
involving the correct approach to a procedural matter, the knowledge of Standing Orders
or differences with the Clerk, he and I regularly agreed.
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-I wish to be associated with this motion
recognising the contribution that Fred Grimwade has made to a number of areas-the
Legislative Council in the Victorian Parliament, local government and agriculture-over
a period of more than twenty years. Not only did Fred Grimwade make a contribution to
all of those areas but also he had an excellent knowledge of them and was most generous
in the way he shared that knowledge with members on both sides of the House.
Fred Grimwade is a wonderful family man and he and his wife, Joan, have a marvellous
family and a loving relationship. I have been privileged to have been a friend of Fred,
loan and their family for the eleven years I have been a member of this place. During that
time, Fred has been a wonderful colleague. When I first came to this place, he was the
other member for Bendigo Province and he later moved to the Central Highlands Province.
During all of that time he gave me great assistance in understanding the workings of
Parliament, which I greatly valued.
Fred Grimwade is a perfectionist. That fact was never more evident than when he took
over the Presidency of the Legislative Council. He studied the role of the President and
carried out that role with dignity, impartiality and honesty in every respect. When the
ongoing history of the Legislative Council is written, Fred Grimwade will be recognised
as one of the truly great Presidents.
I have had many happy experiences with Fred, none more so than the occasional round
of golf that we shared. Even when I visited him last Saturday at Glenaroua homestead, he
had just returned from an early morning game of golf with Joan, and I am sure that he is
looking forward to many more rounds of golf with his wife.
I take this opportunity of wishing Fred and J oan every happiness and success in whatever
their undertakings may be.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotham Province)-Every member of Parliament,
the Clerks and attendants will all have in their minds vivid pictures of Fred Grimwade
during his term of office in this place. If it were possible to get a composite of all those
pictures, one would see a kindly man, an honest man and, to use an old-fashioned term, a
gentleman. Fred Grimwade was a gentleman in the old-fashioned sense.
Mr Landeryou stated that Fred Grimwade was an actor. I know that when I was making
a speech, I would watch for his body language while he was presiding. When he put his
head to one side to listen intently, I knew I was straying onto dangerous ground. When he
began shaking his head, smiling and looking at the table, I knew the end was near. When
he put his hands on the table and made as if to rise, I knew it was time to change the
subject. I am sure all of us have tlrat same impression ofFred.
I agree that he was an excellent Presiding Officer. I have seen other presiding officers
who had no body language and who would, without warning, take action against a member,
which was most disconcerting for all concerned. I am certainly not referring to the present
President. I have great admiration for you, Sir, and I shall not wait for an obituary to say
that.
Fred Grimwade was a first-class President. After he stepped down from the chair, Fred
Grimwade sat alongside me for a couple of years, and I found that I often had a frustrated
Presiding Officer on my hands; he used to get quite upset at some of the things that
occurred in this place from time to time.
I helped him to understand the mysteries of cryptic crosswords, and I hope that will
help him to pass the time during his retirement.
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I understand that he has taken an interest in propagating trees. He has been propagating
animals for a long time, so that will be a good change. Along with all honourable members,
I wish Fred Grimwade a happy and long retirement.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I join with other honourable
members in this very well-deserved tribute to Fred Grimwade and his time in this House,
particularly bearing in mind his time of service as President of the Legislative Council.
I listened to Mr Lawson's comments about body language. I assure Mr Lawson that
Fred Grimwade's predecessor, the Honourable Bill Fry, had some fairly good body
language, too. I admit that he tried it out on me, and I am sure everybody learned from it.
Fred had the capacity to rule by personality and by example. The Grimwade family has
been prominent in Victoria for many years, and I believe that prominence engendered in
Fred a responsibility to public service.
I first knew Fred as a schoolboy, when he was a keen cadet. He was an officer cadet at
school and he received an exhibition award in general mathematics in the 1951
matriculation examinations, which meant that he was the top student in that field in
Victoria for that year.
Even in those early days, he had a real sense of community responsibility. If one could
put those two things together, one would begin to understand the way in which Fred
Grimwade developed as a man, and the forces that perhaps drove him to give public
service-as has already been indicated-in the Shire of Pyalong and eventually to find his
way to Parliament and accept the somewhat more detached role that the President of the
Legislative Council must take, rather than the more involved business of being a member
of a House of Parliament. I believe that suited Fred, and that is perhaps why he carried it
out so well.
I certainly enjoyed his presence in the House over a long period. I know he is a keen
farmer, and I can certainly understand that keenness. Reference has been made to his
Pertangus bulls. When I looked at my stock of Poll Herefords, I found I had a Pertangus
black bull in the paddock. I spoke to a neighbour who said, "That is one of Fred
Grimwade's". Therefore, if I get a black calf, I will know where it came from.
One of the funniest incidents about which I heard occurred a few years ago when Fred
was in the chair and the present Minister for Health, when in opposition, was attacking a
Minister at that stage. There was some talk that a Board of Works farm a short distance
out of town was being used as a stud farm, and there was mention of a Pertangus bull that
was there. Fred found out that it was not a stud bull but that it was a vasectomised bulla teaser bull-and he remarked, "There is a 'vas deferens' between the two". He really
summed it up in a couple of words.
Fred is and has been in this House a man of great wit and charm. I certainly regard him
as a personal friend whom I admire. He possesses immense enthusiasm and an immense
will to enjoy life. Those are the sorts of things that he has going for him; those are the
things that I respect in him, together with his real sense of public responsibility and public
duty.
I hope Fred's retirement is happy and fulfilling and that he receives some real benefits
to make up for the immense amount of time and effort that he and his family have put
into this House. I wish both him and his wife, Joan, well. I look forward to seeing them in
the not-too-distant future, and I am sure he goes forward with all our best wishes.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province)-I join my colleagues in
supporting this motion. I was saddened to learn of the circumstances ofFred Grimwade's
retirement. Strangely enough, I did not know Fred particularly well until I came to this
Parliament in 1982. I was elected to this place halfway through his term as President of
the Legislative Council, as was Mr Mark Birrell.
.
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As a backbencher, with some trepidation I managed to get through my maiden speech
relatively well, I thought. That gave me the encouragement-particularly as I was aided
and abetted by a former colleague, the Honourable John Radford-to emerge during the
debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting.
Therefore, on the second night, having got through my maiden speech the day before, I
had the temerity to begin by sayin~ something like, "I was instructed by a local high
school ... " when, much to my surpnse, a fearsome figure rose to his feet and sat me down.
I wondered what I had done wrong. Fred Grimwade quite clearly pointed out to me that I
must express what is in my own mind, and that nobody can instruct me; that it is up to
me to express my views and not those of anybody else. It was a useful lesson to be taught
very early in one's political life.
In my view, Fred was a gentleman in the widest terms. He was a gentle man, who was
kindly to his friends and colleagues; and he was a gentleman in the more narrow sense of
the term, in manners and poise. He certainly was a dignified man, when required, in the
chair.
As Mr Lawson said, the body language was intriguing, particularly to those of us who
knew it was time for debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting and it was
getting late at night.
Mr President, we are in the process of understanding your body lan~uage, and I am sure
it is tested on occasions. At that time Fred Grimwade was very indicative of when one
was supposed to sit down, by the simple act of putting his hands on the desk in front of
him. As Mr Lawson said, that indicated that it was time for one to wind up one's remarks,
and we understood that.
Paying tribute to people on their retirement is probably the best way to say what one
would like to say while they are still with us. That is the usefulness of this sort of motion.
During the four years in which I came to know Fred well, I appreciated him as a gentleman,
as a leader of this institution and as a leader in the society in which he lived-and my life
is the better for knowing him.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-I join with other honourable
members in an expression of thanks for the services provided by Frederick Sheppard
Grimwade. It is well said that a person who respects an institution will manage it. When
one is as intelligent as Fred Grimwade, one will manage it with far greater skill than many
other people. .
Fred had a very solid academic training. Of course, this lifted his spirit of adventure,
not only in local government but also in agricultural science and community affairs. He
was a man of great charm, dignity and good humour. In fact, he was a great host on all
occasions. I found him to be an ambassador and diplomat not only of this Parliament but
also of the nation.
His wife, Joan, was also involved in community affairs and was made an Officer of the
Order of the British Empire for guiding and other community activities.
I believe this Parliament will be all the poorer for the loss of Fred Grimwade from this
place. He is a great Australian, who is ably supported by his wife. He truly earned the
award he recently received when he was made an Officer of the Order of Australia. I hope
his remaining years are years of peace, but I believe the spirit of adventure will still be
there.
I add my tribute to Fred with great sincerity. I already miss him very much, and I thank
him for his friendship and for his work in politics. We wish him a peaceful time in his
retirement, and also success. I wish both him and his family well in the years ahead.
The Hon. R. I. KNOWLES (Ballarat Province)-Most of the comments I would have
wished to make have been made a number of times by other speakers. I basically wish to
indicate to the House, in support of the motion, my appreciation of the leadership and
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friendship which Fred has extended. Other honourable members have spoken eloquently
of his independence, impartiality and firmness in providing leadership for the House.
One could not fail to be impressed with the approach Fred adopted on all occasions and
always with great humour. His friendship and support is what I shall remember most
about Fred's time in this House in the most recent years and I believe this has been
referred to by other honourable members.
Fred made a significant contribution to the debate on a range of matters, but particularly
on agriculture. When I was leading spokesman for the Liberal Party in agriculture debates,
I always knew I was able to depend on Fred for a wise contribution, which was based on
his long experience and also reflected his deep commitment to excellence in agriculture.
I wish to extend to Fred and Joan my very best wishes for a long and happy retirement.
The PRESIDENT""':Order! Before putting the motion I shall add my own comments in
support of the motion before the House. I believe when honourable members come into
this House we tend to place people in their political categories. There are the wets and the
dries, the small-l liberals and the big-l liberals. There are the pro-Joh and the non-Joh
Nationals and the left, right and centre of the Labor Party. One tends to adjust everybody
to fit a particular category.
Somehow, Fred fitted only one position and that was in his role as President. I could
not seem to put a political cap on his head and I believe that was because of the way in
which he carried out his job.
Even when I took the position as President, to see Fred sitting on the benches just did
not seem right; I had always looked on him as being a non-political person because I had
only known him in the chair.
There is an old saying we had years ago-"He was one of nature's gentlemen". I pay
tribute to Fred in saying that he is truly one of nature's gentlemen. That is a term we do
not hear often and if ever a term fits a man then it fits in this case.
Fred Grimwade will long be remembered as a great contributor to this House. There is
a very large pair of shoes in the President's suite that the in-coming President has had
some difficulty in filling. I wish Fred every success in his retirement and I hope it is a long
and a happy one.
Honourable Members-Hear, hear!
The motion was unanimously agreed to.

POLICE (POWERS OF INVESTIGATION) BILL
The HOD. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province), by leave, moved for leave to
bring in a Bill to make further provision for police powers and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

CRIMES (RESTITUTION ORDERS) BILL
The HOD. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province), by leave, moved for leave to
bring in a Bill to amend section 94 of the Crimes Act 1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.
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TEMPORARY CHAIRMEN OF COMMITTEES
The PRESIDENT laid on the table his warrant nominating the Honourables M. J.
Amold, Joan Cox sedge, D. E. Henshaw, Robert Lawson, R. J. Long, M. J. Sandon and K.
I. M. Wright to act as Temporary Chairmen of Committees whenever requested to do so
by the Chairman of Committees or whenever the Chairman of Committees is absent.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Education Act 1958-Minister's certificate of 28 January 1987 regarding the resumption of land at Hoppers
Crossing.
Film Victoria-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1985-86.
Geelong and District Water Board-Accounts and statements for the year 1985-86.
Geelong Performing Arts Centre Trust-Report and accounts for the year 1985-86.
Government Employee Housing Authority-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1985-86.
Land Conservation Council-Final recommendations to the Minister as to the east Gippsland area.
Melbourne University-Report of the Council, together with statutes and regulations allowed by His Excellency
the Governor for the year 1985 (nine papers).
Nursing Council-Report and financial statement for the year 1985-86 (two papers).
Optometrists Registration Board-Report and financial statement for the year 1985-86.
Pharmacy Board-Report and statement of accounts for the year 1985.
Police Service Board-Determinations Nos 466 and 467.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts of Parliament:
Abattoir and Meat Inspection Act 1973-No. 302/1986.
Accident Compensation Act 1985-Nos 399 and 400/1986.
Alpine Resorts Act 1983-No. 374/1986.
Audit Act 1958-No. 325/1986.
Boilers and Pressure Vessels Act 1970-Nos 377, 379 and 380/1986.
Building Control Act 1981-No. 330/1986, together with copies of the documents listed in Schedule 1 of the
Statutory Rule which, by section 32 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 are also required to be
laid upon the Table.
Chattel Securities Act 1981-No. 394/1986.
Chiropodists Act 1968-No. 317/1986.
Chiropractors and Osteopaths Act 1978-No. 308/1986.
Companies (Administration) Act 1981-No. 333/1986.
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Act 1982-No. 354/1986, together with copies of the following
documents which, by section 32 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 are also required to be laid
upon the Table:
Long Service Leave (Building and Construction Industry) Ordinance 1981 of the Australian Capital
Territory.
Long Service Leave (Building Industry) Act 1975 of South Australia.
Building and Construction Industry Long Service Payments Act 1986 of New South Wales.
Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act 1985 of Western Australia.
The National Building Construction Industry Labourers (On Site) Award 1986.
Country Fire Authority Act 1958-No. 304/1986.
County Court Act 1958-Nos 356,364 and 365/1986.
Dental Technicians Act 1972-Nos 310,340 and 369/1986.
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Dentists Act 1972-No. 309/1986.
Drugs, Poisons and Controlled Substances Act 1981-No. 316/1986.
Education Act 1958-No. 353/1986.
Emergency Services Superannuation Act 1986-No. 7/1987.
Evidence Act 1958-No. 363/1986.
Explosives Act 1962-No. 385/1986.
Firearms Act 1958-No. 336/1986.
Fisheries Act 1968-No. 368/1986; and No. 11/1987.
Food Act 1984-No. 338/1986.
Grain Elevators Act 1958-No.14/1987.
Groundwater Act 1969-No. 375/1986.
Health Act 1958-Nos 311,315,341 to 350 and 372/1986.
Hospitals and Charities Act 1958-Nos 370 and 373/1986.
Inflammable Liquids Act 1966-No. 386/1986.
Land Act 1958-No. 367/1986.
Land Tax Act 1958-No. 307/1986.
Legal Profession Practice Act 1958-No. 352/1986; and No. 16/1987.
Lifts and Cranes Act 1967-Nos 381 and 382/1986.
Liquefied Gases Act 1968-No. 387/1986.
Listening Devices Act 1969-No. 9/1987.
Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act 1966-No. 324/1986.
Magistrates' Courts Act 1971-No. 398/1986.
Marine Act 1958-No. 4/1987.
Medical Practitioners Act 1970-Nos 312 and 337/1986.
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works Act 1958-No. 355/1986.
Mental Health Act 1959-No. 366/1986.
MotorCar Act 1958-No. 395/1986; and No. 3/1987.
National Parks Act I 975-Nos 322,323 and 334/1986.
Nurses Act 1958-Nos 318,320,321 and 371/1986.
Optometrists Registration Act 1958-No. 319/1986.
Parliamentary Salaries and Superannuation Act 1968-No. 12/1987.
Pay-roll Tax Act 1971-No. 397/1986.
Pharmacists Act 1974-No. 313/1986.
Physiotherapists Act 1978-Nos 314 and 339/1986.
Pipelines Act I 967-No. 376/1986.
Police Regulation Act 1958-No. 305/1986.
Port of Portland Authority Act 1958-No. 396/1986
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986-No. 360/1986.
Private Agents Act 1966-No. 303/1986.
Public Service Act 1974-Nos 326,335,388 and 389/1986; and PSD Nos 45 and 47 to 54/1986; and PSD
Nos 1, 3, 13 and 17/1987.
Rain-making Control Act 1967-No. 6/1987.
Registration of Births Deaths and Marriages Act 1959-No. 2/1987.
Rural Finance Act 1958-Nos 332 and 351/1986.
Scaffolding Act 1971-Nos 378, 383 and 384/1986.
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Superannuation Benefits Act 1977-No. 15/1987.
Supreme Court Act 1958-Nos 327 to 329/1986.
Supreme Court Act 1986-Nos 361 and 362/1986.
Transport Act 1983-Nos 390 to 393/1986.
Transport Accident Act 1986-Nos 357 and 358/1986; and No. 8/1987.
Travel Agents Act I 986-No. 1/1987.
Vegetation and Vine Diseases Act I 958-No. 331/1986.
Water Act 1958-No. 5/1987.
Wildlife Act 1975-No. 10/1987.
Taxation-Analysis of Operations of Land Tax for the Assessment Year 1985 and Probate Duty and Gift
Duty for the year 1985-86.
Town and Country Planning Act 1961-Lower Yarra River (Punt Road to Dights Falls) and Lower
Maribymong River Approved Concept Plans (two papers).
Town and Country Planning Act 1961Bacchus Marsh Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 37.
Bairnsdale-Town of Bairnsdale Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 57.
BaIlaarat-City of BaIlaarat Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 89.
Bass-Shire of Bass Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 19.
Cobram-Shire of Cobram Planning Scheme 1979-Amendment No. 20, 1986.
Colac-City of Colac Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 26.
Cranboume Planning Scheme I 960-Amendment No. 57, 1985.
Geelong Regional Planning Scheme-Amendments No. 138, Part lA, 1985; No. 156; No. 164; No. 168
and No. 170/1986.
Hastings-Shire of Hastings Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 18.
Horsham-City of Horsham Planning Scheme 1982-Amendment No. 112.
Kilmore-Shire of Kilmore Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 60.
Knox-City of Knox Planning Scheme 1965-Amendments Nos 269, 1986; No. 275, 1986; No. 277,
1985; and No. 285, 1985.
Korumburra-Shire of Korumburra Planning Scheme-Amendments No. 34 1986, Part I; and No. 35A.
LiIlydale-Shire of Lillydale Planning Scheme I 958-Amendments Nos 195, 202, 204,206, 207,209, 210
and 222.
Lome Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 13.
Maffra-Shire of Maffra (Maffra Township) Planning Scheme-Amendments Nos 26, 27 and 29/1985.
Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme-Amendments No. ISO, Part 14 (with seven maps); No. ISO,
Part 15 (with twelve maps); No. 150, Part 18 (with 21 maps); No. 150, Part 19 (with six maps); No. 150,
Part 20 (with nine maps); No. 150, Part 21 (with three maps); No. 282, Part 3 (with eight maps); No.
307 (with four maps); No. 316, Part 4 (with nine maps); No. 320, Part 2; No. 322, part 3 (with three
maps); No. 323, Part 2; No. 370; No. 381, Part 2; No. 383, Part 1; No. 406, Part 1; No. 409; No. 423
(with two maps); No. 424; No. 441; No. 443; and No. 445.
Moe-City of Moe Planning Scheme 1966-Amendment No. 95, 1986.
MorweIl-ShireofMorwell Planning Scheme I 977-Amendments No. 31 and No. 39,1985.
Pakenham-Shire ofPakenham Planning Scheme, Part I-Amendment No. 49.
Portland Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 61, 1986.
Rochester-Shire of Rochester (Rochester Township) Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 15.
Rosedale-Shire of Rosedale Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 50, 1985.
Shepparton-City of Shepparton Planning Scheme I 983-Amendments No. 105, 1986; and No. 19, 1986.
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SherbrookeShire ofSherbrooke Planning Scheme 1979 (Rural Areas)-Amendment No. 23, 1984.
Shire of Sherbrooke Planning Scheme 1979 (Urban Areas)-Amendments No. 35; and No. 37, 1985.
Traralgon-City ofTraralgon Planning Scheme I 957-Amendment No. 69.
Woorayl-Shire of Woo ray I Planning Scheme-Amendment No. 83.
Trade UnionsReport ofthe Government Statist for the year 1985.
Report of the Registrar of Friendly Societies for the year 1985-86.

Proclamations of His Excellency the Governor in Council fixing operative dates in respect of the following Acts:
Annual Reporting (Amendment) Act 1986-23 December 1986 (Gazette No. 109, 31 December 1986).
Education (Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 7 and 8-1 July 1987 (Gazette No. 108,23 December 1986).
Emergency Management Act 1986-Sections 8, 9, 18 to 21, 25 to 35, 37 and 38-3 December 1986 (Gazette
No. 101,3 December 1986).
Estate Agents (Amendment) Act 1986-8 October 1986 (Gazette No. 83, 8 October 1986).
Firearms (Amendment) Act 1985-Sections 5 to 8 and 13-1 January 1987 (Gazette No. 104, 17 December
1986).
Firearms (General Amendment) Act 1984-Sections 10 and 11 (1) and (4)-1 January 1987 (Gazette No.
104, 17 December 1986).
Local Government Acts (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act 1986-Sections 1, 2, 18 (1) (b), 18 (2) and 19 to
35-10 December 1986; section 39-1 January 1987; Section 18 (1) (a)-1 March 1987 (Gazette No. 102,
10 December 1986).'
Local Government (General Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 1 to 6-22 January 1987 (Gazette No. G 1, 7
January 1987).
Lotteries Gaming and Betting (Amendment) Act 1986-Section 9-8 December 1986 (Gazette No. 101, 3
December 1986).
Petroleum (Submerged Lands) (Amendment) Act 1986-1 December 1986 (Gazette No. 99, 26 November
1986).
Port Authorities (Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 1 to 30 and 32 to 81-23 December 1986 (Gazette No.
108,23 December 1986).
Post-Secondary Education Remuneration Tribunal (Repeal) Act 1986-10 December 1986 (Gazette No.
108, 3 December 1986).
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals Act 1986-Sections 1,4 to 6,8 to 25, 26 (except sub-section 2 (h», 27 to
41 and 42 (except sub-section 1 (n»-4 March 1987 (Gazette No. G 1, 7 January 1987).
Racing (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act 1986-Sections 1 to 5, 9 to 12 and 14-31 January 1987 (Gazette
No. G3, 21 January 1987).
Road Safety Act 1986-Sections 1 to 4, 101 and Item No. 3 of Schedule 3-1 January 1987 (Gazette No.
108, 23 December 1986).
Rural Finance (Amendment) Act 1986-26 November 1986 (Gazette No. 99,26 November 1986).
Taxation Acts (Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 11 and 12-1 February 1987 (Gazette No. G4, 28 January
1987).
Transport Accident Act 1986-Sections 121 and 180 (2)-1 February 1987 (Gazette No. G4, 28 January
1987).
Transport (Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 1, 2, 4, 6 to 30 (l), 31 to 41 (a) and 42 to 44-17 December
1986 (Gazette No. 104, 17 December 1986); sections 3 and 4 (b)-I 2 January 1987 (Gazette No. 108, 23
December 1986).
Travel Agents Act 1986-Whole Act, except sections 37 and 38-1 February 1987 (Gazette No. G3, 21
January 1987).
Water Acts (Further Amendment) Act 1986-Sections 31 and 32-24 December 1986 (Gazette No. 108, 23
December 1986).
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Water (Miscellaneous Amendments) Act 1986-Sections 6, 8, 14 to 18 and 21 to 43-24 December 1986
(GazetteNo. 108,23 December 1986).

On the motion of the Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province), it was ordered
that the reports tabled by the Clerk be taken into consideration on the next day of meeting.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-In-Reply
The PRESIDENT-Order! I have to report that His Excellency the Governor attended
the House this day, and was pleased to make a Speech, of which, for greater accuracy, I
have obtained a copy. As the Speech is printed I take it that honourable members do not
desire that I should read it to them.
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER (Chelsea Province)-It is with great pleasure, even at this
late hour, that I move a motion for the adoption of an Address-in-Reply. The opening of
Parliament this afternoon was the first occasion on which I have participated as a member
of this House and it is, therefore, as a relative newcomer that I have the honour to move:
That the Council agree to the following Address to His Excellency the Governor in reply to His Excellency's
Opening SpeechMA Y IT PLEASE YOUR EXCELLENCYWe, the Legislative Council of Victoria, in Parliament assembled, beg to express our loyalty to our Most
Gracious Sovereign, and to thank Your Excellency for the gracious Speech which you have been pleased to
address to Parliament.

I believe it would be appropriate to begin by expressing the appreciation of all honourable
members of this House to the Governor for his attendance today. As the representatives
of the people of Victoria, we also wish to thank the Governor for the way in which he
carries out his duties among the people of this State.
In a short time he and his wife have earned the respect of the people who have met them
in their new role-not only respect but also a genuine affection has developed between the
Governor and the people of Victoria. As the people have learned, he is both a fine
Governor and a very warm and caring human being. For that we all thank him sincerely.
In his Speech, His Excellency made reference to the achievements of this Government
over the past five years. He mentioned major legislation, such as WorkCare, occupational
health and safety, mental health, guardianship and services to the intellectually disabled.
He spoke of reforms to public transport, including its introduction to many areas of the
State previously un serviced, many of them in the province that I represent. He reminded
us that this Government is well on its way to fulfilling its target of 12 000 additional public
housing units within its term of office.
His Excellency could have listed a myriad of achievements and fulfilled election promises
such as fair trading legislation, energy concessions, equal opportunity, legal aid, adoption
reform, community credit programs, youth guarantee, closure of St Nicholas Hospital,
extension of child protection services, introduction of the integration aide program and
the commencement of production at the Portland aluminium smelter. Indeed, it is so
much in such a short time.
Encompassing all of this has been the economic strategy, not ad hoc decisions but
careful planning, targeting and coordination of all this State's competitive strengths. The
result is that for 44 consecutive months Victoria has had the lowest unemployment rate
in this country. The strategy has worked and many Victorians are benefiting. This proud
record has been achieved by using a strategy .
. I believe it is worth taking some time to analyse the meaning of the word, "strategy",
which is used so much by Governments in our country and, indeed, the Western world. I
should like to explain what a Cain Labor Government means when it uses the word,
"strategy". Perhaps we could refer to the original dictionary definition which connects the
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word, "strategy", with the art of war, with leadership, with efficient and appropriate
management of an army during a campaign, moving all key elements into a position
which guarantees the capture of a target. That, of course, is quite different from what we
have seen in the past by way of tactics which tend to be rather short term.
A strategy, of course, is long term. It is the process of putting into place all the necessary
elements to ensure success. One of those elements is the Government's policy. Unless a
policy is sound any strategy will fail. The Government's economic policy was good; its
strategy worked. It worked not only because of good policy but also because the other
elements were in place.
Peter Wilenski calls these elements "levers" which, when managed appropriately, can
change behaviour and effect real social and economic reform. What are those elements?
One of those is often the need for new legislation. All institutions should conduct a regular
self evaluation. Similarly, our laws should be regularly evaluated. Sometimes only minor
amendment is needed, but often it is found that the whole legislative framework may need
to be completely rewritten because it no longer reflects the needs of people and, indeed,
may be impeding the progress of the people whom originally it was designed to protect.
Examples of this include the WorkCare legislation, the Mental Health Act and the other
major health Bills introduced and passed in the last session. Similarly, at present a major
review of the whole of the Health Act is being conducted.
A second important element is the bureaucracy, those people who administer and
implement the policy and the legislation. It is important that they be sensitive to and fully
understand Government thinking. They must know and understand what is expected of
them. A further element is the community. They, too, should understand what it is that
the Government is seeking to achieve. This requires reasoned debate and explanation,
especially a.r.ong those groups whose immediate aims differ from those of the Government.
The community should be given the opportunity of participating fully in expressing its
thoughts about proposed actions. That, I suggest, is essential to the success of any strategy.
We see examples of that under this Government, particularly through the working of
school councils, district health councils and in the community services area through
regional consultative councils. The last two elements, resources and time, both of which
are vital to the success of any management plan or strategy, are perhaps the most difficult.
The achievement of a worthwhile objective usually costs money; it needs to develop in
an evolutionary manner often over a long period. It does not begin and end like a race. It
is far more important to get it right. A policy is one thing-that can be developed and
implemented relatively quickly. We do that all the time, as the record of this Government
clearly shows. A strategy is different. It is more than a policy. It is important for all people
to be aware that strategies are not designed as bandwagons onto which every publiclyfunded program can jump. They are not intended to cover the whole range of Government
activity. Certain priorities are established within a strategy. These are the targets, but other
areas are addressed through the Government's general social and economic policy.
Having, I hope, educated some honourable members about what a strategy is, I shall
refer to how this applies to the economic strategy and socialistic strategy and others, such
as the conservation strategy. They are not just policies or programs but, rather, concentrated
and particular attacks on specific problems in our community. Applying the strategy to
the economic problems of this State, the problems that this Government inherited five
years ago, we-as Victorians-are all very relieved to say, has worked. The record speaks
for itself.
In five years this State has been turned round; there is new confidence abroad. Joint
ventures such as the Portland smelter are in place. It is very obvious to those who examine
the record objectively that that strategy is working. A Labor Government makes no secret
of its wish to improve the quality of life of those who suffer deprivation. We make no
secret of it and we do not claim a monopoly on social justice principles, for we share them
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with most social reform groups in society. For nearly 100 years the Australian Labor Party
has sought to improve life for those who have been denied access to and participation in
the structures which control their lives and for those denied the basic necessities oflife.
Most social reform Governments will attempt to ensure their policies and programs do
not directly disadvantage people who already suffer deprivation. However, what this Cain
Labor Government is planning to do is to target particular areas of deprivation and to
take affirmative action to remove those problems. Thus our four themes: children in
poverty; those who have been unemployed for a long period; security and dignity for the
aged; and human rights.
Each of these problems has causes which have been identified. Once the cause is
identified, it is possible for programs and resources to be targeted to achieve certain
measurable objectives which, over time, will assist in alleviating and hopefully removing
cases of disadvantage which are unacceptable in a community that claims to be fair and
just.
The social justice strategy is inextricably linked with the economic strategy. The link
between the two is, of course, jobs-the generation of economic growth which will expand
many employment opportunities and enable all Victorians to share in our growing
prosperi ty.
Victoria has been less severely affected by poverty than any other State, but it is still
completely unacceptable that any child in Victoria should be denied the basic necessities
oflife or that there are unemployed workers who have been waiting for 6, 12 or 18 months
for ajob, whose capital resources are depleted and whose morale is severely damaged. Our
successes in employment and economic development serve only to heighten our concern
for those who have not benefited from the new prosperity.
As Peter Kirby's labour market studies show, long-term unemployment tends to affect
people who are already disadvantaged in the labour market: the early school leavers;
young women; Aborigines; the disabled; older workers and those who have recently
arrived in this country and, among those in particular, the non-English speaking migrants.
Long-term unemployment is self-perpetuating. As the period of unemployment increases
the likelihood of a return to work decreases. Morale and self-esteem plummet. These
people must be identified and constructive means found to assist them to take a place in
the work force. This is not simply rhetoric, it is something that is being done. It has been
shown already-through pilot projects such as the Long-Term Unemployment Task Force
which has been working in Frankston and in the province that I represent-that it can be
achieved. What must now be done is to have similar programs applied Statewide.
Since the early 1970s a marked increase occurred in the number of children living in
families with incomes below the poverty line. The greatest tragedy is that these children
tend to become the unemployed parents in the next generation. That cycle must be broken.
We must improve the future options for these children by improving their education, by
increasing the school retention rate, by ensuring that all children are able to participate
fully in school activities and by ensuring that the curriculum in their schools is relevant to
their needs. They must have food, clothing, medicine and warmth in affordable housing.
Their parents-and I especially mention sole parents-must have the opportunity of
raising their incomes and we must direct our efforts to improving their employment
options, by the provision of child care and, I would hope, by advocating their cause to the
Federal social security review.
I make special mention of children who are victims of physical abuse who must obviously
be a major concern of this Government. Our commitment to providing services in this
area of need was demonstrated again recently when the Minister for Community Services
made major announcements about the extension of child protection services. The Western
Port Region, which includes the province that I represent, has the highest number of
notifications of and consultations for child abuse in the State. This has been of enormous
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concern to many people in the area. We were heartened by the Minister's announcement
of the appointment of three additional workers and a Government car as part of the
$133000 package to strengthen existing units. Again that is not rhetoric, it is action and it
does work.
The issue of dignity and security for the aged is a further priority. The number of people
past retirement age is expected to double over the next twenty years. It is imperative that
the Government takes note of that major demographic shift and makes the quality of life
of older Victorians a high priority for all Government departments. Obviously the Home
and Community Care Program and the work of the newly installed regional geriatric
assessment teams will play a major part in this initiative. However, other services should
be reviewed.
The issue of human rights includes reviewing the way individuals are treated by
Government agencies. A major thrust in this area should be to ensure that bureaucracy,
as well as being efficient and effective, is also humane. Access to services means more than
geography or eligibility. It means that there should be no psychological impediment to
people making use of services that are already available.
Other important courses of action will evolve following the work of the Human Rights
Subcommittee of the Legal and Constitutional Committee and the new role of the Public
Advocate as well as the Guardianship and Administration Board.
Many of the issues I have raised reflect current concerns that the Commonwealth
Government is addressing in the review of the Federal social security system. I hope this
review will assist in reducing the poverty experienced as a consequence of inadequate
income support payments. We look forward to working with the Commonwealth in
exploring the possibility of joint Commonwealth-State action in areas such as housing
and income security.
A social justice strategy has been evolving since 1985 and a comprehensive appraisal
has been made of diverse policies and community services. Extensive consultation has
taken place. An invaluable store of knowledge now exists about the services already
available and the legislative framework within which they operate. All Government agencies
are now expected to audit their programs against social justice criteria. That process is
valuable.
These criteria-with which most honourable members would be familiar include the
achievement of greater equity and fairness in the distribution of resources, ensuring that
basic services are accessible to all Victorians according to need, thus ensuring that regardless
of means and circumstances people's ri~ts are protected and, most importantly, that all
Victorians are given the opportunity of Influencing decisions that affect their lives.
The process that is being undergone within departments of auditing their activities
against those principles has been as valuable as the process they underwent with the
introduction of program budgeting. I commend the most heartening response of
Government departments to this process. It indicates a good future for the response of
bureaucracy to the social justice strategy.
A strategy is not a scattergun approach which seeks to correct all ills but ends up
achieving little. Hence the selection of targets-such as the allocation of resources to
which I referred earlier-will not be easy. It will mean a reassessment of spending and
possibly a reallocation to those whose needs are greater.
However, I believe the people of Victoria support this concept and will support
Government action that will result in a more just and equitable society.
Mr President, we cannot continue to augment the advantages of the privileged and to
ignore the deprivation which exists.
His Excellency pointed out that the achievement of social justice must be a cooperative
venture. The Governor invited commerce and industry groups, unions and key institutions
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to reassess their performances and priorities according to social justice principles and,
indeed, this is happening already. I can Quote from an experience in my own electorate
only last night when I had the great pleasure, in conjunction with Bishop Peter
Hollingworth, of opening a Material Aid Centre being operated by the Brotherhood of St
Laurence. This coincides with the commencement of a more long-term plan being put in
place in the Western Port Region by the Brotherhood ofSt Laurence in recognition of the
massive needs in that area. This emergency relief network, for the first time, will provide
an opportunity for the people who are working in the area of emergency relief to come
together and receive support from each other.
As honourable members well know, these people are working in a very stressed area.
They have been working very much in isolation, since distance is one of the major
problems in the Western Port Region. The new network, established under the auspices of
the Brotherhood of St Laurence, indeed, funded by that organisation for the next three
years, is what they perceive as a response to what should be done about social justice.
It is important to people such as Bishop Peter Hollingworth that the dignity of human
beings be preserved and enhanced. That was the message that he gave last night. This is
the thrust of what will be achieved by the social justice strategy.

I noted with interest, as I am sure did other honourable members, the pledge given by
Dr Garret Fitzgerald, the former Prime Minister of Eire, to support the new An Taiseach
of Eire in necessary difficult Budget decisions that had to be made to restore stability,
peace and harmony to the republic. Similarly, I would invite the Opposition to participate
in the same constructive manner in the implementation of the social justice strategy,
because I hope that the four targets I have outlined for the strategy will also be of concern
to members of the Opposition.

The Hon. B. P. Dunn-We have handicapped children who are put out of schools
because of a lack of funding in the integration areas. Where is the social justice in that!
The Hon. M. A. LYSTER-I intend to take advantage of the wise advice that I have
heard you give honourable members on many occasions, Mr President, to ignore
inteIjections because I believe this is an important subject. I was about to invite honourable
members of the National Party to reflect on some actions that the Government has taken
in rural areas with which I believe they are much impressed. In conjunction with various
trusts and through the Poverty Action Program, assistance has been given to finance selfhelp and community groups to address the many personal crises that have arisen out of
the current rural problems. Working with the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs,
there is an attempt to assist with the human problems as well as the economic problems.
I should like to know how others would give assistance to those people when resources
are limited, but human needs are too great. I believe those needs are far too important for
honourable members to treat the matter as a political football. I invite the Opposition to
join a reasoned public debate about how such major human problems are to be addressed.
The Labor Government is prepared to give the lead. It is prepared to intervene, just as
it did for the children in St Nicholas Hospital, as it is for the patients of Willsmere, as it
wanted to do on Aboriginal land rights and as it has done regarding the place of women in
society. The list of areas of positive and affirmative intervention is not only long but also
is most commendable.
The social justice strategy will be a chance to correct some of the blatant injustices in
our community. It is a massive and daunting task, but I believe it is worth the effort. I
congratulate His Excellency on giving this direction to Parliament. I know that the
Governor, himself, believes firmly in the principles of social justice and in its practice. I
am sure that he will watch the progress of the strategy with great interest. I trust that he
will not be disappointed.
I commend the motion to the House.
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The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR (Nunawading Province)-It is an honour to formally
second the motion so ably moved by Mrs Lyster for the adoption of the Address-in-Reply
to the Governor~s address.
His Excellency, in his address, made reference to Victoria's rural industries and so
rightly pointed out that the Government is aware of the special needs of rural communities.
I wish to take a few moments to outline how the Government has and will continue to
respond to those needs, because the hallmark of the Government has been its ability to
look forward; its ability to see the long-term needs and to put in place those structures and
things that will assist the community at large.
The Labor Government is not a Government that plans only for one year; it is a
Government with foresight which plans for the next five years and more.
Another example of that foresight is, as Mrs Lyster has mentioned, the economic
strategy. The Government has carefully identified the strengths of that strategy and in
identifying those strengths it has maximised the competitive edge to plan ahead and to
successfully manage, which is the hallmark of the Cain Government.
His Excellency spoke truly of the general economic upturn in many parts of Victoria.
This, of course, does make available the economic resources that can be directed to those
in need. The Government has demonstrated that it will find new ways and new methods.
Mrs Lyster spoke of social justice. The Government is setting in place a State conservation
strategy and, with a minimum of fuss from members of the Opposition, the Government
has got in place a rural plan. This will give people access to all Government activity in
rural areas.
His Excellency rightly said that simplistic solutions would betray the hopes of Victorians.
The Government has heard many such solutions from members of the National Party. It
is obvious that the simplistic quick fix methods would betray country people at a time
when they are in a state of grave rural downturn.
Rural industries are of enormous importance to all Victorians. They are our largest
export earners and the Government is aware that trade conditions and policies are creating
difficulties for rural industries. The Government is also aware that in some areas it cannot
help these industries. There are serious difficulties for cereal growers, especially those, as
Mr Dunn has told the House on many occasions, who have not the capacity to move to
alternative products.
Significant difficulties are faced by primary producers and farming enterprises that carry
a large burden of debts. Those conditions hurt not only farmers but also their families,
rural communities and businesses and, most importantly, reduce the standard ofliving in
those towns as people leave to find work. Many hardworking people and leaders are,
therefore, lost to rural communities.
Honourable members recognise the various restrictions, trade wars and corrupt markets
that create trading environments that are hostile to our efficient rural industries and the
way in which they operate.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-Excessive freight rates!
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-Mr Dunn would be aware that that matter is now under
inquiry. The Bureau of Agricultural Economics outlook forecasts for January predict
improvements in wool and meat prices. Mr Dunn would be aware that the stock prices in
the graphs on the back page of Stock and Land reflect this view. However, the forecasts
for cereals and dairying are not good and there is no doubt the rural communities are
having a rough economic time.
The Government believes much can be done to assist those communities. The
Government has already initiated its program to ensure that the needs of people faced
with the current economic crisis in rural communities will receive attention. Mr Dunn
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will be aware that the rural plan is in place and the implementation is commencing. I warn
Mr Dunn that the Government will win North Western Province in two years' time.
I shall remind honoumble members about some of the achievements of the Cain
Government and how it has responded to the changes created by the rapidly changing
economic climate. The first element in attempting to correct any such situation is to have
the structure to ensure that communication with rural people and rural industries is in
place. Over the past two years the Government has established the Office of Rural Affairs,
which has extended the role of the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs to all areas
of need.
The Hon. R. I. Knowles-What has it done?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-I shall tell the House what it has done in a moment. Mr
Frank McClelland was appointed director and, 10 and behold, the office was based not in
metropolitan Melbourne but in Horsham. That initiative was never thought of when the
Liberal Party was in office and it has been applauded by rural communities and members
of the National Party. The concept was to place a director in the midst of the people that
he was to serve. The Government envisaged that the office would have a personnel of 23,
which was not a great bureaucracy but would be a dynamic group that could do the work.
Regional offices have been established in Traralgon, Wangaratta, Bendigo and Ballarat.
Some fourteen officers have been appointed and six more positions have been advertised.
That is an excellent record when honourable members reflect on the special abilities
needed for these officers.
The next step was to open a communication line to Cabinet for country people. The
Government established the Cabinet Rural Affairs Committee which comprised the
Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs, the Minister for Conservation, Forests and
Lands, Community Services, the Minister for Water Resources, the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services and the Treasurer. What a great step forward!
The Hon. B. P. Duon-How many times have they met?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-That initiative has meant that country people can
communicate with the Government. The Director of the Office of Rural Affairs, Frank
McClelland, can now say, "I can bring that matter before Cabinet". That has never
happened before, but it is happening now.
His Excellency also referred in his address to planning and coordination as being the
prime task of government. It is obvious that ad hockery is the prime task of members of
the opposition parties.
The rural affairs initiative taken by the Government is an outstanding example of this
planning and coordination role. The Government has been involved in undertaking
programs in new and better ways so that scarce resources can be used effectively. That is
the hallmark of the Cain Government.
What are some of the benefits of that policy? I refer Mr Dunn to the initiative involving
women in agriculture.
The Hon. B. P. Duon-You did not start that!
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-The Office of Rural Affairs commenced that program.
Women in rural areas of Victoria have carried an enormous burden of rural downturnemotional trauma, family difficulties, financial crises and physical workload. The network
established by the Office of Rural Affairs recognised and alleviated the problems, supported
women in rural areas and allowed community support to develop.
One outcome was the information that women in rural areas need training in financial
and business management. Women have usually been the financial managers. The Office
of Rural Affairs has been finding the needs and making responses.
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Ministers of the Cain Government have worked creatively and have worked in new
ways. Many areas of government have cooperated with the Department of Agriculture
and Rural Affairs, including education, housing, conservation, forests and lands,
community services and industry, technology and resources. Considered and deliberate
planning has been undertaken to ensure that the Government commitment to rural people
is right across the board.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-What do the rural people think about that?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-I shall tell Mr Dunn about the many visits Ministers
ha ve made to country areas. Ordinary people are now able to talk to Ministers.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I remind Mr Mier that all interjections are disorderly, but
they are even more so when he is not sitting in his place. I suggest Mr Mier refrain from
interjecting and keep his contribution to the Address-in-Reply debate for a later date.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-I return to the number of Ministerial visits to country
areas, which has been questioned by members of the opposition parties. I thought they
might do that so I checked on this matter. In the eighteen months from September 1985
to February 1987, which is not complete, there have been nearly 500 Ministerial visits to
rural areas.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-How many?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-Some 500 visits by Cain Government Ministers to rural
Victoria, which is an average of 27 visits a month. The Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs leads the way with 58 visits over that period, which is an average of three and a
quarter visits a month or one visit a week. That involves a strenuous schedule of
consultation with country people.
Country people understand that a State Government does not have huge resources.
However, country people understand that the resources of the Cain Government have
been made available to them. The Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has recently
made three visits to Kerang. Rural people can identify with that. Rural people are not
having a great time. They are no longer the rural wealthy; they are battling, and they
understand that Labor is out there helping them.
Our Federal colleagues have provided assistance. The Federal Minister for Primary
Industry, Mr Kerin, has undertaken many initiatives, one of which has been of significant
help in Mr Dunn's area; that is, the provision of a financial counsellor at Sea Lake. I would
never say that any Minister of the Crown would bend the regulations, but the Federal
Minister for Social Security, Mr Brian Howe, has done a magnificent job in providing
social service payments to rural families in need.
The Minister for Community Services in this House, the Honourable Caroline Hogg,
has responded by giving support to country people that will set a precedent for all
Governments to follow in future crises. During my recent visit to Sea Lake, the people at
Felton House were high in their praise for the Minister's efforts in providing coordinated
support across the spectrum of relief for Mallee people in difficulties.
The Government's policy is clear from its actions of the past two years. What is the
rhetoric of the other side of politics? The Opposition has no apparent policy and little
commitment is either offered or given to the rural communities around them. The National
Party's Federal Leader, lan Sinclair, says that he is the farmers' representative.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-What about Joh?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-Take the Premier of Queensland, Joh. Joh has an
excellent policy for battling farmers. It is called a 25 per cent flat tax. All the arithmetic
shows that a 25 per cent flat tax means that 90 per cent of farmers will pay more tax. This
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is bad news for hard-pressed, battling farmers. It is good news for the few wealthy and
greedy; good news for the few high income rural earners, and Mr Dunn often tells us that
there are not many of those. In my opinion, flat tax has the potential to destroy the
Australian family farm that some people like Mr Dunn purport to represent.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-You have destroyed it already.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-It has the potential to destroy the Australian family
farm, and that destruction will probably be the destruction of efficient Australian agriculture.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-Not at all.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-The political choices for the rural community appear to
be three: a death from the Liberals; destruction from J oh; or the forward-looking, sustaining
policies of Labor.
I understand that 40 per cent of this State's export income is obtained from primary
production. The Government's strategy aims at sustaining, nurturing and increasing that
share of our export earnings, but most important are the mainstream industries-the
cereals, the wool, the dairying. More energy is needed to ensure that all markets are
serviced because products need markets.
The Minister has reorganised his department to include a strong rural policy and
marketing section. The Government wants to ensure that all marketing opportunities for
our rural producers are explored and exploited for the benefit of the rural producers of the
State and ultimately of the nation.
In the Seymour Telegraph of 10 February 1987, Mrs Heather Mitchell of the Victorian
Farmers Federation is reported as having said:
The importance of marketing intelligence in its collection and dissemination cannot be overemphasised.

I shall deal now with the actions and the achievements of the Government in respect of
horticulture.
The Hon. D. M. Evans-That will not take long.
The Hon. L.A. McARTHUR-It will take me quite a while. The achievements of the
National Party in this House could be written in a very small book-nil.
Horticulture is an area that comes quickly to mind in the development of cooperative
efforts between the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs and the Department of
Industry, Technology and Resources. An example of the Government's across-the-board
approach to problems is the increase in markets. The efforts of those two departments
have resulted in the setting up of the Horticultural Export Council to oversee the postharvest handling, storage and distribution facilities for export produce and the development
and targeting of products with export potential. For Mr Wright's benefit, I mention the
establishment on a permanent basis of the Sunniysia Export Development Committee.
Honourable members know that we must tailor, present and appropriately pack our
products, depending on the type and time of market. Producers need help, and they are
getting it from the Cain Government. Did the Government really help the Australia fresh
initiative? It is taking advantage of the high quality products of rural producers and selling
them in the Northern Hemisphere. A statistic may be appropriate here. I know it began
from a small base but the export of fresh fruit and vegetables has increased by 25 per cent
in one year and some people recognise its potential value. I refer to the export of 8000
tonnes of table grapes in 1985-86 from almost no beginning. It is now quite a sizeable
export.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-The producers did all of that.
The Hon. Robert Lawson-Has John Cain been treading grapes again?
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The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-Mr Lawson may be interested in the Swan Hill gold
initiative. I am sure he knows something about that. It is to pack and market a targeted
market with the very best of our stone fruits grown specifically for export. Other products
come to mind in respect of which the Government has assisted their marketing.
The Hon. D. M. Evans-What about Akubra hats?
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-Akubra hats; and what about lamb meat marketing?
What about investigating new cuts that may be acceptable and may produce large returns
down the track? The Government is also promoting stock feed exports to Japan. Not all
efforts will succeed but, for the health of our producers and our State, all must be explored.
His Excellency referred to the rehabilitation of land affected by salinity and no area
would better illustrate this Government's capacity to plan long term and to deliver.
Upon coming to office in 1982, the Government established a Parliamentary committee
to report upon salinity and to report to Parliament by 1984. One large political problem
needed to be solved if salinity was to be controlled in northern Victoria. This was achieved.
The Murray-Darling Basin Council representing New South Wales, Victoria, South
Australia and the Commonwealth was established. It was the first of its kind in the world.
The problems, the effects and the measures to control salinity are not confined to one
State-they are Darling-Murray basin wide. When conservative Governments had the
chance to coordinate or control, they did nothing. They fought and brawled, scored
political points and allowed the salinity pollution of land and water to continue and to
spread.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask Mr Arnold to cease inteIjecting and to come to order.
He has already had one warning today and I will not tolerate one more inteIjection from
him.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-The Murray-Darling Basin Council means the most
effective policies take place first.
Country people know the Government is serious about salinity because $90 million has
been committed over the next five years and they understand the three-State approach
means a real solution and not stop-gap palliatives.
During the first two years of its term in office the Government, through the Minister,
commissioned the Lloyd report. As honourable members know, Professor Alan Lloyd's
report is a very creative response to the rural economic issues. The report and the initiatives
raised in it will obviously affect the Government's rural policies over the next two years.
It must be taken seriously.
Some initiatives are, by their nature, in the control of the Commonwealth Government.
The Federal Minister for Primary Industry, the Honourable John Kerin, in his address to
the Rural Press Club on 27 November, welcomed the report as a valuable contribution to
the agriculture debate.
The Victorian Farmers Federation also welcomed the report and produced a
comprehensive response to it. The Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs congratulated
Mrs Mitchell by stating:
The considerable thought and preparation that have gone into reviewing the L10yd report is a credit to your
organisation and your research staff.

The Government will give its final response to the Lloyd report in late March.
Research is of great importance to the future of rural industries. The Government
established Daratech Pty Ltd to spearhead growth in rural research and commercial
development of research and to mobilise private capital for research. Daratech will get out
into the private sector and obtain support for research. Daratech can and will add $30
million to research and development over the next five years. It will commercialise much
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of the department's own research by directly involving the private sector. All primary
industries are potential beneficiaries from the work of Daratech.
The comprehensive nature of the Government's initiatives for rural Victoria may be
well illustrated by the Government's conservation strategy committee. The chairperson of
that committee is the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. The key policy of the
strategy is, "Sustainable development of natural resources". Every farmer has that as the
cornerstone of farm management. There is no conflict of philosophy. Every thinking
farmer will say that his aim is to hand on the land to the next generation in good heart.
There is no conflict between rural industry and the sustainable development of natural
resources.
Peak rural organisations understand and appreciate the Government's rural planning.
The Victorian Farmers Federation has publicly stated that it can lobby the Minister
successfully, and that is a proper role for it to undertake in the interests of its members.
May I close by repeating that the Government has abundantly demonstrated that it has
the capacity and the will to plan for the future economic wellbeing of rural Victoria; that
it has the capacity to deliver a full range of Government services by its coordinated
approach; and that it has set up the mechanisms and has the capacity to respond to crisis
situations such as the Mallee situation and to respond in creative ways.
In the words of His Excellency, the Government "seeks nothing less than a humane and
prosperous society". I second the motion.
On the motion of the Hon. R. S. de FEGELY (Ballarat Province), the debate was
adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until the next day of meeting.

MORTUARY INDUSTRY AND CEMETERIES ADMINISTRATION
COMMITTEE
A message was received from the Assembly acquainting the Council that they have
agreed to a resolution concerning the appointment of a joint Select Committee upon the
mortuary industry and cemeteries administration, and desiring the concurrence of the
Council therein.
It was ordered that the resolution be taken into consideration on the next day of
meeting.

ADJOURNMENT
Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission-Mornington
Planning Scheme-Transport allowance for day training centres-Mildura abattoirsSandhurst Centre-Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (lnc.)-St Kilda harbour
redevelopment-Delays in Supreme Court hearings-Irrigation licences-Foreshore
rentals-Citizens' advice bureaux-Pamphlet promoting destruction of property
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)-The matters I wish to raise are for
the attention of the Minister for Planning and Environment and, as he is not here, I shall
wait until he arrives.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-I direct the attention of the
Leader of the House to a matter for him in his capacity as Leader of the Government and
also in his capacity as Minister representing the Minister for Education. I refer to the
Victorian Teaching Service Conciliation and Arbitration Commission which for
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approximately four years has failed to make any decision on matters with regard to terms
and conditions of any member of the teaching profession.
It has failed to do that because there have been arguments whether certain bodies should
be in units whose terms and conditions are determined by the commission, and who
should be the agents for the units.
Last year, the commission, after having had its first decision overturned by the Victorian
Supreme Court, made a determination about the units and it then held some hearings on
who should act as agents in relation to those units.
The commission, in January, gave its decision on who should be the agents and there is
now the most extraordinary sItuation in which principals in our schools are in one of the
units and are to be represented as their agent by the Teachers Federation of Victoria, and
yet the deputy {Jrincipals who are another unit are to be represented by the Federation of
Victorian School Administrators, which is a principals association. There are two other
units but I shall not go into the vagaries that concern those units.
This is an absolutely extraordinary and insane situation where the units that were
dealing with the position of principals in our schools can only be represented by the
Teachers Federation of Victoria, which consists of approximately 95 per cent of teachers
and only a handful of principals, and yet the Federation of Victorian School Administrators
is to represent the deputy principals.
To compound this situation, shortly after the decision was announced, the principals
were told by the Ministry that the Ministry would no longer talk to them about their terms
and conditions because of this decision of the commission.
Effectively the result of the decision is that principals in our schools are now being
represented, so far as their terms and conditions are concerned, by the teachers unions,
despite the fact that the principals wish to represent themselves.
When the commission added the numbers of people represented by the Federation of
Victorian School Administrators and the number of people represented by the Teachers
Federation of Victoria-because the people in charge of schools also include a number of
teachers in small primary schools and there are more small primary schools than any
other schools in Victoria-the Teachers Federation of Victoria has more people in charge
of schools among its members than the Federation of Victorian School Administrators.
That points out the absurdity of the situation.
The principals have been disenfranchised. They are told that the Ministry will not talk
to them about their terms and conditions. I believe they have been badly let down by the
Government and it was time something was done about it. They have sought a meeting
with the Premier, the Minister for Education and the Minister for Labour. I ask that the
Leader of the Government in this House take up the matter with the Premier and the two
other Ministers I have mentioned at the request of the Federation of Victorian School
Administrators and ask that the Premier and the other Ministers meet with the federation
so that a solution may be found to this problem.
If the Government is not prepared to do that, there is no doubt that what will happen is
that there will be another appeal and that will take us two years further down the track
and the commission will be rendered totally impotent and that is not in the interests of
the schools or the Government. I ask the Minister to take this up as a matter of urgency.
The Hon. H. R. WARD (South Eastern Province)-I direct a matter to the attention of
the Minister for Planning and Environment. The Minister, who will have a frown on his
face any moment, will be aware that a Ministerial amendment to the Shire of Mornington
Planning Scheme has inadvertently enabled the Mornington Peninsula and District Water
Board to undertake a major industrial-type development in a conservation zone.
The area is in the vicinity of the Craigie and Moorooduc roads area with a run off
towards the Balcombe Creek. The Ministerial amendment will allow the industrial-type
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development in a conservation zone to be undertaken without a planning permit and it,
therefore, deprives those affected of their formal rights of objection and the right to have
their objections impartially considered.
Therefore, I ask the Minister whether, to restore and protect these rights, he will now
impose an interim development order over the site to require the granting of a permit
before the project proceeds and to enable objections to be processed in the normal way.
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM (Western Province)-I refer the Minister for Community
Services to the decision by the Office of Intellectual Disability Services to reduce the
transport subsidy to day training centres by an amount equivalent to the disability
allowance-the mobility allowance paid by the Federal Government to individual members
attending those ,centres.
I understand the Minister is aware that many centres received advice of that change in
policy after the date on which it was to apply and I understand that she would recognise
the consternation that this has caused many of our day training centres simply because it
raised the spectre of enormous additional administrative workloads and also some
fundamental questions of a legal nature as to whether those centres have the right to be
asking their clients to hand over the mobility allowances.
Subsequently, a decision has been made by the Office of Intellectual Disability Services
to review the implementation of that policy and for that decision I am delighted and
grateful.
However, the centres with which I am involved are now telling me that the invitations
to take part in that review process have either not been received or have been received
second-hand-or have been too late to meet the deadline specified in the invitation-20
February.
I have no fundamental argument with the policy itself; in fact, parents have said to me
that they have declined to apply for the mobility allowance on the ground that their sons
or daughters are being transported to and from the day training centre free of charge; and
I am also heartened to hear a member of Community Services Victoria tell me that a loss
of mobility allowance involving undue financial hardship would be taken into special
consideration.
However, I want to know why the transfer of that mobility allowance cannot be done
directly between the Government departments involved-between the Federal and State
departments. Surely if the State department is introducing a service quite specifically
tailored to meet a need that has been addressed by the mobility allowance, the transfer
should take place between the two departments. That would be the practical step.
Whatever decisions ultimately are introduced, I should like an assurance from the
Minister that the day training centres, their administrators and their committees will have
a chance for meaningful discussions on the implementation of this policy before it is
introduced.
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North Western Province)-The matter I raise for the
attention of the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs concerns the desire of the
people of the Mildura district to retain the abattoirs in their area; specifically it concerns
Mr Gary Smart, who is the lessee of the abattoirs. He is in a catch-22 situation.
Recommendations have been made about selling the centres in Victoria and I understand
there has been a review of those recommendations.
On the other hand, because Mr Smart is dealing with four butchers over the river in
New South Wales, he has been required to spend some money to upgrade the abattoirs.
He is desirous of building a new abattoir on adjoining freehold land but he does not want
to expend that money while he has the sword of Damocles hanging over his head with the
proposed closure of the Mildura abattoirs. What is the present status of review of the
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recommendations about selling the centres so that I may inform Mr Smart as to the
desirable course of action he might take?
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-I direct a matter to the attention of the
Minister for Community Services. I believe the Minister will be aware of this issue. She
has had a great deal of correspondence from the Bendigo City Council on the subject of
the Sandhurst Centre and the Minister is aware of the placement ofa convicted person at
that centre. The council has taken the initiative about concern expressed by local residents
regarding activities at that centre and the placement of that person.
I ask the Minister to give the City of Bendigo an assurance that the Sandhurst Centre
will not be used for purposes other than that for which the centre was designed.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON (Higinbotbam Province)-I direct the attention of the
Minister for Community Services to a letter from the Muscular Dystrophy Association of
Victoria (Inc.) stating that the association applied for the following in separate submissions:
$65000 for general operating costs, $30000 for a social worker, $4500 for a parent-sufferer
support network, $14000 for printing and $4000 for a computer; a total of$117 000. The
letter states that the association was promised $2750 in January and $2750 in July, a total
of$5500, which is almost derisory compared with the amount that was sought-it is only
4 per cent of what was sought.
As a matter of interest, the letter states that the incidence of neuromuscular disease
within the community is estimated to be 100 per 100 000 head of population, which
means that more than 3500 people in Victoria would be affected by muscular dystrophy.
It states also that, by comparison, mUltiple sclerosis affects 60 per 100000 head of
population. The level of Government funding received by the mUltiple sclerosis society
according to the Age of Saturday, 23 November 1985, was $2·37 million. There is a gross
disparity between the two. It would appear that muscular dystrophy is just as debilitating
a disease as multiple sclerosis and I urge the Minister to reconsider the comparative
funding between the two associations.

The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-I raise for the attention of the Minister
for Planning and Environment the chicanery, skullduggery and simple indecision which
has characterised the Government's approach to the St Kilda harbour redevelopment. I
say at the outset that I am not speaking as an advocate for the St Kilda harbour
redevelopment in all its details. I acknowledge that there are arguments that it is somewhat
too large, that it is more intensive than the optimum, just to take two examples of
qualifications that can reasonably be put forward as qualifications on the general idea of
the St Kilda harbour redevelopment.
The fact is that the St Kilda City Council has not been able to get a decision from the
Minister on a plan of considerable significance to the State, a plan which is totally
compatible with the Government's economic strategy, a plan which addresses the need,
acknowledged by the Government, to clear up the most derelict area of the Port Phillip
Bay foreshore.
Week after week, month after month, the St Kilda City Council waits for a decision
from the Minister. Without counting the more recent occasions when the Minister has
indicated that he is about to bring forth a response, let me remind him of the simple
chronology of the harbour redevelopment plan and his dilatoriness.
In February 1985 a steering committee was formed to work on the project. Several
Government departments were involved and it was in accordance with Government
policy and strategy. In April 1986 the scheme was placed on exhibition with an environment
effects statement. Last September a public inquiry was held to report to the Minister for
Planning and Environment by mid-October. Five months and many Ministerial evasions
later, the council is still awaiting an answer.
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The honourable member for St Kilda, who is the Minister for Water Resources, Mr
McCutcheon, has come out publicly in favour of the scheme, but is widely known to be
busy undermining it in the Government departments where his Ministerial office no doubt
carries weight. Whatever may be said about some details of the scheme, the fact remains
that the Minister's delay is reprehensible and damaging.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-Are you quoting Mr McCutcheon?
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST-I am not quoting him; I am saying that the delay is
reprehensible and damaging. A decision is urgent, and I shall point out briefly why it is
urgent.
The St Kilda City Council is an active, progressive and entrepreneurial council. It
actively tackles St Kilda's daunting problems, including those of special significance to the
Government's economic strategy, like the use and condition of Port Phillip Bay and its
foreshore.
It is important that the council attracts potential developers. In fact, several have
registered their interest in the harbour scheme. Is the Minister deliberately conniving at
attempts to discourage such interest in renovating St Kilda's assets? Ifso, is he succeeding?

If the Government is serious about employment in Victoria, it should care for the more
than 600 people who are being deprived of jobs on construction of the project and the 250
people who would have jobs in the completed project.

Finally, there is the question of the $1 million bicentennial grant. This is to be spent on
the pier and foreshore and, in particular, on refurbishing Kirby's Kiosk, the oldest of its
kind in Australia. Will the Fabian tactics of the Minister for Water Resources and his
small band of socialist left cronies so undermine the whole idea of any harbour
redevelopment that the hard-up Government will use that as an excuse for withdrawing
the bicentennial grant? Will the Minister for Planning and Environment say what he and
the Minister for Water Resources are up to, and will he now make a decision?
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-I raise a matter for the attention
of the Attorney-General. I noticed a reference in the Governor's Speech today to the
reduction in waiting times for bringing on matters in the Magistrates Court. I am sure
honourable members will welcome that comment. The matter I raise relates to what is
happening at the other end of the scale, in the Supreme Court, where there has been a
considerable blow-out in waiting times for civil cases and personal injury cases.
A Melbourne solicitor has indicated to me that the delay in getting a pretrial conference
in the Supreme Court has, in the past twelve months, increased from three months to
twelve months. He said a similar situation exists in the County Court. I realise that the
jurisdiction of the courts is being realigned and that some reallocation of cases will occur.
However, I hope the Attorney-General will recognise that the progress that had been made
in reducing Supreme Court waiting times has now been reversed.
The situation has blown out. Considering that extremely seriously injured people are
waiting to have their cases heard and because the State Insurance Office knows of the
waiting time, no pressure is placed on them to settle.
What action does the Minister propose to reduce the huge waiting lists and to expedite
the bringing to trial of cases on those waiting lists.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-I raise with the Minister for
Health, as the representative of the Minister for Water Resources, the issuing of additional
irrigation licences in the King Valley area of north-eastern Victoria which is in the North
EAstern Province that I represent and also partly in the Central Highlands Provincewhich I also represent in this House.
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In 1982 applications were placed before the Rural Water Commission for the issuing of
licences for a further 2500 megalitres of water for irrigation in the King Valley. It has been
admitted that that water is available and people want to use it.
One of the main reasons for the additional water demand is to implement the planting
of alternative or supplementary crops in the King Valley area. Substantial areas of
blueberries are being grown as well as other berries, a small amount of Kiwi fruit, and a
continuation of tobacco growing and a need for irrigation for dairy production.
Despite a five year lapse, no decision has been made about issuing the additional
licences to cover the additional 2500 megalitres of water. Lake William Hovell was
designed to be used entirely within the King Valley system, not to assist in the overall
water supply for the State of Victoria.
The Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs tonight spoke about supplementary
crops. It was also mentioned by Mr McArthur in his Address-in-Reply contribution and
the Premier also spoke of the importance of supplementary crops during his visit to northeastern Victoria last week. That shows that the Government is interested in these alternative
or supplementary crops.
The non-issuance of these licences for water that is available in Lake William Hovell
means that the Government is missing out on revenue and is also responsible for slowing
down development of alternative crops in that valley. Will the Minister for Health take
up this matter as a matter of urgency?
I indicate that correspondence received by me in the last few days indicates that the
review process is still continuing despite a number of deputations and many letters to the
Minister for Water Resources. It is time that a decision was made on this matter to put in
place the Government policies that we have constantly heard about from senior Ministers
in this House.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province)-The Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands will recall that I privately discussed with her during the last
Parliamentary session the issue of the increased rentals paid by the occupiers of foreshore
areas surrounding the bay. As an example, I mentioned the Beaumaris Yacht Club whose
rental had increased from $700 to $15 000. That increase was based on the valuation of
household properties in the immediate vicinity of that club.
Since then, several of the yacht clubs around the bay have received indications of
substantial increases in rent. The Beaumaris Yacht Club wrote to the Minister in November
last requesting a moratorium on the payment of those rental increases until such time as
clubs had the opportunity of discussing with the Minister's departmental officers the
impact of those increases. To date, the club has not received a reply from the Minister or
her department.
An important principle is involved because, at the time, the Minister said to me that
she had formed a departmental committee to review the rental for the occupiers of the
foreshore. She said at the time that she would inform me of the conclusions in due course.
Consequently I am taking this opportunity of asking the Minister what persons in the
department and conducting the review, when the conclusions will be made available and
whether they will be made by the committee or by the Minister?
Apart from the yacht clubs surrounding the bay, will this large increase in rental apply
to such organisations as lifesaving clubs, scout groups and other groups that do not have
the ability to pay large rentals? I respectfully request the Minister to answer those four
points.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (N unawading Province)-The matter I direct to the
attention of the Minister for Community Services relates to the general role of citizens'
advice bureaux as community information services and their role in the dissemination of
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that information as it applies to largely Government services and how that fits in with the
Government's social justice strategy.
All honourable members are aware of the importance of citizens' advice bureaux and
the role they play. I have a number of those organisations in the province I represent and
the Ringwood-Croydon Advisory Service has expressed real concern about its role as an
information provider, the need to be able to keep that information up to date and the cost
to that organisation of doing so when, in actual fact, most of that information relates
specifically to Government services.
Is this role envisaged to be cut back by the Government? If so, what is to become of the
network of citizens' advice bureaux which are, in my view, an important community link
for the provision of information, especially to people who have difficulty coping with the
bureaucracy in its widest sense?
People can go along to a friendly citizens' advice bureau where voluntary helpers sit
down and talk to them, work out what the problem really is and point them in the right
direction to the sorts of, mainly Government, services they need.
The Hon. REG MACEY (Monash Province)-I direct a matter to the attention of the
Attorney-General. A resident of South Melbourne has brought to my attention a magazine
known as Sparks brought out by an organisation called the Anarcho-Syndicalist Transport
Workers Paper. I refer to publication No. 6 dated February-March 1987 which was
distributed at a public meeting called last Wednesday evening at the South Melbourne
Town Hall and convened by Councillor Anne Fahey of the City of South Melbourne.
The pamphlet was made available at the public meeting. I do not know how widely the
pamphlet was distributed. I received a number of telephone calls about the pamphlet and
one resident subsequently delivered a copy to me.
The pamphlet refers to a major issue of concern to people in South Melbourne, Port
Melbourne and St Kilda-the introduction of a light rail system to replace the heavy rail
system. The area of concern is that the pamphlet appears to promote the destruction of
public property, that is, railway stations, with painted signs and, in addition, it has a fullpage spread of what appears to be an advertisement that suggests:
When all else fails try sabotage
Guaranteed to get instant results

I have shown the pamphlet to a number of people, including some members in this
Chamber this evening, and a number of people agree that it promotes the use of Molotov
cocktails for the purpose of sabotage.
It concerned many people in the area that a group of people appeared to be promoting
this sort of activity. I make no suggestion whatsoever that Councillor Fahey was promoting
such activities herself and no doubt her name is used in the pamphlet without her
knowledge.

I ask the Attorney-General as a matter of urgency to investigate this organisation
because there is a real fear in the local community that such destruction of facilities would
threaten the safety of public transport users.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-Mr Haddon
Storey has asked me in my capacity as Minister representing the Minister for Education
to take up with the Minister and the Minister for Labour a matter concerning the Federation
of Victorian School Administrators. I know something of the matter and it is a most
difficult one. I shall take up the matter with those Ministers at the earliest opportunity
and, I hope, get some resolution.
Mr Wright asked a question relating to the Mildura abattoirs and a Mr Gary Smart. It
is a complex matter and I cannot answer it directly in the House. The matter deals with
the upgrading of the abattoirs and a recommendation on selling centres. I foreshadow that
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a conversation between the honourable member and one of my advisers tomorrow may
overcome the problem.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-In relation to the matter raised by Mr
Evans directed to the Minister for Water Resources regarding the provision of some
further irrigation licences in the King River area, I look forward to taking up that matter
with the Minister.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I will check Mr Macey's typewriter to
see if there is any similarity between the type on the honourable member's typewriter and
the document.
The Hon. REG MACEY (Monash Province)-On a point of order, I ask the AttorneyGeneral to withdraw those remarks, no matter how humorous they are meant to be.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Mr President, I was asked to investigate
the matter and I believe my remarks fall well within the investigation procedures, but if
Mr Macey finds my remarks offensive then I withdraw them.
Mr Ward raised a matter concerning the Mornington Peninsula and District Water
Board. It is a matter on which Mr Hunt has made representations. I hope that Mr Ward
has seen that letter. I was requested to bring in an interim development order, which I
refused to do. My position on the matter going ahead involves consultation with interested
parties regarding site works, the colour of the building, landscaping and those other issues.
Mr Guest raised the St Kilda issue. The answers to his specific questions were, I believe,
HNo" and, HNo". In relation to when I will make a public announcement about St Kilda,
to use a phrase of the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources, that will be
between now and a very short time.
Mr Chamberlain raised a matter regarding delays in the Supreme Court. It is true that
there are delays in the personal injury list of both the County Court and the Supreme
Court. The lists have grown to a size that is causing me concern, as well as practitioners.
It is also true that delays in the Magistrates Courts generally are satisfactory and that the
commercial and criminal lists in the Supreme Court are being handled satisfactorily. The
Government will appoint additional judges to the County Court. It is building three extra
floors in the barristers' chambers building, the new Owen Dixon building, as it were,
which will provide some more criminal courts.
The Government is examining various facilities at the moment for various civil courts.
Discussions have taken place with officers of the Department of Management and Budget
in light of transport accident reforms regarding the need for additional judges to be
appointed during the course of the calendar year, which is a good indication of the
Government's willingness to deal with the run off of the personal injury list.
There is a problem, of course, with those lists, particularly in the County Court. It will
be a problem in the Supreme Court only during the next two or three years and then there
will be a run off. One of the options will have to be whether temporary judges are
appointed or whether judges will be appointed and not replaced as they retire In the future.
An expectation is that other work in the court will take that up anyway. I am considering
appointing additional judges for both crime and personal injuries in the County Court
during this calendar year. With respect to crime, the physical planning is well advanced. I
expect that to be available by about September with three or four new criminal courts. I
cannot give an indication on civil lists.
The Supreme Court problem is not as acute as that faced by the County Court and it
may be wise to consider appointing an additional judge-at least for the Supreme Court.
One of the interesting aspects is case management. At this stage our survey of court space
shows that perhaps in the vicinity of only 60 per cent of courtroom space is used between
the hours of 10.30 a.m. and 4.15 p.m. Therefore, we need to look at better case management
practices.
Session 1987-3
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Professor Barr from Canada was here to make a study for the Courts Advisory Councilto carry out a detailed study of case management.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-What about night courts?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-We will start the night courts in the Magistrates Court and
probably in one of the complexes like that at Broadmeadows, where I believe they can
work well.
As well as providing additional judge power we can do more within the existing judge
power, judicial resources and existing courtroom space through better case management.
I have taken up this matter with the Law Institute of Victoria and I shall be taking it up
with the judiciary and the Courts Advisory Council, because I believe we can make
substantive improvements in that area during the next twelve months. However, I recognise
that additional judge power will be needed, particularly in the County Court. Mr
Chamberlain was kind when he referred to the Supreme Court. The County Court may be
facing a more acute problem.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-In response
to the question raised by Mr Connard I make the following points: he is correct when he
says that rentals for non-profit making organisations are under review. The review is being
conducted by departmental officers who are led by David Jones.
Mr Connard enumerated the proposed increases, which sound very large. This is partly
because the review is undertaken only every ten years. As the honourable member can
imagine, the Valuer-General's valuation of this very important land, which is usually
coastal, is quite high. Already there exists a mechanism to allow a discount for non-profit
making organisations but, because the land is so valuable, it means that even with the
discount some of the charges are beyond the ability of non-profit making organisations to
pay: hence my request of the department to investigate an improved mechanism of
assessing those rentals.
I hope to have an improved mechanism, which is not easy to arrive at, available within
the next few months for consultation with the groups mentioned by Mr Connard. He
would have noted that people have not been asked to pay the fees; they were notified
during that period.
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-Mr Hallam raised the
matter of the transport allowance of day training centres. I thank the honourable member
for the way in which he presented this item which has presented a difficult problem during
the past few weeks. I suggest that its implementation was far short of perfect.
The background of this matter is as follows: a Budget decision was taken to make certain
that in every area there was no duplication of resources, if a duplication could be picked
up. As Mr Hallam pointed out, since 1983 the Commonwealth Government has paid
what is known as a mobility allowance for intellectually disabled clients to attend a place
of work or a day training centre.
The clients we are discussing are those who attend day training centres. At the same
time, the State pays a transport allowance to the day training centre. There is insufficient
money for intellectual or physical disability services to allow duplication to occur, and Mr
Hallam began by acknowledging that fact.
I recognise that there are some technical and legal questions involved in the
implementation of that allowance, but I believe those matters have been taken care of. A
committee was established to consider those issues and to examine the implementation of
that decision.
The day training centres were represented through the Victorian Council for Mental
Retardation and I am led to believe that consultation is adequate, but I shall check that
again.
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The review committee recommended that the decision be postponed until 1 April to
allow detailed consultations with centre representatives. Mr Hallam, in a creative way,
said that the administratively simple solution would be to have the money paid directly
to the day training centre rather than having the day training centre bill the client, which
is essentially what will occur. I shall obtain more information about that.
I believe'there is some bureaucratic impediment from the Commonwealth Government
on that matter but it would be a simple way to proceed. I assure Mr Hallam that the
decision will now be held off until I April. I believe full consultation has occurred. In
situations where it may not have occurred, advice will be given, suggestions will be made
and centres will be visited. I am certain the problem will be overcome.
I take this opportunity of thanking honourable members who telephoned my office in
January to explain the position they had been informed of at day training centres. That
gave my officers the opportunity of examining the problem and addressing it quickly.
The second matter raised by Mr Reid concerns placement of a convicted person in the
Sandhurst Centre. This matter has been discussed on a number of occasions and I firmly
believe that placement has settled down.
It is worthwhile to remind everyone that the decision to place that convicted person in
the Sandhurst Centre was a decision of the courts. As I recall it, it was not my decision but
a decision of the Full Bench of the Court of Criminal Appeal. It was a judicial decision
and, as such, had to be acted upon and implemented. I have regularly requested reports
about that placement. I understand it to be working satisfactorily from staffwho are there
and who would make it clear ifit were not working properly.

I can provide Mr Reid with a clear assurance that that centre and other day training
centres will not be used as placements for persons who have been convicted of offences. It
is fair to say that there are some extremely difficult questions that hedge around
intellectually disabled people who are caught in the criminal justice system. A number of
people are in that position.
It has been suggested that the population of prisons contains a high percentage of people
who are on the borderline of intellectual disability. We are relying on meetings with the
Public Advocate, the Office of Corrections, the Office of Intellectual Disability Services
and the Office of Psychiatric Services to attempt to work through these questions. Often
the placements have been done on an individual basis and there is no simple solution.
Prison life is often not suitable for a vulnerable intellectually disabled person and the
prison system does not cope with that. However, day training centres, training centres and
intellectually disabled persons' institutions are also not corrective institutions; they are
not for that kind of containment. That problem will not go away and we must discover
different ways of working through it. I suspect that it is a problem that has plagued
Governments over the years.
With the transfer of intellectual disability services to Community Services Victoria-a
smaller department-the Government is now able to pick up those cases on an individual
basis. The Government is taking the matter extremely seriously.
The third item was raised by Mr Lawson. I am happy to be able to inform him that I
am meeting Mr Struk on 12 March at 8.30 a.m. to talk about his association. I agree that
the Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (Inc.) is not funded at anything like an
adequate level. However, it is not the only physical disability support group that is not
funded at anything like an adequate level.
The comparison Mr Lawson made between muscular dystrophy and multiple sclerosis
is not quite correct as the association dealing with multiple sclerosis receives Federal
funding which the Muscular Dystrophy Association of Victoria (Inc.), which is relatively
new, does not enjoy. When I meet with Mr Struk I hope to sort out some of those issues
and work out an avenue for Federal funding.
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The amount of money for which the association asked was, I suspect, an ambit claim. I
have no doubt that the association could use it, but it is an ambit claim. The State
Government has not met it in the way I would like as the resources are not available and
new groups coming in to take their share of the funds are starting off with extremely low
levels, which I hope can gradually build up as resources become available.
Disability services are shared between the Commonwealth and the State. If there are
any Commonwealth funds that can be tapped into, I wish to ensure that those groups have
a chance of doing so.
The fourth item was raised by Mrs Varty. I assure her that citizens' advice bureaux have
a high priority. On 30 March I am opening citizens' advice bureaux week. The work they
do and the work the volunteers do is not well enough appreciated by people who do not
have recourse to the services. However, it is certainly well appreciated by the clients and
people who drop in regularly or occasionally.
I certainly recognise what the citizens' advice bureaux do. They play a key role in
Government information strategies. They give good, clear advice about a network of
Government services and, by and large, do a better job than official Government pamphlets
because they explain the parts that are written in bureaucratic language and are hard to
understand.
It is not my intention-it is certainly not my wish-to make cutbacks to the citizens'
advice bureaux. In a sense, they are a bit like kindergartens or infant welfare centres in
country towns, which have a multiplier effect, and I appreciate that.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 12.9 a.m. (Wednesday).
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Wednesday, 25 February 1987
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. A. Mackenzie) took the chair at 2.3 p.m. and read the
prayer.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

VICTORIAN PRISON INDUSTRIES COMMISSION
The Hon. J. G. MILES (Templestowe Province)-My question is directed to the
Attorney-General. Is it a fact that on Tuesday, 24 February 1987, Mr E. J. Buck, General
Manager of the Victorian Prison Industries Commission, was sacked by the commission?
Will the Attorney-General confirm the dismissal of Mr Buck? Did the Attorney-General
know of Mr Buck's sacking when he defended the administration of the commission in
this House last night; and will he give reasons for Mr Buck's sacking?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-1 am pleased to be able to deal with
this question as I dealt with it last night. The answer to Mr Miles's question is: yes, Mr
Buck was dismissed yesterday; yes, I did know of it, and, yes, it was covered in the
statement that I released to the press immediately after I made the statement to the House.
I also indicate that I have been concerned about the administration of VICPIC, as I
indicated yesterday, for twelve months or more and that a number of steps had been put
in train, including the replacement of personnel on the commission itselfand the installation
ofMr Kidston as chairman in the first week of October and additional people in September,
October and November.
I did indicate the disgraceful, misleading and highly evasive behaviour of Mr Gude in
relation to this issue. Despite the fact that I had these matters in train for six months or
more, Mr Gude made a number of allegations, not one of which was new and he has now
refused to cooperate with the law enforcement officers.
A week after he made the allegations about the matter that Mr Miles has raised, and
allegations about Mr Buck in particular, an officer from the Corporate Affairs Office called
on Mr Gude and asked him, "Where is all this evidence that you claimed in Parliament
that you had but which you did not release in Parliament?" I called on Mr Gude publicly
to release the evidence.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On a point of order, Mr
President, the House is having a rerun of what it heard last night. The Attorney-General
is not responding to the question that was put to him and he should confine himself to
answering that question.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-On the point of order, Mr Miles asked
a question about matters that I raised in the House last night, and he asked me whether or
not, when I made a statement expressing confidence in the administration of VICPIC, I
knew that Mr Buck had been dismissed. That question opens up the matters that I
canvassed in my statement and calls upon me to explain the facts that I explained to the
House last night in the light of what he alleged was, but was not in fact, a new circumstance,
that is, the dismissal of Mr Buck. The trouble with the Opposition is that it continually
puts its head in the noose and when it gets a few cuts, it bleeds.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I uphold the point of order. I listened carefully to both the
question asked by Mr Miles and the answer given by the Attorney-General. The question
asked was specific, and was answered early by the Attorney-General but he then raised
matters which he fully canvassed yesterday; so I shall move on to the next question.
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TEACHER HOUSING
The Hon. R. M. HALLAM (Western Province)-I direct a Question to the Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs. In view of the fact that a major review of teacher housing
throughout the State is to be undertaken by the Ministry of Education commencing next
month, will the Minister move to introduce a moratorium to prevent any further sales of
teacher housing until such time as individual communities have had the opportunity of
putting their case to that review process?
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-The Question
asked by Mr Hallam is clearly not within my direct control. I shall be happy to take up the
matter with my colleagues in another place, the Minister for Housing and the Minister for
Education, and to give Mr Hallam an answer as soon as possible.

FISHING INDUSTRY
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-I direct a Question to the Minister
for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. Knowing that the Government inherited many problems
with the fishing industry from the previous Liberal Government-and recognising that
the Leader of the House has considerable knowledge of the fishing industry, especially
scuba diving-for the benefit of honourable members can the honourable gentleman
outline some of the actions taken by the Government to alleviate problems in the fishing
industry?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
the Question is not a bona fide one; it simply calls for a Ministerial statement.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I had a great deal of difficulty in actually hearing Mr
Murphy's Question, but rather than ask him to repeat it, I shall ask the Minister to keep
his answer brief.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-I am happy to
respond in a direct manner. I believe Mr Murphy was asking about one of the reports that
have been presented recently, as the Opposition knows, on the fishing industry.
I preface my comments by saying to Mr Hunt that if there is anything to be said about
what was inherited from the previous Liberal Government I can say there was no me:ss
like the mess in the fishing industry that the Labor Government inherited.
The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands and I have been endeavouring in
recent years to resolve the mess, and it has taken years to fix. Four reports have been
completed by the Government. They have concerned the seafood processing industry,
fresh fish marketing in Victoria, wholesale marketing and promotion of fresh fish in
Victoria and the Victorian commercial fisheries licensing review. Those four reports were
comprehensive, and Mr Murphy will be pleased to know that they have been completed.
Submissions have been received from the public, and all the reports have been extensive.
The Government decided to establish a fishing industry working group under the capabne
chairmanship of Mr Michael Arnold to consider the four reports and to do the essential
base work necessary to provide proper initiatives to clean up the mess. Mr Arnold is tto
examine the submissions received and prepare a report, making recommendations on fis;h
marketing, Quality and commercial fisheries licensing. He has done much work already,
and he is familiar with the licensing system and a number of the coastal fishing industrie$.
He is the right man for the job.
The working group will comprise representatives from the Department of Agriculture
and Rural Affairs, the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, the Departmemt
of Industry, Technology and Resources and the Department of Management and Budgett.
The working group is expected to prepare detailed options for Government consideratiom
over a six-month period.
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Several steps have been taken to implement some of the recommendations of the reports
that the Government has received, and further initiatives will be implemented in the next
few months. My department is preparing a booklet of recommended handling methods
for fishermen and fish merchants as part of a broad quality improvement prosram, and a
separate fisheries section has been established in the Department of Conservation, Forests
and Lands to deal more effectively with fishery matters.
Although the closing date for the acceptance of submissions on the earlier four reports
has passed, I make it clear that the working group will be consulting with industry on
various matters and, if there is any member of the community who wishes to be heard on
the matter, it will hear them.

ABORIGINAL CULTURAL AND RECREATIONAL CENTRE
The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland Province)-I direct a question to the Minister for
Planning and Environment in his capacity as Minister responsible for Aboriginal affairs.
Was the title handed over to the Gippsland and East Gippsland Aboriginal Cooperative
Ltd last week an ordinary freehold title?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-The title handed
over was pursuant to a compensation program the Government is runnin$ following a
report of the Social Development Committee of Parliament which reported m December
1984. The committee recommended compensation for dispossession and dispersal of
Aboriginal people from their land.
The Treasurer has made some moneys available this year for the program, and the
Government is providing funding for cooperatives to buy land and, where appropriate,
buildings under the program. It does not involve traditional land: it is for land for specific
community centres or economic centres. The land concerned will have a variety of titles;
in some cases it may be a freehold title and in other cases it may be a leasehold title. The
Opposition does not understand that the Government is committed to self-determination
for Aboriginal people.
The Hon. N. B. Reid-You have not answered the question.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-I have answered it.
Where the Aboriginal people want inalienable title and where that land is traditional
land, given the attitude of Aboriginal people to the land, the Government will support
their having inalienable title. Where it is-as in this case and will be in other cases-not
regarded as part of their traditional land necessarily and where the Aboriginal cooperative
wants it for a community centre and is happy to have a freehold title or a lease, as it may
be in other cases, the Government will respect their wishes and that is the sort of title they
will acquire.
As Mr Long would know, following recommendations made by the Social Development
Committee, funding has been made to Aboriginal communities to cover a range of projects.
What the Liberal Party in this place and Federally cannot understand is the special
relationship of the Aboriginal people with the land and the issue of self-determination. In
raising this matter, the Liberal Party seeks to deny Aboriginal people inalienable title to
lands where those lands are traditional to Aboriginal people, such as at Framlingham
Forest and Lake Condah. The Liberal Party has no policy about the program the
Government is running, as is evident by the question raised about the Bairnsdale land,
and we hear nothing from Liberal Party members. The Liberal Party is bereft of policy on
Aboriginal affairs.
Honourable members interjecting.

The PRESIDENT-Order!
The Hon. B. W. Mier interjected.
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The PRESIDENT-Order! I remind Mr Mier that when the Presiding Officer is on his
feet, honourable members are to remain silent. That is a strict rule of this House.
The Attorney-General has completed the answer to the question asked by Mr Long. He
is tending now to move more into debate on the matter.

POLICE WARRANTS
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-Is the Attorney-General aware that
the police have on file some 800000 to 1 million warrants that have not been able to be
served because the police are unable to find the offenders and obtain addresses for them?
Is the Attorney-General aware that of the 60000 warrants issued each year, only 55 per
cent of those are executed for the same reason: that the police cannot track the supposed
offenders?
Is the Attorney-General also aware that some departments, such as the Federal Social
Security Department, has a policy of not assisting the police by providing any information
or addresses of people whom the police may be seeking to contact in an endeavour to
serve such warrants?
If the Government is fair dinkum about law enforcement in this State, will it ensure
that departments assist the police in their inquiries so that a large number of offenders can
be brought to trial?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-It is not a matter, as Mr Dunn said at
the end of his question, of bringing people to trial; it is a matter of enforcing fines after
court cases where people leave their addresses, move interstate and so on, and that is
always a problem.
He raises the point of departments not revealing information they might have about
their clients. That is always a sensitive issue. The Federal Minister for Social Security has
taken what I regard-and I am sure Mr Dunn would regard-as a fairly robust attitude to
this problem in recent times.
However, the disclosure of information by departments or agencies about people, who
might have given that information in circumstances that they regard as privileged or in
circumstances when the person providing the information might reasonably regard that
information as unlikely to be passed on to another department, is always something that
must be measured at the time. I am happy to pass on his comments generally to the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

INTERIM DEVELOPMENT ORDERS
The Hon. B. T. PULLEN (Melbourne Province)-I refer the Minister for Planning and
Environment to those areas immediately to the north and west of the City of Melbourne
that are often called the fringe areas. In November 1986 the Government introduced some
changes to the planning controls which had the dual effect of protecting sensitive areas but
providing some relaxation of plot ratios and car parking requirements. As some time has
now elapsed, would the Minister inform the House of the changes that have been accepted
and the results that have occurred?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Minister for Planning and Environment)-In November
last year we introduced a new interim development order for the central city furthering
the intention of the interim development order which the former Minister for Planning
and Environment, the Honourable E. H. Walker, had brought in in late 1982.
That interim development order, as I reminded the House yesterday, was more successful
and more building activity with better planning occurred in three or four years than had
occurred in the 27 years of inactivity under the previous Administration.

Questions without Notice

25 February 1987

COUNCIL

73

The interim development order that Mr Pullen asked about in his question was brought
in in November and it sought, on the one hand, to add some 50 notable buildings in
historic areas to protect the precincts that we have-Bourke Street Hill, Chinatown, those
precincts in Collins Street and so on-and, on the other hand, to free up some controls in
the northern and western areas where historic precincts and streetscapes were not a factor.
That has, in fact, proved to be remarkably successful. It comes off public exhibition at
the end of this week. There will then be a panel hearing, but the success may be indicated
by the fact that there are seventeen major projects under construction in the northern and
western fringe areas, where there was previously a lack of activity, with some five more
committed to start. There is every indication that developers wiJI be taking advantageand are taking advantage-of the new plot ratio and car-parking incentives in the north
and west.
This is highlighted by the recent announcement by the AMP Society Life Insurance that
it wishes to build a 48-storey building at the corner of King and Bourke streets. That is
one indication of the confidence being shown in that previously run-down part of the city.
Last week I approved the construction of a new serviced office complex in Elizabeth
Street. This ten-storey building will provide accommodation for fledgling companies and
businessmen who might prefer to locate at the northern end of Elizabeth Street rather than
in the heart of the city.
These controls have been extremely successful and follow the good work that the
Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has done and we have done with a new interim
development order that protects the historic and traditional aspects of Melbourne and, at
the same time, allows specific development of those key areas where the historic precincts
are not threatened.

VICTORIAN TIMBER INDUSTRY
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY (Ballarat Province)-I refer the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands to recent disruptive experiences in Tasmania where strong op}>9sition
has been mounted against logging in national estate areas with backing from the Federal
Government.
The Minister will be aware that there are groups in Victoria moving to have increasing
areas of this State placed on the national estate register and, taking into consideration that
there are people in Victoria who have already demonstrated they have very strong antilogging feeling, what contingency plans does the Minister have to protect the Victorian
timber industry should similar opposition to timber harvesting be mounted here and,
should Federal assistance be sought as occurred in Tasmania, will the Minister resist that
Federal intervention?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests, and Lands)-The question
is a hypothetical one and, therefore, does not require an answer under Standing Orders.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I am inclined to agree with the Minister. The question was
very much on the borderline of being hypothetical and I rule it out of order.

MENTION SYSTEM
The Hon. K. I. M. WRIGHT (North Western Province)-My question concerning the
mention system is addressed to the Attorney-General. In raising the matter I commend
the Attorney-General for introducing this important measure. I think it has achieved good
results in saving the time of police officers, but there are teething problems. It has been
pointed out in a comment by John Presnell, a magistrate at Mildura, that although there
is a summary of the crime, there is no opportunity for cross-examination or evidence to
be given by the accused. The magistrate does not have an opportunity of assessing the
personality or demeanour of the defendant. I wonder whether the Minister can inform the
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House whether the advantages of the mention system can be preserved and whether this
problem that has arisen can be overcome?
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I thank Mr Wright for his Question and
for his kind and accurate remarks about the success of the mention system. Mr Wright
made available to me the newspaper report containing Mr Presnell's comments. I did not
Quite understand the report because it indicates that the system prevents a magistrate
assessing the demeanour of a witness who has pleaded guilty. In fact, the system does not
necessarily prevent that at all.
Under the old system when a person pleaded guilty he or she was not put in the witness
box to give evidence, so there was no prospect of assessing the demeanour of the accused
person or the defendant, as the person is called in the Magistrates Court, other than by
assessing that person as he or she sat in the courtroom.
Under the mention system, police officers will not have to attend court to give evidence,
and this will result in an enormous saving of between 70 and 80 per cent of police time
that is wasted hanging around the court. With regard to the matter raised by Mr Wright,
that was one of the problems associated with the old listing system.
Under the old system the police officer would enter the witness box and read out the
evidence formally, whereas under the new system the prosecutor reads out a summary
from the bar table. Under both the new and the old systems, when a plea of guilty is made
the defendant usually does not give evidence. He or she sits behind counsel who makes a
plea and no assessment is made. I shall certainly examine the matters raised by Mr
Presnell.
This is the first such criticism I have received and it must be understood that the
opportunity for assessment of the defendant or of the witness is the same under the new
system as under the old system. If there are some other factors that I am not aware of or
that are not elucidated in the report, I shall be happy to look into them.

PUBLIC HOSPITAL SERVICE CONTRACTS
The Hon. JEAN McLEAN (Boronia Province)-Can the Minister for Health advise
the House on the outcome of his initiatives to enter into service contracts with public
hospitals?
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-In 1986-87 the Government entered
into four new hospital agreements with the Wangaratta District Base Hospital, the Bendi~o
and Northern District Base Hospital, the Western General Hospital and the AustIn
Hospital. The agreements were designed to provide hospitals with greater autonomy and
to make them more accountable. Also they were to state clearly the purposes of each
hospital not only for this financial year but also in terms of what the emerging role of the
hospitals should be.
As a result the Chief Executive Officer of the Royal Melbourne Hospital, Len Swindon,
was asked to prepare a study of the effect of those hospital agreements. It was found that
those four hospital agreements had met with strong approval throughout the hospitals.
The benefit of the pilot project was that it gave the hospitals more autonomy and this
was a result of the fact that the process enabled us to include all sections of the staff to help
determine what the hospitals' objectives should be. The principles that are being used in
the hospital agreements are similar to those used by the Government in tackling all major
statutory authorities.
This method is in stark contrast to the manner in which previous conservative
Administrations have managed statutory authorities and hospitals. I shall draw a distinction
between the past conservative Administrations and the present Government. In the past
under conservative Governments no effective accountability has been in place and no
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effective autonomy has been given to the institutions. Under previous conservative
Administrations there was no accountability to Parliament or to the taxpayers.
The hospital service agreements are designed to ensure the maximisation of throughput
in the public hospital system and to provide effective accountability as well as to ensure
that all sections of the work force participate in all three projects, which have been initiated
by this Government with the full support of Cabinet. They are indicative of the manner
in which the Government currently deals with all Victoria's statutory authorities, which
are expected to account for throughput.
In the past there were no policies or guidelines for statutory authorities to follow. The
conservative opposition, the Liberal and National parties, does not have a policy. In
1987-88 we are expecting to hear what its policy is. On consumption tax, the Liberal Party
has given one policy and the National Party has given another.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The Minister for Health has adequately covered the question
asked by the honourable member.

ATTENDANCE OFFICERS AT SCHOOLS
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-I refer the Minister for
Community Services to the Carney report that recommended that the responsibility for
dealing with truants from schools be moved from Community Services Victoria to the
Ministry of Education and that adequate additional resources be provided to the Ministry
to assume that responsibility. I ask the Minister to justify the irresponsible action on her
part in withdrawing attendance officers from schools without providing any additional
resources to the Ministry of Education and what steps are being taken to deal with the
social problems that will result.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health)-On a point of order, Mr President, I
seek your guidance on this matter. You, Sir, have been severe on any attempt by a member
of the Government to debate an issue. In asking this question, it could not be said that Mr
Storey was dispassionate. He reflected on the Minister for Community Services and
referred to her irresponsible action on this matter. Bearing in mind the context in which
answers are to be put, I ask what the ruling is in respect of the way in which Questions are
asked, as I take exception to the manner in which Mr Storey put his question.
The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Storey's question contained some inference and I ask
him to rephrase the Question.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-In deference to your ruling, MiPresident, I ask the Minister for Community Services to explain her actions in the matter
I previously described.
The Hon. C. J. HOGG (Minister for Community Services)-I shall respond to the
question in the spirit in which it was rephrased. It is believed by Dr Carney, the committee
and by Community Services Victoria that the position of attendance officer was largely
becoming redundant because of the types of changes made to school administration.
Mr Storey would know well that the position of pupil welfare coordinator subsumes
much of the day to day follow-up responsibility that was formerly that of the attendance
officer.
It is also true that most post-primary schools are structured either as mini-schools or in
such a way that form level coordinators-often there are two at each level-follow up
cases of truancy or non-attendance. Often, several hours a week are allocated for the
purpose of following up the reasons that might be interrupting a young person's studies.
Obviously, handling non-attendance or truancy in the classroom or at form coordinator
level is a more appropriate way of doing it.
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A small number of resources will be transferred from Community Services Victoria to
the Ministry of Education, and while the transfer is being effected, Community Services
Victoria will share responsibility with the Ministry of Education. The Government believes
very strongly on policy grounds that these matters should be contained and handled within
the schools in the interests of the children, their families,and the school communities.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province) (By leave)-I wish to address
you briefly, Mr President, on the general issue of asking and answering questions without
notice. I shall refer to a number of matters that occurred yesterday. For example, yesterday,
Mr Evans asked a question about feral goats. It took approximately 3 minutes for the
Minister to get to a point where it was brou~ht to your attention, Sir, that the answer had
made no reference to feral goats. You, SIr, quite rightly advised the House that the
Minister could answer a question as she liked.
May is clear on the issue that there must be some relationship between the question and
the answer. Page 345 states:
An answer should be confined to the points contained in the question, with such explanation only as renders
the answer intelligible, though a certain latitude is permitted to Ministers ofthe Crown.

The question related to feral goats and the answer was unrelated to feral goats until such
time as the matter was brought to the attention of the House and then the honourable
member received a response. It is a question of whether this House can take some lessons
from that. May makes it very clear that that relationship must be there.
Yesterday the Opposition was able to ask only three Questions. At times up to seven
Questions have been possible from members of the Opposition, so that demonstrates the
deterioration that has occurred.
The Hon. J., H. Kennan-You waste the time standing up and bleating-you in
particular.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-You pointed out to the House prior to Christmas,
Mr President, that Ministers have the opportunity of making Ministerial statements. The
Opposition welcomes that as a forum for the House to debate issues. For instance, we had
the hysterical diatribe from the Attorney-General in response to a Question from Mrs
Coxsedge.
Honourable members interjecting.

The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I withdraw the reference to "hysterical diatribe".
However, it was a very lengthy response to the question.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-On a point of order, Mr President, the
House should know that I sought the permission of the President to deal with that matter
by way of a Ministerial statement and, on the advice of the Clerk of the House, the
President refused me leave to make a Ministerial statement on the issue, so that the only
way I could raise it was by way of an answer to a question.
The Hon. R. I. Knowles-So it was not a Question without notice!
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-I am happy to make a Ministerial statement and I am
pleased that you agree with that. That suits me fine. We can ~et on with proper
Parliamentary proceedings with a little give and take and without all thIS legalistic nonsense,
but you do not want it. All you do is bleat and take points of order.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There is no point of order.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province) (By leave)- Thank you for your
ruling, Mr President.
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The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-Mr President, Mr Chamberlain has
said that my answer yesterday about VICPIC should have been in the form of a Ministerial
statement. I have now alluded to the fact that I endeavoured to do that but he will not
accept that. He should behave himself.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province)-On the point of order, Mr
President, the Attorney-General has no right to stand up unless he is taking a point of
order. He has already done so and you have ruled on it. My point of order is that the
Attorney-General is out of order in being on his feet, speaking, at this stage. In fact, he is
acknowledging that by leaving the Chamber.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I call Mr Chamberlain.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province) (By leaveJ-I believe I have
made my point, Mr President. The major issue is that there must be some connection
between the answer and the question, and that connection has been absent on occasions.
Ministers have opportunities of making Ministerial statements. It is in the interests of the
operation of the House that they use that opportunity.
The question answered earlier by the Leader of the House dealt with an interesting and
important issue that could properly have been dealt with by Ministerial statement, and
that would have allowed the House the opportunity of debating the matter. Unless we
have these rules, Question time becomes a charade.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health) (By leaveJ-On the matter raised by Mr
Chamberlain, it is important to take into account not only May and Standing Orders but
also precedent and practice under former Presidents, particularly Mr Grimwade and Mr
Fry. During the course of their presidencies, when there was a different administration,
honourable members listened to responses from Mr Hunt, Mr Storey, Mr Granter, Mr
Houghton, Mr Crozier, Mr Dickie and other former Ministers; and it is quite clear that
the manner, the conduct and the framework in which they responded to questions far
exceeded anything that Mr Chamberlain has in mind.
The practice that Ministers of the present Government have adopted in responding to
Questions is precisely in accordance with the precedents that were previously laid down
and there has been no circumstance in the past five years. when Ministers could have
exceeded any of the endeavours ofMr Hunt when he was a Minister of the Crown.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-Wejust want open government.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province) (By leaveJ-Mr President-The Hon J. H. Kennan-Here he is, yesterday's man.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT- Yesterday-The Hon. J. H. Kennan-What about a personal explanation?
The Hon. A. J. HUNT- Yesterday-The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-On a point of order, Mr President, I
think the House is entitled to know whether Mr Hunt is making a contribution to the
debate or yet another of his legendary personal explanations after some muck-up.
The Hoo. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province) (By leave)-That is the sort of conduct
that, unfortunately, we have come to expect from the Attorney-General. Yesterday, the
answers to questions in this House were a positive disgrace.
The Hoo. W. A. Landeryou-So were the questions!
The Hoo. J. H. Keonao-You don't like the answers, so you get up and bleat!
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The Hon. A. J. HUNT-Let us take, first, the Question raised by Mr Long. He raised
a serious Question relating to the pre-empting of the planning process by the handing
over-The Hon. J. H. Kennan-You've got into the gutter. Racist!
The PRESIDENT-Order! The Attorney-General will withdraw that remark.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-I made it clear yesterday-The PRESIDENT-Order! He will withdraw the remark.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-It is an improvement on genocide, and I withdraw it.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-U nreservedly!
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask the Attorney-General to withdraw the remark
unreservedly.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN-I withdraw it unreservedly, but I point out to the
House-The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province) (By leave)- Yesterday Mr Long raised
a specific and clear Question relating to the pre-empting of the planning process by handing
over land for a certain purpose before that purpose had been the subject of a planning
scheme amendment.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-That was for black rights; how terrible!
The Hon. A. J . HUNT-He asked the Minister whether or not, in those circumstances,
the planning process was not a charade. What we received was not an answer to the
Question but a tirade and an accusation that Mr Long was a thinly veiled racist.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-He is!
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-I thought that was obvious!
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-It was debating the issue: it had nothing to do with the
Question. The Question remains unanswered as to whether-The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General)-On a point of order, Mr President, the
House is entitled to know whether the objection is to the words "thinly veiled" or to
"racist" or to both.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province) (By leave)-That is yet another example,
Mr President, of the Attorney-General making a mockery of the House now as he did
then. He cares nothing about the process of the House.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The House will come to order. It is starting to develop into
a disgraceful exhibition. I will not see the House deteriorate in this disgraceful manner. I
ask members on both sides of the House to restrain themselves.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT-I asked the Minister a simple Question relating to Melbourne
Central and to the advice that, the Opposition understands, has been obtained by KumagaiGumi that Melbourne Central cannot be enforced, and I gave the reasons.
I asked the Minister whether that was a fact and whether the Government had received
any countervailing advice and what the Minister was going to do to ensure that the project
proceeded in some form or another and in what form it was intended that it should
proceed. Instead of an answer, the Opposition received a tirade from the Government and
not an answer to the Question.
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The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR (Nunawading Province)-On a point of order,
President, the honourable member is beginning to debate his point of order and that

~r

IS--

The PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Hunt is not speaking on a point of order. He is speaking,
by leave, in reference to a matter raised by Mr Chamberlain.

The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province) (By leave)-On the first day of the
Parliamentary sitting, a day on which it is hoped Ministers come forward with Government
answers to questions raised, Opposition members listened to deliberate evasions and
speeches that cut the Opposition back to only three questions on the day. It was a
disgraceful performance and in the interest of proper procedures of the House, the
Opposition asks Ministers to observe the procedures of the House.
The Hon. D. R. White-It is a precedent that you set.
The Hon. A. J . HUNT-The precedents are set out in May and the Opposition assures
the Government of its cooperation, provided that the Government honours the traditions
of the House and does not use question time in the disgraceful way that occurred yesterday.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province) (By leave)-Honourable
members really are seeing crocodile tears from Mr Hunt. When Mr Hunt was Leader of
the Government, I put to him a series of questions regarding an elementary fact-finding
effort on the part of the then Opposition to discover the amount of money being spent in
the State in respect of municipalities. His response to the hard work of the then Opposition
in trying, firstly, to identify which municipality was in which electorate, was to say that we
were on a fishing expedition.
While he was Leader of the Government, every time a serious attempt was made by
Her Majesty's Opposition to establish facts upon which a basis of questioning of
Government policy could be launched, he declined to answer. It is a nonsensical position
to produce crocodile tears at this late stage. It is too late to turn back the clock; the record
speaks for itself.
The PRESIDENT-Order! The matter has been canvassed by members from both
sides of the House and all honourable members can be assured that as Presiding Officer, I
understand the point of the matters that have been raised.
Over the years, a reasonable manner of running question time has been established in
this House by previous presiding officers. We have a degree of flexibility which, in most
cases, is adhered to. Nevertheless, there is also a danger at any time of bad habits creeping
into any Sessional Order or Standing Order and, in the interests of the House, I do not
wish question time to become a public circus as it appears to have done in some other
Houses of Parliament.
It is an important part of the Parliamentary system. It is important for backbenchers
and all Ministers to have a responsibility to ensure that their replies and responses are
made in a proper manner and with regard to the requests of the particular backbencher
asking the question.
Nevertheless, there is some scope for preamble and elaboration on the question; I accept
that. Politics being what it is, that is acceptable but, nevertheless, I have to rely on the
goodwill of the Ministers in answering questions.
With regard to the matter raised of Ministerial statements, the Attorney-General did
approach me about giving a Ministerial statement on the subject matter of the last question
of the day yesterday. I refused to allow it because its contents, in my view, did not
constitute what was really an accepted basis for a Ministerial statement and I advised the
Attorney-General that there were, perhaps, other means by which he could bring that
matter before the House.
However, I again call on honourable members to take stock of question time and to
respect the guidelines laid before the House. They are acceptable guidelines; they allow
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enough flexibility for political points to be made in the giving of information and I ask for
the cooperation of all honourable members not only in giving answers but also in asking
questions, because those can also contain implications and other matters that do not
comply with the rules.
I ask for the cooperation of all sides of the House because, within the Legislative Council
of Victoria, a good working relationship exists and a standard of debate that is the envy of
many Houses of Parliament. I do not wish to see that standard deteriorate in any way
while I am the Presiding Officer of this House.
I ask honourable members, again, to take into consideration the rules for questions and
ensure that question time is kept in proper perspective-for the purpose of gaining
information for members of the Opposition and members of the backbench.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE (Minister for Health) (By leave)-Mr President, thank you for
your advice. I should like to put a question to you on notice. I refer to the twentieth
edition of May's Parliamentary Practice at page 347 dealing with Ministerial statements.
It states, inter alia:
Prior notice to the Speaker is necessary, but neither his permission nor leave of the House is required.

I have pointed out only one sentence of that section.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-That is, if it is a Ministerial statement-it begs the question.
The Hon. D. R. WHITE-On that issue, prior notice to the Speaker is necessary.
Neither permission nor leave of the House is required to give a Ministerial statement. Mr
President, I should like you to give consideration to that section and, at some stage, to
provide the House with further information on the rights, responsibilities and obligations
of Ministers making Ministerial statements.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I shall give consideration to the issues raised, and I shall
respond later this day.
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General) (By leave)-In doing so, Mr President, I
ask that you also consider and elucidate on the contents of a Ministerial statement when
the statement deals with the issue of personal attacks on the Minister concerned that were
raised in Parliament.
The Hon. HADDON STOREY (East Yarra Province) (By leave)-While you are being
asked to examine material, Mr President, I refer to the point of order taken by the Minister
for Health on the use of the expression "irresponsible" by me in a question without notice
to the Minister for Community Services. May I request you to consider whether the ruling
on imputations relating to questions without notice would apply equally to the answers
that are given to the honourable members asking those questions? Will you inform the
House of that issue?
The PRESIDENT-Order! In response to Mr Storey, perhaps it will be easier if I
reproduce a set of guidelines and reissue them to all honourable members.

SALE OF GOODS (VIENNA CONVENTION) BILL
The Hon. J. H. KENNAN (Attorney-General), by leave, moved for leave to bring in a
Bill to give effect within Victoria to the United Nations Convention on Contracts for the
International Sale of Goods, and to make certain amendments to the Instruments Act
1958 and the Goods Act 1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.
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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.

PAPER
The following paper, pursuant to the direction of an Act of Parliament, was laid on the
table by the Clerk:
State Board of Education-Report for the year 1985-86.

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

INQUIRY INTO DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION, FORESTS
AND LANDS
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-I move:
That this House, recognising that the public criticism ofthe organisation and operation of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands is justified, calls upon the Premier to establish immediately an independent
inquiry into the management and operation of the department with a view to identifying the causes oflow staff
morale, poor accounting practices, inefficient work practices, poor bushfire prevention management and general
ineffectiveness, and recommending appropriate remedies.

The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-It is a wonder that you are not calling for open tenders!
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-We will talk about the tenders later. What do you
say about a department: where morale is so poor that permanent officers are prepared to
risk their careers by making public statements about the department; about a department
where the employees are told not to work while on full pay; about a department which the
Country Fire Authority brigades say is putting the State at risk; a department which is so
bad in paying its accounts that a number of suppliers are now refusing credit; a department
which the Auditor-General states that it is not possible to verify some $25 million worth
of expenditure; a department which engages in illegal tendering activities; which wants to
declare more land as national parks when it cannot properly protect that which it already
has; about a department which espouses a conservation strategy when it has put into
jeopardy many of the public assets of the State?
The Liberal Party says that this is a department which is in shambles, which has lost its
way, which has no direction and which needs to be publicly investigated to elucidate the
reasons for all these problems. It is clear that the Minister, despite her hard work-and
she is a very hard-working Minister-is unable to handle such an inquiry herself. An
inquiry must be independent of a department which has shown itself unable to manage
the public resources of this State.
First, I shall refer to the question of morale. Members of this House, and I suggest that
all honourable members who travel round country Victoria and who speak to officers of
the department-it does not matter what venue or level or operations division they are
in-will be told that the morale of the department is at rock bottom. There is no sense of
purpose. There are no clear objectives. There is a general sense of frustration.
In Portland, at a stop-work meeting of officers of the department held on Monday last
week, it was stated publicly that the morale of the department was at its lowest ebb.
Officers of the department have recommended implementing black bans-although these
are in abeyance at present-because of their frustration. As I have said, officers are
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prepared to put their careers on the line because of their loyalty to the resource-that is,
the public assets of this State. Their loyalty to the resource IS greater than their loyalty to
the department.
I shall quote a statement made by Mr Roger Bilney which was reported in the Age of 13
February 1987. This is not an isolated occurrence. A public officer is prepared to put his
name and career on the line. He is backed up by officers throughout the State. The article
stated:
Understaffing, low morale and lack of resources in the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands are
threatening Victoria's natural resources according to widespread criticism from within and outside the department.
A Fisheries and Wildlife officer, Mr Roger Bilney, said this week that the division had inspectors, resources
and equipment run down to the point where the State's wild fauna was being destroyed.
The $20 million abalone fishery, one of the last in the world, was on the point of collapse, Mr Bilney said.
Illegal trade in protected native birds and reptiles was one of the largest in Australia, with Victoria recognised as
the "laundering" State.
Ranger services and public amenities in national parks, seen as having a lesser priority than forestry operations,
were not being maintained.
Deer hunting expeditions in fauna reserves, such as Snake Island, went ahead unchecked.
In forestry, track maintenance was so far behind schedule that fire-fighting crews could be risking their lives.
One ofthe department's 16 regions had 12 forestry tracks it considered too dangerous to use. Another may not
be able to replant areas logged this season.
In several regions, expensive plant and machinery lay idle because there were no staff trained to use it. Last
year, a boat meant to be used to patrol against poaching in one of Victoria's biggest fisheries spent seven months
on its trailer at Geelong because there was no money to employ trained staff.
Rundown
Mr Bilney, who has been with the department for 14 years, said he was risking his career to give details of
conditions he described as appalling. "I'm speaking personally but I know I have wide support ... in and out of
the department," he said.
"In Fisheries and Wildlife, we used to be 54 officers and it has been run down to 28, with 14 new recruits put
on last year. Our resources are so inadequate that we simply haven't got a handle on the level of wildlife abuse.
"We're the biggest population per area of any Australian State ... we should be leading in wildlife management
but instead we're going backwards. Officers have never been more unhappy. They're all loyal, dedicated people
but it's become a conflict between loyalty to the department and loyalty to the resource."

On an ABC radio program yesterday, the Minister denied any morale problems in her
department. On her many trips around country Victoria, she is speaking to the wrong
people. Certainly the officers of her department, who met in Portland last week, agreed
with the comments made by Mr Roger Bilney. I suggest that every member of the House
has had similar statements made to them by officers of the department.
To confirm those views, statements were made last week by the President of the Victorian
Public Service Association on an ABC radio program. He pointed to the huge morale
problem and the lack of sense of direction in the department. I shall deal later with specific
aspects.
I stated earlier that the department is paying people not to work. One example concerns
a work gang of twenty people in the Mansfield area who have been instructed not to work
on one day each week. They have been instructed to remain in their work shed and play
cards or do whatever they like because there is no money available to provide vehicles
and equipment to enable them to continue to work five days a week.
I know that large equipment in the Cann River area is unused for three to four months
of the year because no fuel is available to operate that equipment. In western Victoria,
large capital cost equipment was not used between July and November last year because
no money was available to operate that equipment. The trained operators were given other
tasks, such as pick and shovel work. I hope no-one would tell us that that is an efficient
use of public resources!
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I earlier mentioned widespread criticism concerning the lack of fire control. In recent
times, that criticism has come from t.... e fire brigades that cover the Dandenong Ranges.
These brigades are united in their concern about the future of the Dandenong Ranges and
about the holocaust that could affect towns that escaped the Ash Wednesday bushfires.
They are reported in the "'Easterly" supplement in the Sun of28 January, 1987 as saying:
Firefighters throughout the Dandenongs this week warned of a possible repeat of the Ash Wednesday holocaust.
It is the first time so many CF A units and fire prevention committees in the hills have sounded such an alert
since 1983's fires.

They said thick bush land on the western face ofMt Dandenong was a direct threat to the townships ofOlinda,
Kalorama and Sassafras.
They have blamed the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands and its Minister, Mrs Kirner, for
failing to clear the area.
The firefighters described uncleared fire breaks near Olinda as "death traps" where they would not send their
units.
"With the right conditions there is going to be another disaster," Sherbrooke fire prevention committee
spokesman, Mr Noel Thatcher, said.
"Ifs just going to devour everything in front of it like it did on Ash Wednesday, it could be another holocaust,"
he said.
"A lot of the Dandenongs wasn't touched by Ash Wednesday and this particular area has been building bush
fuel since 1962."
Mr Thatcher's comments were supported by the Olinda CFA, Sassafras CFA, Lilydale fire prevention committee
and Dandenong Ranges Fire Brigades Group.
Olinda CFA captain, Mr John Faull, said he sent a telegram to Mrs Kirner last week to tell her she was illinformed.
Mr Faull said letters Mrs Kirner has sent to the CFA on fire prevention works in the area were "ridiculous and
confused".
"She obviously knows nothing about the real situation, all the clearing is being done on the wrong side of the
town," he said.

These are not politicians making statements about the department, they are not even
people within the department, they are volunteers who have given up their free time and
who risk their lives to save the property and lives of other people.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-As do the Country Fire Authority people.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I am talking about the Country Fire Authority
people. These people are unpaid but they are doing that task. There is a subseguent press
report which states that the department has since sent in a slasher to do a bit of work. The
department should not have needed to have been reminded that the situation was so
dangerous. It was merely good luck that the holocaust warned of by the Country Fire
Authority has not eventuated.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-That is an irresponsible statement by you.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-If the Minister criticises me, she must also criticise
the Country Fire Authority because all I am doing is reiterating what its members have
said.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-I know that is what you are doing. No analysis is being given,
just newspaper reports.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I will provide the Minister with another criticism.
This was by Mr Jim Anderson of the Victorian Public Service Association in an interview
on an ABC radio program last week. In fact, it was the same program on which the
Minister appeared yesterday. Once again, this was not a member of the Liberal Party who
was criticising the Government.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou interjected.
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The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I can give Mr Landeryou an example of the fire
protection area involved. In fact, it is good to be able to welcome Mr Landeryou back to
the House. He has now been here for two consecutive days this year whereas he managed
to come into the House for only two days during the last Parliamentary session. We look
forward to his further contribution, even if he is interjecting from out of his place.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. G. A. Sgro)-Order! I ask Mr Chamberlain to
return to the main point.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (Templestowe Province)-On a point of order, Mr Deputy
President, it is neither part of the debate nor proper for Mr Chamberlain to direct you as
to your responsibilities, where members of the House are seated and from where they
make interjections. I ask that he withdraw that direction which reflects upon your role in
the Chair.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT-Order! Mr Landeryou appears to be comfortable where
he is. I ask Mr Chamberlain to continue.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-Mr Jim Anderson of the Victorian Public Service
Association had this to say on the ABC about the fire danger:
... we're finding hundreds and hundreds of kilometres of fire access tracks are now being closed because work is
not being done to maintain them. We just need another bad fire season and then you'll have a catastrophe on
your hands. We've got equipment, heavy equipment, which can't run because there's no funds to pay for the
petrol. That's just how ludicrous the situation is.

The interviewer asks:
Why is Mrs Kirner saying that she doesn't believe things are as bad as what they're made out to be in the
department?

Mr Anderson replied:
Only she could make that comment. I can make a comment in terms of our perspection of what is happening ...

The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province)-On a point of order, Mr
Deputy President, the Leader of the Opposition has so far done nothing other than read
to the House the work of other people in our society. That is neither a speech nor a
contribution to intelligent discussion in this Chamber. I suggest, Mr Deputy President,
that you call the Leader of the Opposition to order. Although this House allows leading
speakers to refer to copious notes, it is not in order for any honourable member, not the
least the Leader of Her Majesty's Opposition, to read the works of other people. I suggest
.
he is out of order.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On the point of order, Mr
Deputy President, it would be interesting if Mr Landeryou read the motion which states:
That this House, recognising that the public criticism of the organisation and operation of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands is justified, ...

How can we come to that conclusion if we do not hear the public criticism?
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province)-On the point of order, that
is really the most pathetic proposition that has ever been put in this Chamber. What the
Leader of the Opposition has asked honourable members to countenance is that all one
needs to do is to come into the Chamber and pretend that one is putting forward popular
propositions or public conceptions and read newspaper clippings or press, television or
radio reports.
It makes a nonsense of a presentation of this kind. It is not a reasonable or sensible
debate in accordance with the traditions of the House.

The Leader of the Opposition knows that he is out of order. At least honourable
members on the Opposition benches ought to know that it is not proper debate to read the
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work of other people. That is why the traditions of the House have been jealously protected
by those honourable members who believe that the Chamber has a particular role to play.
The Hon. A. J. HUNT (South Eastern Province )-On the point of order, Mr Deputy
President, the motion is in two parts. The first part of the motion is a preamble that refers
to public criticism and then there is an operative part calling for an inquiry into the
management and operation of the department for a number of reasons, among those being
the alleged poor bush fire prevention management.
If the honourable member merely made an allegation he would be attacked for making
an unsubstantiated allegation. What Mr Chamberlain is doing, and what he is entitled to
do, is quote from those who know. He is quoting from the representatives of the Country
Fire Authority and from leaders of the Victorian Public Service Association. That is part
of establishing his case that there has been poor bush fire prevention management.
There is no better way in which that can be established than by quoting the evidence of
experts in the field and that is precisely what the honourable member is doing.
The Hon. J. V. C. GUEST (Monash Province)-On the point of order, Mr Deputy
President, in addressing myself to what Mr Landeryou had to say, in the same spirit of
seriousness in which I believe he spoke, I wondered whether there was some place that he
wanted to recommend for lunch.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-On the point
of order, Mr Deputy President, I support Mr Landeryou on the precedents in the House.
The precedent first came from the Honourable Bill Campbell, who was somewhat admired
for his capacity to chair the House on a number of occasions. Mr Campbell made it clear
to me that reference to newspaper cuttings must be sparingly used. He made the point that
there was some leeway in the House to make the odd reference to a newspaper cutting to
reinforce the point.

It was made clear to members of the Labor Party when in opposition, not just by the
Honourable Bill Campbell, but also by the Honourable Fred Grimwade, that debate
should revolve around the point that the person speaking is making and from time to time
a sparing use of newspaper cuttings was possible. I was sat down on one occasion in the
midst of a well-prepared speech simply because I had quoted from two or three newspaper
cuttings.

.

A precedent has been established. The precedent is that the Leader of the Opposition in
this Chamber must make his speech in his own words, and it is unacceptable for the
honourable member to quote extensively from press cuttings.
The Hon. ROSEMARY V ARTY (Nunawading Province)-On the point of order, Mr
Deputy President, Mr Landeryou was trying to canvass the proposition that the
Parliamentary Opposition must move motions or make speeches without attempting to
use reference material. That is a ludicrous proposition. It IS unreal for Mr Landeryou to
make the statement that members of Parliament should prepare and deliver a speech in
the context of not being able to refer to press cuttings or material which may be incorporated
into the speech and which is part of the proposition that is being put forward.
The Hon. M. A. BIRRELL (East Yarra Province)-On the point of order, Mr Deputy
President, there is a distinction to be drawn between establishing facts by producing
evidence and then using that evidence to argue the case. What Mr Chamberlain is doing
is establishing the fact by producing the evidence. The exact text of the motion relates to
recognising public criticism. It is lo~cal in the extreme to establish the ground for the
motion by stating what the public criticism is, and that is what the Leader of the Opposition
has done.
Mr Chamberlain is only into the first line of the motion, of establishing the public
criticism, and, therefore, establishin~ a fact by producing that evidence. It is not Mr
Chamberlain's intention to use the eVidence to argue his case. Mr Chamberlain has shown
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on previous occasions that he is more than skilled at arguing his case and I urge you, Mr
Deputy President, to rule that this procedure is not only appropriate but also is expected
because of the terms of the motion.
The Hon. W. A. LANDERYOU (Doutta Galla Province)-On the point of order, Mr
Deputy President, one of the real tragedies that falls from the Opposition is that what it is
trying to do, or claiming the right as members of the Chamber, is to put a proposition on
the basis of flimsy evidence that it is public criticism, yet not refer to the criticism, not
condense it or make it intelligent, so that it may be digested by honourable members.
It is a pity that Mrs Varty did not listen to the point I was trying to make. I am not
endeavouring to prevent any honourable member from raising issues or putting motions
to the House or, indeed, to refer to popular journals from time to time. However, it is
purely humbug to pretend that one is presenting evidence by reading the work of other
people.

The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-On the point of order, Mr Deputy President,
Mr Landeryou cannot have it both ways. The honourable member raised a point of order
on me in a debate in this House when I made a statement about 150 000 accounts of the
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands remaining unpaid. Mr Landerypu
challenged me to produce the evidence and, in fact, I had the evidence in the Parliamentary
building. The honourable member insisted that I substantiate that I had that information.
Mr Landeryou is now saying that Mr Chamberlain cannot use material to substantiate his
case. The Leader of the Opposition in this Chamber is in possession of material in the
House. Mr Landeryou is trying to have two bob each way. The honourable member took
a point of order on the fact that I did not have the material in the Chamber on a previous
occasion, but on this occasion Mr Chamberlain has the information with him.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. G. A. Sgro)-Order! I have listened to the
points of order. It is true that from time to time Mr Chamberlain read from newspaper
cuttings. Mr Chamberlain has now made his point and I ask him to continue his speech.
From time to time, if the honourable member wants to refer to newspaper cuttings then
he can do so, but I ask him to continue his speech and to use the material that he has
prepared.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-The last document from which
I quoted was in fact a roneoed radio transcript that contained some of the public criticisms
made by representatives of the Victorian Public Service Association concerning what is
happening and what is not happening about fire prevention and the clearing of fire traps.
The association is saying to the Government exactly what the Country Fire Authority is
saying, "You are leading us into a disastrous situation".
There is no great mystery about that. All I am saying is that there has been a consistent
public outcry from the Shire of Korumburra, which moved a vote of no confidence in the
Minister. The Country Fire Authority, Mr Bilney and departmental officers to whom we
have spoken, all say that the department is a shambles. Staff morale is shot. People do not
know what their purpose in life is. It is obvious that the priorities of the Government are
wrong. That message is received loud and clear.
Departmental officers are being paid not to work in their usual occupations. Equipment
owned by the department does not receive sufficient fuel to be used effectively so truck
drivers and grader drivers are forced to work with pick and shovel. Some people might
argue that that is efficient but the Opposition does not go along with that.
I now refer the House to fire control and the criticisms that have been made about the
department in that area. A number of departmental officers have told me that they have
been designated as liaison officers between the department and the Country Fire Authority.
If there is a fire, it is supposed to be their job to attend the local CFA centre to act as coordinators. Unfortunately, they have not been given any training in that role. I am not
saying that all liaison officers are in that position but I can name at least three areas where
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the officer who has been designated as liaison officer has been given no training and is
unaware of what is expected of him when fires occur.
The Speech delivered by the Governor yesterday stated that the Government was
interested in efficient government. Ifwe now have efficient government in this department,
God help Victoria!
A further part of my motion refers to poor accounting practices. Mr Reid clearly spelt
out the absolute chaos in the department involving non-payment of accounts. Honourable
members are aware that a directive was issued by the PremIer in September last year about
payment of accounts within 30 days. What has happened in the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands since the Minister stood up in this House, put her hand
on her heart and said, "We will do better?"
Mr Mier interjects, "How can they pay their accounts when they have no money?"
The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-On a point of order, Mr President, my
interjection was, "How can they have accounts when they are supposed to have no
money?" I did not say, "How can they pay their accounts?"
:The PRESIDENT-Order! The matter raised by Mr Mier is not a point of order, it is a
personal explanation.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-Mr President, I wish to quote
from the first report of the Auditor-General for 1985-86. I note that Mr Landeryou is not
present.
The Auditor-General identified almost $67 million worth of bills unpaid by Victorian
Government departments as at 30 June 1986. Some $4·4 million or 6·6 per cent of that
amount was bills unpaid by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
Approximately 47 per cent, or nearly half, of the department's unpaid bills had been
outstanding at 30 June 1986 for more than 30 days, whIch is outside normal trade terms.
The department was the third worst Victorian Government department in respect of
unpaid bills outstanding for more than 30 days and the second worst Government
department in respect of unpaid bills outstanding for more than 180 days. Is the position
improving?
The audited amount of unpaid bills held by the Department of Conservation, Forests
and Lands as at 30 June 1986 and as published in the department's 1985-86 annual report
was not $4·4 million, as estimated initially by the Auditor-General, but $6·5 million. The
department was almost 50 per cent worse off than the preliminary estimate the AuditorGeneral suggested. Is that part of the Government's modern money management?
I now turn to what the Auditor-General said about the tendering processes of this
department. He criticised the fact that consultancy arrangements were being retrospectively
approved by Order in Council. In other words, the job was done, the money was committed
and, after it was pointed out that the department had broken the law, the Governor in
Council was requested retrospectively to approve the actions of the department.
Some $303000 worth of departmental consultancies commenced before State Tender
Board approval had been granted, which necessitated retrospective approval by Order in
Council. Two Orders in Council authorising consultanCIes worth $156 000 for the
department were not published in the Government Gazette. That is a breach of the
regulations and is illegal.
The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands has yet to provide the Opposition
with details of those consultancies, despite a face to face request by the shadow Minister
to Professor Eddison, the former Director-General of Conservation, Forests and Lands in
September 1986. What was the $156 000 spent on? It has been suggested that one of those
consultancies might involve an Eddie Beacham. Perhaps that is not the case, but I ask the
Minister to provide an answer today.

88

COUNCIL

25 February 1987

Dept. o/Conservation, Forests and Lands

The Auditor-General also stated that he could not verify the validity of $25 million
worth of expenditure because he was not supplied with supportin~ documents. Again, is
that modem money management? That is what has occurred withIn this department and
is one reason why the department needs a new broom through it. The Premier should
establish an independent, high-level inquiry to examine the functioning of the department
in the areas I have raised and its total operation.
Yesterday the Governor said that Victoria will have more national parks, but the current
resources available for national parks are being stretched to the limit.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner interjected.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-The Minister will recall statements made in this
House to the effect that the Wimmera tourism people have said that, since the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands has taken over the control of the Grampians, the road
system in the Grampians has deteriorated.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Tourism has increased by 50 per cent. You are always on about
that!
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-The tourists will fall through the potholes. Resources
for national parks are already stretched to the limit, yet the Government wants more
national parks. In a conversation with me the Minister said, "We already have control of
the area so it will not cost us any more" .
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-When we have personal conversations, I do not expect them to
come out in this House. If that is the way you want to proceed, I shall refer to the one we
had at lunchtime about your not having prepared your speech, and that is perfectly
obvious.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask Mr Chamberlain to ignore interjections and not to
have conversations across the table.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-Let us take a theoretical argument and say that, as
the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands already controls State parks, those
parks can become national parks and they will not cost the Government any more. What
is the policy for national parks? They should be for people to visit and to become involved
in various activities.
Therefore, one provides facilities, camp fires, walking tracks, parking areas, additional
rangers and education officers. One provides all the things that we have come to expect of
national parks.
However, we know that the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands does not
have the money to run the parks that it is operating at present. We know it cannot protect
even those parks.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Nonsense!
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-Does the Minister intend to disprove the comments
of her officers, the Victorian Public Service Association and the fire brigades who say that,
in fact, the department is putting public assets at risk?
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-That is right.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I heard the figures that the Minister quoted on the
ABC yesterday. They are nonsense figures. The work is not being done. There is no sense
of direction in the Minister's department.
The Governor's Speech says that we will have more national parks. Honourable members
might recall that they have debated this issue before. As a result of that proposition, we
will have more half-baked and under-resourced national parks. That will give national
parks a bad name, because they cannot be run properly. We are in this national parks land
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grab just for the sake of saying we have "X" percentage or "X" percentage plus one, but
the Minister is putting public assets at risk.
When one considers the control of those public areas, issues are involved such as what
is happening about weed control, what is happening in the area of soil conservation and
soon.
I have spelt out to the House the great depletion in the numbers of soil conservation
specialists. The Minister had said that that would be rectified by last Christmas.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-It has been.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-That is good, and I know that the Minister will
spell out to the House the positions in each of the categories that she has filled.
There are specialist soil conservationists in her department who are not doing soil
conservation work. Their expertise is being wasted, as part of this flim-flam administration
that exists in her department.
Wherever one goes in this State one hears complaints about what is happening about
the protection of public land; what is happening about noxious weeds, such as ragwort and
Cape tulip-which are growing unchecked throughout the State because the department
is not honouring its commitment to control them-and what is happening about the
rabbits which are now in plague proportions.
Vast public areas of this State are not being protected by the department or by the
Minister, yet she tells the House that she wants more national parks-so that she can
muck them up!
We know that that will put national parks in bad odium with the public because people's
expectations of national parks cannot be met. I have mentioned the reduction of effort in
the noxious weeds area which, once allowed to get out of control, can devastate areas of
public land.
When one examines the supplementary program information for 1986-87 issued fairly
recently by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, one notes that at page
24, under the item, "Protection from Problem Plants, Animals and Insects", the actual
expenditure for 1985-86 was $24·2 million. That figure has been reduced to $21·032
million for this year, yet the Minister wants more land, which is supposed to have a higher
level of protection!
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Most of that is on private land, of course.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-I am interested to hear that, because officers of the
department have said to me that it is impossible for them to meet the needs of private
landowners who have problems with rabbits and so on.
The farmers do not go to the department any more because they know it cannot respond.
The department must give priority to public land because it has very little ability to help
the private landowner.
That also occurs in other areas where the department has statutory responsibility.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-Why should the Government pay for private landowners to
clear their weeds?
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-In the area of water supply, for example, the
department has a statutory responsibility to provide a service. Therefore, if a farmer
wishes to install a substantial dam he must seek advice from the department. Admittedly,
he pays for the work; that is the idea. He does not get the work done for free-to take up
Mr Murphy's earlier interjection-but the department cannot even send officers out to see
the farmer; it does not have the money to do even that aspect of the work. That is how
ridiculous the present situation is.
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The regions do not have regional works budgets. Therefore, the officers doing that sort
of work cannot at any time contact the regional office and ask how much is left in the
budget for that program.
What I am really saying is that in all these areas-whether it be the protection of assets
from fire or from the ravages of rabbits or noxious weeds, whether it be the protection of
the bordering private land, whether it be the question of keeping adequate fire safeguards,
or whether it be a question of giving to the officers of the department a sense of purposeit must be said that the department has failed.
I know that the Minister is extremely hard working. No-one denies that. She puts
absolutely everything into administering her portfolio.
The Hon. C. J. Kennedy-Then what is the purpose of your silly motion?
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN-We are trying to help the Minister out ofa problem.
It is clear that she is unable to get herself out of the mess she is in. Her intentions are good
but there is a failure in delivering those intentions in the way that she should. The Minister
has the job of protecting a large'amount of public assets in this State and, unfortunately, it
is a failure.
Therefore, the Opposition wants the Premier of this State to take the issue seriously
enough to examine what is happening, to consider the criticism that exists right throughout
Victoria, to appoint a high level inquiry to examine the causes of the disaffection, and to
recommend remedies that can address themselves to this very real problem. I commend
the motion to the House.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-The motion before the House
moved by the Leader of the Opposition expresses the widespread concern that exists both
in the rural community, in many single interest groups, and within the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands as to the operation of that department.
On 16 April last year, in quite an extensive speech in this House, I warned that all was
not well within the department. I spelt out quite clearly the problems that the department
had and suggested to the Minister that they needed to be dealt with urgently.
The department manages 38 per cent of the land mass of this State. It manages major
natural resources, both on land and in the water-that is, the timber, soIl, tourist
opportunities and fisheries. It has a major responsibility for tourism; for the control of
weeds and vermin, both on public and private land; through its statutory responsibilities,
to ensure that weeds and vermin on private land are attended to; and it has a major
responsibility for the issue of soil degradation, whether it be wind or water soil erosion.
The department has some responsibility for the degradation of streams in Victoria. It is
a major land management organisation.
On 2 November 1983 a new structure was put in place to take over the responsibilities
of a number of existing organisations-the Soil Conservation Authority, the National
Parks Service, the Forests Commission, the Verrr.in and Noxious Weeds Destruction
Board and so on. That restructure has been proceeding for some three years. It is still
continuing. Everyone knows that if one changes one's job or business, there is a period of
learning, reappraisal and settling in, and that during that time performance will fall off.
The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands has been in that phase for the past
three years. It is still continuing and its performance is well below par. It is an organisation
that manages 38 per cent of Victoria's land mass and major areas of natural resources.
I tried to sum up the situation on 16 April last year, and I shall now quote, not from a
newspaper article but from my own words in this House on that occasion. I said:
It is an important business with wide influence on the well-being of the community and has an immense
capacity to do untold damage. It is an organisation that, to succeed, must, of all things, have practical, down to
earth and field-oriented, practical people working outside offices.

Regretfully there are too many chiefs and not enou$h indians, and the department is still
not running as well as it should be. It is a responsibility of the Minister, not so much in a
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personal sense but as the head of the department. If the department is not operating well,
the Minister should take the necessary remedial action.
However, it is not only the responsibility of the Minister, but also of the Government
to ensure that the department operates well. That responsibility extends beyond the
Minister because certain aspects of a lack of good, efficient operation are direct
responsibilities of Government, for instance, the lack of resources and constant intrusion
by another Government department, that is, the Ministry for Planning and Environment.
The Minister has publicly denied these charges, and one cannot blame her. The Minister
claims the department is running well. She is either glossing over the situation or she does
not know about the problems, but either way the National Party is concerned.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You telephoned the regional manager; you did not go through
the Minister's office.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-The officer to whom the Minister referred told me, "The
thing I am most concerned about is that if anybody talks to you, and it becomes known,
that person will have his or her head cut off". I have to protect my sources of information
from the knives.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Who?
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-The one the Minister is interjecting about.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You did make a telephone call without going through the
Minister!
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-I have spoken to a number of people. The legislation
covering the new Director-General of Conservation, Forests and Lands underlines the
role of Ministerial responsibility. Much greater power is conferred upon the Minister
under the new Act than was conferred under the old Act. Therefore, the Minister must
accept responsibility for what is presently occurring within the department.
The department is very much under-resourced. There has been, I am told, a reduction
in personnel in the department from 4300 to approximately 3500, yet the costs remain the
same.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-That does not represent your usual standard of research.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I believe my figures are generally good, and I look forward
to the Minister commenting on that matter. I can assume that those fi~ures are correct
and that those who are still within the department are in higher classificatIOns. Despite the
lack of resources, a constantly increasing series of new responsibilities is being thrust upon
the department. Those responsibilities were clearly spelt out in the Speech by His Excellency
the Governor in this House only 24 hours ago when he announced that Victoria would
have additional national parks.
If an additional national or State park is created, there is an immediate requirement,
once the proclamation is made, for extensive plans to be drawn up and research undertaken
on the capabilities and the ecology of the particular area. That places an immediate and
considerable burden on the resources available to the staff in the department.
Management plans are a costly exercise but they are a necessary part of a change in the
classification of that land, yet the budget remains unchanged. What is happening as a
result of insufficient resources?
People from all over the State have been in contact with me to indicate clearly their
concern that forest roads are not being maintained and that many are no longer in a safe
condition. The Samaria Rural Fire Brigade has pointed to the problems in its area, as have
various groups in east Gippsland. I have been told that, until recently, on the west side of
the Dandenongs, forest roads were not being maintained, until there was a public outcry
and then some resources were scraped up from somewhere to deal with the problem. That
is not good enough!
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One should not· have to wait until there is a public outcry against poor management
before something is done. The problem is a lack of resources and a lack of proper
organisation to use the resources that are available to obtain the best possible productivity.
I have been told that often two or three vehicles depart from the same depot in the same
direction carrying different crews in order to carry out minor tasks.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-That is what used to happen.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-It is still happening and I have been told so by a number of
different sources. I have to be careful not to identify those sources.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-I bet I can!
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-I bet you cannot. If the Minister can identify the sources, I
would be interested to know, because it would be clear that she knows about the problems
and that it is time to do something about them.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-It would also be clear that I have the answers.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS-That is exactly what we are looking for. I have been told by
representatives of the Samaria Rural Fire Brigade that one of the requirements in its area
of responsibility is to obtain the most efficient fire service by building a dam, but that
there is not enough money to do that. However, large sums of money are available to the
National Safety Council to provide sophisticated equipment to put out fires. There is an
enormous amount of satisfaction in seeing aircraft and sophisticated equipment going in
all directions when often a knapsack of water at the right time or a truckload of water
would do the job effectively and at a fraction of the cost, but one must have preplanning.
I have been told that in east Gippsland a brand new bulldozer and a grader were on
blocks for six months because there was no fuel. A couple of weeks ago I attended a dinner
held by the Mountain District Cattlemen's Association of Victoria. It was a magnificent
show, and one of the stories that was told with a great deal of glee concerned a problem
with the toilets at the Sheepyard Flats. The toilets were located on the banks of a creek
and there was some concern about fouling the waters; therefore, the toilets had to be
cleaned. There were a couple of days of sheer panic in the Mansfield office of the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands when it was realised that somebody would have to be
sent out to the toilets to clean them so that the mountain cattlemen and their friends could
attend the show. The panic occurred because there was no fuel for the trucks to travel out
to clean the toilets. That was the in-joke doing the rounds of the mountain cattlemen.
There is a clear problem with professional responsibility and expertise in the department.
The National Party has conducted a constructive debate on the timber industry strategy
and some of its failings and problems that could arise if the strategy is implemented.
Generally, the National Party felt that the strategy represented a good direction in which
to proceed, but that there were some issues that needed to be discussed and determined.
Some decisions need to be made if the timber industry strategy is to work effectively for
the benefit of that important industry that provides "jobs, jobs, jobs", which the Premier
refers to every time I see him in my electorate, and the honourable gentleman is most
welcome to visit my electorate.
Yet those decisions on forward planning in the timber industry are made at the last
minute when the industry knows that decisions have to be made at least twelve months in
advance. Such action does not indicate that the department is terribly efficient.
There is unrest and a lack of morale within the department, not so much at the top
echelon; not at the regional manager level; not at the district manager level; but in the
middle and lower levels, and there are some very good reasons for that unrest and lack of
morale.
In the restructure of the department, with the blurring of the original responsibilities
instead of, as formerly, having experienced people who were trained in fisheries doing
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fisheries jobs, one finds this is not the case. In Professor Tony Eddison's view there should
be no reason why any person should not be able to move across disciplines. I understand
that he said that "all disciplines should be interchangeable". I do not believe that is so
because I know that the more training a person has, particularly academic training, and as
one gains the necessary experience and gains a feel for a position, the further one moves
up the ladder in a profession, the more need there is for understanding and an empathy
for the task. Without experience, regardless of the degree of professionalism, on-theground management cannot be as effectively carried out.
Within the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, people who are experienced
in fisheries are doing other jobs. For example, a former Forests Commission
communications officer is now buying bulldozers and tractors. I do not doubt that he was
an efficient communications officer but I do not consider he is experienced to be performing
well as a purchasing officer in heavy equipment. That sort of situation is rife throughout
the department. People are being asked to take on responsibilities for which they do not
have training or experience. Often the employees underneath those people have the
experience to understand the position better. This was made clear to me by a number of
people who indicated that their senior officers do not have the necessary knowledge and
constantly ask their juniors for advice on their responsibilities. That situation does not
help morale and it does not provide for efficient operations.
I refer to a submission made to Professor Tony Eddison as early as 1983 in the early
stages of the restructure, which set out clearly, in relation to the former Fisheries and
Wildlife Division, the importance of having fully trained and experienced people to
maintain those responsibilities. That has not been carried out and, for that reason, the
morale in the department is low, productivity has been reduced and Victoria is not
recei ving the best result from dollars expended.
The restructure carried out in 1983 has not been done effectively. The philosophy' was
not wrong; the National Party agreed with the proposal to bring the various responsibtlities
under one umbrella. I said at the time that it was National Party policy in 1982 to do so.
My party welcomed the initiative and it wants it to work well. I am being constructive in
the comments I make because the Minister must recognise the problem.
Another problem is that planning and operations are divorced. In fact, they are more
than divorced-instead of operations personnel having adequate responsibility to carry
out their tasks and use initiative, they must often go through a planning process, even for
relatively simple jobs. That means that another tier is interposed between the job and
those who carry it out. It is totally inefficient, and when one marries it with planners or
people who do not have full understandin~ of the job on the ground, one understands why
morale is low and why productivity is falling away.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Productivity has increased.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-It has not increased. The department has too many planners
and not enough people on the ground. It is a simple proposition. As a practical person
who had to live by hard work and expertise for a long period before entering a somewhat
easier environment, I know something about this.
Program budgeting is imposed upon the department by the Department of Management
and Budget, under which each program is costed out and separate issues within the
program are less readily identified. Salaries, as well as works, are included under a major
heading. When one reads the fine print one realises that adequate resources are not being
provided. I am concerned about this aspect. I expect a burst from the Minister on this
point.
I believe she does not understand what is happening within her department. She needs
to ensure that she does understand what is happening. I suggest that she should wear a
disguise and talk to people within her department to find out what they really think. It is
difficult for people down the line to talk to an important person such as the Minister when

94

COUNCIL

25 February 1987

Dept. o/Conservation, Forests and Lands

they fear that, if they tell the truth, off will come their heads. Perhaps that is not true; I am
sure she is not that brutal. However, the truth is not always told.
Further than that, I understand that senior people within the department are paid a
performance allowance if they are able to report to their superiors, departmental head and
the Minister that everything is going well. One hears two types of stories. The senior
people are saying that everything is going well, while insufficient notice is being taken of
people beneath ~hose officers who know of the deficiencies within the department.
There is a real problem at the second and third levels of the department which is
affecting the performance of the department. For instance, fire roads are not being repaired,
bulldozers are sitting on blocks without fuel, toilets in Mansfield and other areas are not
cleaned, and problems are bein~ encountered with wild dogs eating lyrebirds and wallabies
in Sherbrooke Forest. Concern IS held that in some areas national parks are being overused.
The Minister has denied that assertion in today's newspapers. It may be necessary to
consider closing some of those areas because of people pressure.
If one is to have additional responsibilities, one must have an efficient department to
deal with them and adequate resources. It is not only the Minister who is responsible, but
also the Government, the Treasurer and others.
I have mentioned the problem of wild dogs eating lyrebirds and wallabies in Sherbrooke
Forest, but I have not yet mentioned the problem of sheep being eaten in north-eastern
Victoria, Gippsland or the Carboor area, not far from where I live. Some efforts are being
made to control the problem, and I accept that innovative ideas have been put forward.
Electric fences have been proposed in the Tallangatta Valley area but, as pointed out a
few weeks ago at a meeting I attended of the Murray Valley League for Balanced
Development, the people who are building that fence are not experienced in the work. It
is a Community Employment Program project, which is perhaps of value in providing
employment, but it was pointed out that, if the same amount of money were made
available to farmers, three or four times the amount of fence could be erected in the same
period.
The idea of electric fences may have some value, and I welcome it in certain areas, but
it is not the only answer. There have been arguments in this place and questions asked by
myself and Mr Knowles, as well as discussions between the Minister for Agriculture and
Rural Affairs, the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands and officers of their
departments on the issue of steel-jawed leghold traps. Nobody likes them.
I do not like them because they are cruel, but I like even less the depredations of the
wild dogs that they are set to catch. I was told that the new treadle snare was more effective
and efficient. I am not sure whether that is so. I have written to the Minister seeking
further information and have not yet had a response. Miss Coogan reported on whether
the treadle snare could be sold commercially to buyers who want it to protect their land or
perhaps people who wanted to protect native wildlife. She inquired into whether the
treadle snare would be more saleable to them than the steel-jawed leghold trap.
The very clear response received was that no-one was interested and that the treadle
snare was not as effective as the steel-jawed leghold trap. There is also considerable
evidence to suggest that the treadle snare is cruel. I have suggested to the Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs on a number of occasions-I think, in the House, but
certainly privately-that we should be looking in our research for some form of device
that electronically registers when a trap is sprung so that one can go as quickly as possible
to deal with the animal trapped.
Speaking of the treadle snare, if one catches a wallaby in the trap, because of the
physiology and make-up of the animal, it will break one of its rear legs. The fact that the
animal is held by the leg means that it will break the leg and there is research to indicate
that that is true. Again one sees that the department is adopting a less efficient way of
going about these matters. Those are the types of things that are happening.
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The next issue of concern is the amount of money spent on research. I guess that is
allied to the need for proper planning. If one is to have a change in status of a particular
area of public land, there is a real dearth, I am told, of qualified people in the environmental
and ecology areas in Victoria. Those with qualifications are not readily acceptable within
the department. They find it very difficult to obtain jobs.
There is, I understand, no real course in Victoria which is applicable to that particular
discipline. There is a very substantial reliance, however, on amateurs in the field to gather
information and give the department the research on which it relies to base its decisions.
If there are persons with qualifications or real experience they find it difficult to get jobs.
I am told by people both inside and outside the department that, at this time, there is
not enough money for research. Indeed, the emphasis within the department is to move
from research into policy development. Policy development is fine; there needs to be a
policy. From time to time we wish the the Government would spell out a policy.
We hear Government members say they wish we would do the same from time to time.
It goes both ways. We do so very regularly. I do not think anyone in this House is under
any illusions about the National Party policies in this area.
Within the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands there is now a shift from
research, be it in the ecology, weeds and vermin, control of weeds in national parks or
public lands area, towards policy development. Surely if one wants to run an efficient
department, where one manages 38 per cent of the State's land, and in a most difficult
climate where there is a requirement to move away from chemical means of control of
weeds and vermin to more natural means, one needs to undertake considerable research.
Mr Chamberlain referred to the fact that rabbits are becoming an increasing problem.
They did not pose a problem during the past 25 to 30 years because myxomatosis was
effective. However, it is losing its effectiveness. As a practising farmer I see it happening
in my area. Rabbits that would have died in the past are now recovering. Indeed, there is
a requirement now to reinvest in research in our agricultural industries, otherwise the fine
events that were spelt out in the Governor's Speech regarding the future of agriculture,
horticultural crops and the control of weeds and vermin will not happen. We are seeing a
concentrated interest in policy development instead of research.
I have made this point before. The department is wasting the resources of the State. A
sawmiller in the south-west of Victoria tells me that in the Otway region there are 70 000
tonnes of woodchip material. At $6 a tonne that means $420000 could go into the State
Treasury in the form of royalties.
The Hon. B. W. Mier-Are you going to support the timber industry?
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-I will support it because of jobs, jobs, jobs. I am like the
Australian Council of Trade Unions; I support jobs, jobs, jobs, and a timber industry. I
even support the Premier when he says "jobs, jobs, jobs". However, I wish he would put
his rhetoric into action. Millions of dollars are being lost on the ~ound in the Otways and
in east Gippsland. One estimate is that we are losing $5 milhon per annum in timber
royalties. I believe it may well be in excess of that. Sure, the Government is moving
gingerly-I understand the Minister supports me-into a little woodchipping in east
Gippsland simply because the Government is not prepared to bite the bullet and stop the
waste of resources and put money into the Victorian Treasury and create jobs, jobs, jobs.
The department is losing money for the Victorian people.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-What about woodchipping royalties?
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-Yes, we have had a look at those.
There is real concern on the matter of enforcement within the department. The duck
season will open shortly. I have heard comments among the shooting fraternity indicating
real concern that there will be conservationists-perhaps led by Mr Levy-shooting
freckled duck and other protected species and laying them at the Minister's doorstep and
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saying that the dreadful shooters shot them. I do not blame the Minister for complaining
about such activities. I believe that is wrong. It is essential that persons who bring in
protected species are charged with their possession.
I emphasise that we do not want self-appointed vigilantes in any field of endeavour in
this State. If there are adequate officers in the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands to police the matter, that is fine. However, if self-appointed conservationists who
are acting as vigilantes bring in protected ducks and other species they should be charged
with their possession. The Minister needs to make this perfectly clear.
The problem goes further than that. The North Eastern Deerstalkers Association, for
example, pointed out to me in correspondence that it has taken up with the department
on several occasions issues where very clear transgressions of the rules within national
parks have been carried out. For example, in a letter to me dated 23 February 1987 four
cases have been set out. I shall refer to three of those cases. The first case involved three
Gippsland deerstalkers who witnessed a dog team running in the Zeka Creek-Dry River
area during November 1986. They were chasing deer. A ranger who was met on the Howitt
Plains near the park boundary some 48 hours later refused to take any action.
In case No. 2, two spotlighters were seen in the Wonnangatta-Moroka National Park in
August 1985. Registration and vehicle descriptions were taken. The matter was reported
to a police officer, Mr Peter Andrew of Briagolong. Police statements are available on this
matter. The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands decided not to prosecute
this person who had been caught in the park on similar grounds at an earlier date.
Case No. 3 involves witnesses who saw two groups of people in the park during the
November 1984 closure. Registration numbers were taken and vehicle descriptions were
given to Mr Ian Bolwel of the National Parks Service. No action was taken. The question
reasonably asked is, "Why?" The fact is that the department is not adequately resourcedcannot afford-to carry out the prosecutions.
I have evidence that those who wish to fish illegally for abalone can do so by simply
waiting for the watchdogs to leave at 5.30 p.m. The evidence is borne out by internal
memoranda from the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. There are
insufficient funds to properly enforce the restrictions on abalone fishing. This matter has
been raised by the Victorian Public Service Association in letters to the departmental
head.
The abalone industry in Victoria is possibly the last of its kind in the world and it is
now under threat because of illegal poaching. Some law-abiding fishermen are considering
forming a vigilante group because the department is incapable of carrying out its
responsibilities. I do not like the establishment of any vigilante group but, equally, I do
not like to think that the abalone industry is not being properly resourced by the department.
Victoria's national parks are becoming increasingly damaged by persons who use fourwheel drive vehicles and motor bikes in a closed region. This is totally unacceptable to the
National Party and any reasonable thinking person in the community. If the National
Party is part of a Government-which it is hoped it will be after the next State electionit will do something to overcome that problem. There will be no ifs or buts about it.
A belief held by some responsible organisations is that many groups in the community
should encourage self-discipline, whether they be duck shooters or people who use fourwheel drive vehicles. Young people can be trained to accept self-discipline, but it is difficult
to maintain self-discipline among the younger people when they see the law openly flouted.
Often this behaviour seems attractive or macho. They see people driving up and down
hills in four-wheel drive vehicles, becoming bo~ed to the eyeballs in mud and then being
dragged out with a winch. That is happening In many forest areas and will continue to
happen because of the lack of law enforcement in national parks.
The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is constantly being intruded upon
by other departments. It does not receive proper resources. I have a feeling that the
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Ministry for Planning and Environment, through its responsibility for the Land
Conservation Council, is bringing additional pressure to bear on the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands and its Minister. That is an open secret.
There is intense rivalry between the two Ministers and what better way to be rid of a
rival than to ensure that he or she is given too much responsibility and does not have the
resources to cope adequately? The Minister for Planning and Environment has suggested
changes to the Land Conservation Council Act, especially to section 3 which sets out the
composition of the council. That body is constantly inquiring into the use of public land
and makes recommendations which have considerable persuasive force in the Government
and the community.
The constitution of the council is growing in importance because oflobbying within the
council in an attempt to get a desired result. A letter from Or John Paterson, who is a
member of the council and Director-General of the Department of Water Resources,
highlights this sort of lobbying.
The newspapers reported that Or Paterson circulated a letter that strongly advocated a
particular course of action in east Gippsland prior to the report being brought down. That
is not how the council should operate.
Dr Paterson is a representative of his organisation but he is also supposed to make an
objective judgment of the facts presented in evidence to the council. He is supposed to
assimilate the information, decide whether it is accurate or superfluous and then make his
decision. It is not his function to force, cajole, push or lobby other members of the council
into adopting his point of view. Worse still, this is occurring in a department for which he
has no responsibility.
The Minister for Planning and Environment said that the council should be restructured
and that it was no longer necessary for the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands to have as many representatives as it does at present.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-I agree.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-Does the Minister agree with the Minister for Planning and
Environment?
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Yes, I think it should be reconstituted.
The Hon. D. M. EV ANS-I agree. A three-man commission could be constituted along
similar lines to the recommendations of the Ferguson inquiry. Its function could be
carried out in a far more informal and objective manner. The Minister for Planning and
Environment has suggested that certain members should be replaced by other members. I
will be interested to see whether this proposal is followed through.
The three-man commission on which the Minister and I agreed could take oral evidence
from witnesses. Is that proposal also acceptable to the Minister for Planning and
Environment? I doubt it.
The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is facing problems in its lower and
middle echelons, which do not appear to be getting through to the Minister, who should
understand that dissatisfaction exists and has existed for a long time. The structure, which
has been reduced from eighteen to sixteen regions, is having difficulties.
The line of control between the higher and lower sections of the department needs to be
improved in the areas of forestry, fishing and conservation. Each area should have someone
who is experienced and respected taking responsibility for it. That is not happening: 38
per cent of Victoria is public land that is not being adequately resourced by the Government.
In his Speech the Governor said that the Government intended to deal with this
problem. It has not done so until now, but it is hoped that it will in the future.
Session 1987-4
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It has not been necessary to quote from newspapers to back up my argument. I have
relied on information from people whom I trust and who have experience in this field. A
week ago I released a press statement expressing my concern about the department. The
immediate reaction to it was, "Thank goodness someone is publicly talking about this
matter!" If that is the situation, it is serious and the Minister and the Government should
deal with it urgently. On 16 April last year the National Party issued a warning to the
Government and the warning still stands. The National Party will support the motion.

The Hon. B. T. PULLEN (Melbourne Province)-This motion ought to be serious.
This and another motion on the Notice Paper in Mr Evans's name purport to question
the management ofa department by a Minister of the Crown. Sadly the personal standing
of the Leader of the Opposition in this place and the standing of the House have been
degraded because of the lack of substance in the debate that has followed such a serious
accusation.
During cross-talk in the Chamber, Mr Chamberlain as much as admitted that he went
into this debate unprepared. It is totally unsatisfactory for the Leader of the Opposition in
this place to take up a serious matter and give it such careless attention. As was indicated
in the point of order raised by Mr Landeryou, Mr Chamberlain simply used selective
quotes, and that approach does not reach the standards one expects from a member
presenting an argument of this type.
Mr Chamberlain did not put forward the framework on which the performance of a
Minister or manager of a department can be judged. He did nol indicate what should be
expected and then make a case about whether that standard has been met. Instead, he
began with a parade of selective quotes. That approach has no intellectual content. One
cannot bring forward the opinions of other people and expect to mount an argument of
substance.
Mr Chamberlain made repetitive assertions and used scaremongering tactics about the
dangers of fire-a subject which has been debated in this House and treated very seriously
by all honourable members-and referred to a collection of trivia to try to make a case to
which he had not put his mind and had not researched in the way one would expect from
a person leading the Opposition.
It will be interesting to see whether any other members of the Liberal Party are able to
fill in the gaps. Even if they put forward some reasonable arguments, it is no excuse for the
parlous performance of the Leader of the Opposition who put forward this motion.
Mr Chamberlain dwelt on the apparent lack of morale within the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands and quoted hearsay evidence and comments that he had
picked up around the traps to support that. He is not the only person who travels around
the State. I do not pretend that personal experiences amount to any definitive analysis of
the situation; however, I shall give mine.
I have had the opportunity of travelling around the State in conjunction with inquiries
into the timber industry strategy and I have found the quality of people working in the
regional offices contrary to what Mr Chamberlain indicated. Because of the decentralised
nature of the department, it has some attributes that are perhaps lacking in other Ministries.
The department has people with academic qualifications working side by side with people
who have come from backgrounds of working in the bush, on farms or in trades. I found
it rewarding to see how well people from different backgrounds worked together in a close
day-to-day relationship. It was refreshing to see how the people with academic qualifications
respected the opinions of those without such qualifications. It was encouraging to see
people with diverse backgrounds working together in the regional situation.
The general community has a respect for the workers in the department and many of
the workers have a good knowledge of local issues and understand the regional context in
which they must work. Occasionally, they take up the cudgels for a regional position with
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the central administration. That sometimes creates tension, which is healthy in an
organisation that represents a geographically diverse area.
It is amazing that Mr Chamberlain did not put forward any analysis of that and was
content with parading a few accusations that, presumably, other members of his party had
given to him so that he could say something in the debate.
I do not claim that the selection of material that I have is the only selection, but the
motion refers to public criticism. I have some examples of public confidence that I shall
offer to indicate that there is another side to this story. The letters are not from organisations
but are from individuals who were sufficiently inspired by an experience to take up a pen
and write to the Government.
Mr P. R. Norman of Lavender Park, Warrandyte, writes:
Having lived there for 40 years and the third generation of our family to be born there, the beauty and serenity
of this unique and historic area is very close to my heart.

He goes on to talk about the development and management of a park and states:
The first thing they did was to put large locked gates on all the access roads into the parks, two of which were
right out the front of our property. What a terrible insult, I'd been in and out of this land all my life.
But then one day the magic of this dawned when one Sunday I thought, gee it's quiet. Gone was the constant
stream of cars, four-wheel drive vehicles, trail bikes and other noisy destructive machines which were wreaking
havoc on the countryside.

The letter concludes:
The professionalism and immensity of the whole operation, the friendliness and enthusiasm of all the staff, is
an absolute credit to whoever is in charge.

The Minister is in charge.
The second letter is from Mr Alan Belcher from Malin Street, Kew, who writes:
The sensitive and expert treatment of all the treasures on the Peninsula is deserving ofthe highest praise. The
helpful and cheerful help and cooperation of all the staff is greatly appreciated.

I also have a letter from Mr Westwood of North Mitcham which was written after a visit
to a park and it states:
Being a scout leader and keen outdoors person, the boys and myself get a great deal of pleasure from these
areas as do countless other Victorians.

I am writing to you just to say what a good job you and your staff do. I know it must not be easy, with a lot of
criticism, trying to please everyone (conservationists, loggers, farmers etc.).

That person appreciates that it is a job that requires some balance between the different
interests.
A letter from the Batemans Bay Bushwalkers talks about a visit to Wilsons Promontory
and Tidal River and states:
In short, we cannot speak too highly of Wilsons Promontory National Park from all aspects, and would ask
you to extend to all concerned in the administration and management, the heartiest appreciation and
congratulations of the Batemans Bay Bushwalkers.

I have many other letters from which to choose. I am not suggesting that that is the only
side of the equation, but to parade selective evidence, as Mr Chamberlain did, is evidence
of an inability to mount a significant case.
The inability of the Leader of the Opposition in this place to deal with the motion was
extremely evident when he attempted to say something about national parks. Clearly, he
has not managed to get his mind around the aspect of national parks in its entirety. He
seems to believe the only criterion in developing a national park is whether one has the
resources for management of the park. Does he not realise that the criteria for developing
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national parks are wide and that one of the most essential purposes is to preserve for
future generations areas of land of long-term importance to this State?
Sometimes when an opportunity arises, it is necessary to take a decision to preserve an
area of land that is threatened or is not being managed or treated in the best way to
preserve it, even though the resources are not immediately available to develop its
management in the ideal way. Of course there are priorities. If the management plan of an
important area like the Grampians is being commenced, it is not always possible simply
to take people and move resources of that kind. Resources are limited and must be used
responsibly.
The National Party believes it is possible to have some fancy tax scheme without
additional resources and still do all the things it wants to do when it is in its lobbying
mode. Its approach is simplistic and illogical. On the one hand, the National Party
continually asks for additional resources; on the other hand, its possible new Leader, Joh,
is suggesting a solution that would deprive Governments in Australia of the ability to
carry out many of these things that are continually raised by the National Party at question
time.
What is the truth of the situation? I shall attempt to sum up the truth in three themes
that typify the way in which the Minister and the Government have handled this important
portfolio. Firstly, on behalf of the Government, the Minister is tackling some very difficult
and sometimes intractable problems that were put in the too-hard basket by the former
Liberal Government for far too long. It is not the sort of situation where the Minister can
see instant solutions and say, "I will do this," write out an order and it will happen. It
requires an understanding of the process. Without going over that whole important area,
in the case of the timber industry strategy it required an appreciation of the different needs
and interests, the fact that the community is a diverse one, and that any such solution
must be a balanced solution.
To reflect on that a little, perhaps we lack sufficient passionate support for that kind of
solution. Passionate support is often forthcoming for the extremes and may often be a
substitute for thinking the issue through. I sometimes wish more passionate and sustained
support were forthcoming for the real solution that is often not so glamorous in this kind
of situation; a solution that provides a forward path and will eventually take a large
number of the population with it and be a sustained solution-not merely a sustained
solution in terms of sustained forestry yield, but a sustained solution in the sense that
Victorians will continue to support it because they realise that it is the right answer.
Other examples of that which I shall attempt to take up in a systematic way deal with
long-term conservation issues, questions of remedial action and the development of
waterways that have often been neglected; the cross-portfolio issue of salination, which
has been neglected because the technical, administrative and coordination problems have
not been tackled because nobody wanted to try to bring that together, with all the prickly
issues and different parochial aspects that are involved. That has now been tackled.
In no way did the Leader of the Opposition reflect on this or grapple with these issues.
He is either ignorant of them or could not bring them together in a context where he could
manage an argument that would justify his motion, which is totally unreal and is not
supported by the facts.
I have mentioned the tackling of difficult issues. The second point is the attention to
long-term structures and issues. The third is one which has had a special place in the
priorities of the current Minister-the whole question of public access and the involvement
of people in this portfolio. That has been important because too often people treat portfolios
of this kind as being ofa technical nature and too often do not involve people sufficiently.
Many of the activities and processes that the Minister has developed are leading to the
involvement of more people and to an increasing awareness and debate of the issues
concerned in the portfolio of conservation, forests and lands. To come back to the timber
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industry strategy, a clear example of this is the fact that, although not all parties from the
conservationists or the pure timber interests were satisfied with the strategy-and I include
in that the unions-they all admitted that they were able to work within the process, and
they all complimented the Minister on the way in which that decision was reached. That
bodes well for continuing development and interest in that area.
A current example is the development of the code of forest practice, which is an
important adjunct to the timber industry strategy. An advisory committee has been
established, on which I have the honour to be a representative of the Labor Party backbench.
That committee includes scientific foresters, representatives of the timber industry and
representatives of workers as well as departmental expertise. That is clearly an attempt to
bring together successfully the interests that have to get together to work out a code of
forest practice that recognises the conservation imperatives in forestry operations and
provide solutions that are manageable in the field; solutions that are operable by the
people making their living out of forestry and timber operations; solutions which are
implementable and which can be managed by departmental officers.
That is typical of the Minister's approach, and it is a changed approach to some extent.
Some of it was started by the President of this House when he held the portfolio, but it has
been developed immensely by the current Minister. Again, apparently that has had no
impact on the Leader of the Opposition because he failed to address any of these matters
in his motion and made no attempt to present some sort of balance so that his criticism
could be seen in the context of a sceptical and mature assessment of the situation rather
than the simplistic case that he attempted to put.
The last thing I want to do is to briefly take up some of the points raised by Mr Evans.
We will probably all be thankful when, with the increased resources of the electorate
offices, David Evans gets a word processor. Then, at least, honourable members will be
treated to a regurgitation of his previous speeches in perhaps a little more systematic form
so that it is possible to make more sense of them. I am tired of hearing the same things. I
guess the corner party's resources are limited and I grant that members of the National
Party do a lot of work between them to keep up their end in the House. Nevertheless, it is
about time we had some new arguments and fresh thoughts on the matter rather than a
repetition of what honourable members have already heard on three or four occasions.
I was prepared, as best I could, to attempt to provide some answers to some of the
points Mr Evans raised on this occasion, but on reflection it is unnecessary and I would
be doing the House less than justice by spending time in bringing forward a rebuttal of
that kind.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-Perhaps we shall also get some answers from the word
processor.
The Hon. B. T. PULLEN-I agree that we will all benefit from the word processors.
The simple answer is that no case has been made for the Minister to answer. It is a pity
that the Leader of the Opposition has degraded this form of motion.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-By calling on the Government to do something?
The Hon. B. T. PULLEN-It is not a good start for his leadership this year. I hope
honourable members will not witness such a slight and limited performance in the future.
The Minister does not need to say very much. This motion does not need to be taken
seriously because the performance of her department is very good in meeting its
responsibilities creatively.
The Hon. B. A. MURPHY (Gippsland Province)-The motion moved by the Leader
of the Opposition in this House calling for an independent inquiry into the management
and operation of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands and the activities
and practices of the Minister is to be challenged and scorned because the Opposition has
not put up a case to show that there is low morale in that department. It has given no
indications of poor accountancy practices and it has not proved that there are any bad
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practices in fire prevention. Overall, members of the Opposition have merely made fools
of themselves and enhanced the good job done by the Minister.
Government speakers on the motion, particularly Mr Pullen, have indicated that there
is good morale in the department and that is the tack I should like to take today.
For the benefit ofMr Evans, I point out that 4008 people are employed in the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands as a result of an amalgamation of three departments
over the past three or four years. Under the old Lands Department, the rules and practices
had not changed for 100 years. The former Forests Commission did things its own way,
as did the people from the former Fisheries and Wildlife Division. They all acted
independently of each other; but today we have a cohesive coordinated department utilising
its labour for whatever is needed; whether it is bushfire prevention, soil conservation or
looking after national parks.
Of course, there are problems of shortages of staff and shortages of money available for
such things as cleaning the toilets for the mountain cattlemen and I hope the Minister will
refer that matter to the appropriate people. However I am surprised at Mr Evans's
suggestion that a Government department should have to clean up after mountain
cattlemen. I thought they were a self sufficient mob!
The various bodies within the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands are
branching out and every week something new is being announced. I should like to outline
some of the initiatives that have been taken over the past two or three years by reading
from the annual report of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
In the Minister's introduction to the annual report for 1985-86 she outlines a few of the
policy directions of the past year. They include the development of the timber strategy
policy within the economic strategy; a commitment to establishing a representative system
of national and State parks in Victoria, including Barmah, Wilsons Promontory Marine
Reserve and Marine Park, Errinundra and Rodger River; the development of legislation
for a flora and fauna guarantee committed to ensuring our native flora and fauna survive
and flourish; as well as the release of the draft wetlands policy for Victoria.
These are new ideas that members of the Opposition never thought of. They' did not
even conceive the idea ofa wetlands policy. They thought the areas should be buIlt up and
made into car parks!
The Minister goes on to outline that a strong contribution will be made to land protection,
particularly salinity control, through the State Ministerial salinity task force and the
Murray-Darling Basin Ministerial Council.
She also mentions the development of a hunter education policy and programs to
improve management of the duck season. She also mentions the interdepartmental cooperation on the development of the State conservation strategy, including the beginning
of work within her department on a much needed urban nature conservation strategy and
a strengthening of the equal opportunity policy within the department, particularly for
women and Aborigines.
These are all thin~s involving the community in long-term planning and conservation
of our heritage in VIctoria. As Mr Evans pointed out, 38 per cent of the Crown lands are
the people's Crown land. The former Government was not aware that these Crown lands
existed as a unified resource available to the people.
I applaud the Minister's action in working on committees and subcommittees of the
Cabinet with other members of the Ministry, including the Minister for Planning and
Environment, the Minister for Water Resources and the Minister for Agriculture and
Rural Affairs. All of these departments working in the country are developing planning
strategies with the policy directions that I have outlined. As I mentioned before, the former
Government had not even considered such things as a wetlands policy, flora and fauna
guarantees or marine parks and the overall strategy plan for conservation. It used to worry
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only about how many ducks could be shot and how many licences would be opened up,
whereas the present Government is more concerned about future generations and the flora
and fauna of this State.
I should also like to point out that the Minister should be applauded for her
implementation of a State Government fish quality review. Mr Arnold carried out that
review with great success and with overall community support in the fishing industry.
There are four reports depicting a strategy for the licensing, marketing and preservation of
the fishing industry. They will be put into one report and will come up with
recommendations for the future of the fishing industry. This is eagerly awaited and has
never been done before; or at least not since 1960 when there was the last review of the
fishing industry. The 1987 review will be an ongoing program into the next century.
Already, certain benefits of the earlier review have had effects on the fishing industry,
particularly concerning licensing. I pay tribute to the Minister for making people aware of
their conservation attitudes in the country.
Last year, with the Minister, I attended a special tree planting day at Mirboo North.
The celebration related to 40 years of tree planting in the Strzelecki hills. It was a great day
and demonstrated the morale of the people in the area. People came from all over Gippsland
to attend that day and a book was published on the 40 years of planting and reforestation.
It was particularly pleasing to see how enthusiastic the people were about the Minister's
plans to involve prisoners from the prison farms in Gippsland in tree growing work with
the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. The prisoners actually plant the trees
and the farmers sometimes share the cost of them.
I should like to remind honourable members that the Government is combinin~ with
private industry in encouraging reforestation of private lands. Last year, the MInister
established a policy whereby land-holders share the growing of trees on private lands with
the Government. The Government backs the scheme and would be willing to take it over
ifit felt that the farmer could not harvest the crop. Nevertheless, there are plans for private
landowners and the Government to work together to see that Victoria grows trees for the
future.
I have with me many press releases from the Minister for Conservation, Forests and
Lands. Mr Evans says that he scorns press releases but I keep a collection of them and I
notice that the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands has one of the largest
collections in my portfolio because she does the most in country areas, whether it is
connected with trees, fish or prawn growing.
She has supported the plan, initiated by the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources, to bring out Chinese fishermen to show us how we can take advantage of some
of the knowledge in China. I appreciate what is being done in this area because it will open
up ways and means of growing our fish. We cannot continue reaping the benefits of nature;
we must return something. We have done this with trees and now we are starting to do it
with fishing and the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is assisting in the
establishment of a pilot program for growing marine culture in south-east Gippsland and
at the science laboratory at Queenscliff.
In many ways the Minister is involved in new fields and is stepping forward into new
technology, whether it be in the area of timber, fishing or conservation.
I shall refer to the efficiency of the department. When the Labor Party Government
took office the then Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands-your previous portfolio,
Mr President-instigated new ways to achieve better returns on leases of Crown land for
cattle grazing and for the purposes of small farmers who were making use of previously
unused land and lots. Previously, nominal fees were charged for large tracts of land that
were used for cattle grazing. A flat fee of$15 applied for unused Crown land on river banks
and disused roads. This was a logical management of unused land, but it did not reflect
the real value of the land or its potential. The previous Minister and the present Minister
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produced an agreement that has the full support ofMrs Heather Mitchell, President of the
Victorian Farmers Federation; the agreement gives a realistic income to the Government's
department and also assists farmers because they know what they are paying, that it is a
realistic charge, and that they can plan ahead on the basis of the agreement.
Two weeks ago, I went to a meeting at Driffield and spoke to concerned farmers about
noxious weeds. This problem goes back to the time of the former Liberal Party Minister
of Lands, Vasey Houghton, who changed a previous policy of the Government taking
responsibility for control of noxious weeds along roadsides. He said that private farmers
were to maintain the land along the roadsides. Many farmers refused to comply with that
direction. They said it was the Government's responsibility to look after roadsides. The
good farmers who did control the land along roadsides adjoining their properties are
reaping the benefits now. Those who did not took a long time to bring about the required
maintenance. The State has had two very good summers, which has resulted in weeds
growing much faster than in the previous dry years, particularly with the droughts of 1983,
and so on.
I was with the farmers when they spoke to the local regional people in charge of weed
control. The farmers understood what the regional people were doing and that it was a
matter of priority. The officers said that they had to go to the worst areas first to carry out
weed control programs, but that they were willing to come back to the area and involve
the people who wanted assistance in their programs.
Amcor Ltd is one of the largest landowners and the company is doing a good job. It has
cleared large tracts of land and" has cut down a 30-year crop of trees, as a result of which
the ragwort grew quickly because of its exposure to sunlight. Ragwort has spread rapidly
but the company has recognised the problem and is doing what it can. The Government
department is doing something about it and the farmers know what is going on. We are
having continuing discussions on how to tackle the problem and, no doubt, the Minister
will be involved. We are tackling these problems in a realistic way as they arise.
Not only does the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands take hardheaded
action, but also she has a soft heart for conservation. Last year she launched a competition,
"Searching for Victoria's Magnificent Trees." The program, to be conducted over the next
year, will coincide with the bicentennary celebrations in 1988. I was pleased to be involved
with the first identification of such a tree. It is the "'Big Tree" located in central Gippsland
near Powelltown. I invite honourable members to visit Gippsland and inspect the tree on
15 March when an open day will be held. As well, people will be able to visit the forest
and learn what is happening in the timber industry.
The local departmental officers and the timber industry support the Minister's programs.
. Indeed, Mr Ray Richards, one of the biggest sawmillers in the area, fully supports the
program. Members of the opposition parties need to understand that there is a real
Jt)~nership between the community, the department, and the industry in serving the
interests of Victoria.
Mr Evans is not in the Chamber at present, but I shall refer to wild dog control about
which the honourable member has spoken. The rampant actions of wild dogs in east
Gippsland are causing problems. The Government has painstakingly drawn up a humane
policy on the control of wild dogs. The policy includes the traditional use of steel-jawed
leghold traps, in some instances, as well as buried bait, treadle snares and electric fencing
programs.
Initially, some of the wild dog trappers did not understand the Government's program
for the control of wild dogs. They had been carrying out their traditional trapping process
over the past 56 years. Now they know that the Government is sincere in maintaining a
humane way of catching these dogs. Mr Evans should talk to some of the wild dog trappers
to appreciate this.
Two or three years ago, when Mr Landeryou was a Minister, some of the Ministers went
to the Mansfield area where The Man from Snowy River was filmed. The house that was
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used in the film was in danger of being removed. Several members of this House, including
members of the Labor Party and Mr Landeryou, put money into a fund to save that house,
but I have not seen Mr Evans's name among the donors, and he is the local member.
I refer to salinity grants. The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands announced
an innovation by the Government. Some National Party members will be pleased to know
that the Government is giving a grant totalling $140000 for salinity control, which is
directed towards education regarding salinity. The Manangatang and District Tree Group
received $6060 to establish six salinity control demonstration plantings. The Girl Guides
Association received $4620 to provide members of the Victorian Girl Guides Association
with a clear understanding of the environmental significance of salinity through a slidetape
kit and weekend salinity program involving 200 girl guides and leaders. If Mr Knowles
wants to learn about salinity control, he might care to join the girl guides and learn
something about salinity.
The Echuca West Salinity Action Committee received $7900 to improve surface drainage
in the area. The Victorian Young Farmers Incorporated received $2000 to provide support
for tree planting in recharge areas. Other bodies, including the Girgarre Salinity Study
Group and the Kerang Agricultural Research Farm and other various bodies within the
country, such as conservation bodies, have received grants for salinity control.
I have demonstrated that there is good morale in the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands. There is a high demand for the services of the department, and there
is a high expectation from the community for better performances from that body. There
are certain restraints. For example, there never is enough money.
The firefighting abilities of the department have not been tested this year, but they are
obviously effective because a good sign of an efficient preventive practice is when no major
fires break out. The department must be congratulated on its firefighting program, which
is based on prevention. This Government has shown a more realistic approach to the
prevention of fires than did the previous Liberal Government.
I commend the Minister on her encouragement to groups, such as the Gippsland Lakes
group which is involved in an environmental effort concerned with the future of the
Gippsland Lakes. Last Sunday I attended a meeting called by a new body that was
considering ways of involving the community, especially school children, in maintaining
the Gippsland Lakes environment.
For 27 years, the Liberal Government failed to run programs of public education for
the people in the Gippsland Lakes area. It takes a Minister in a Labor Government to set
up a facility and encourage these people to be interested in their environment.
We are proud of the job the Minister is doing. No-one on the Government side would
question her role and I am sure that very few in the Opposition would do so either. ;fhe
Leader of the Opposition is today placmg doubts in the minds of people that perhaps
something is not right in the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I assure the
Leader of the Opposition that, from the feedback I receive in the country, the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands is in much better condition than it was previously. It
is respected for the work it is doing with conservation and with national parks.
The timber industry strategy has been one of the most important steps for the forestry
industry taken in the past 30 years. The fishing industry and other areas are important
concerns that have taken up the time of departmental officers. Sometimes those officers'
workloads are stressed but they are answering the challenge.
I commend the Minister's actions to the House and I place scorn on the motion moved
by the Leader of the Opposition.
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY (Ballarat Province)-I have pleasure in supportin~ the
motion because of the real need that exists for something to be done about the Inner
workings and financing of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
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The original concept was good. However, problems are being experienced in two
categories. Firstly, the Government has tried to do too much too quickly and this has
resulted in a serious under assessment of the resources required to run the department.
We all understand that the Government needs to act with restraint and honourable
members on this side of the House have been pushing for restraint. However, a 7·2 per
cent reduction of funds in real terms was made in the last Budget. There has also been a
17 per cent reduction in the land use area because of that Budget. Those reductions cause
real problems when one considers the push for more parks and the necessity to meet the
additional demands being made on the department because the public wants more facilities
in those parks.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Is that a 17 per cent reduction in actual land area?
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-In land use area, funding for land, noxious weeds and so
on.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Mr de Fegely means land protection.
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-The problem oflack offunds and the additional workload
placed on departmental staff has led to considerable stress affecting personnel and the
difficulty of achieving what personnel would like to achieve has led to a breakdown of
morale.
One of my criticisms of the department is that it was originally set up and administered
by somebody who knew absolutely nothing about what he was doing. People cannot be
brought in from outside and placed in a situation as complex as is this department. I might
add that that administrator is not there any more, so perhaps the Minister has seen the
light. If one has not lived and worked within the area of forestry, conservation or the
country in general, it can be very difficult to understand the workings of such a department.
Anyone who works below that top echelon in the department will say that the top echelon
needs a full understanding of the whole situation.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-The top people have.
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-I am pleased to hear that. In the main the problem is not
at the top level but in the field. In some regions officers have been placed in situations
where they have had to adapt because they have been given jobs for which they were not
trained. I have spoken to foresters with comprehensive trainlng in their sphere of activity
but who were taken out of the forestry area and placed in some other section of the
department.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Only at those officers' requests.
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-Officers from the former Soil Conservation Authority
and1he former Lands Department now have to work closely together.
Tbe Hon. J. E. Kirner-There is nothing wrong with that, is there?
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-Not if they are able to cope with the demands of the job
to which they have been specially appointed. Some officers I spoke to have had to neglect
areas for which they previously had responsibility.
One example concerns personnel of the former Lands Department who used to be fully
occupied on the eradication of noxious weeds and vermin. They are now out in the field
doing soil conservation work, firefighting and other activities WIthin the department and
the consequence is that the control of vermin and noxious weed is not as effective as it
was previously.
I would have to agree that it is a good idea for all personnel to understand the problems
of firefighting, for which many of them were not previously trained, but while they are on
their courses doing fire duty the other areas for which they were specifically designated or
trained are being neglected.
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The personnel in the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is less than is
required to cope with the workload they have. I mentioned earlier the increased numbers
of personnel required to operate the national parks. The Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands has often stated in the House that she is already a land manager; that
the department already has people in the field who are managing that land. However, it is
entirely different managing a reserve forest to managing a national park which has great
demands on people, on facilities, on roads and so on.
The Minister mentioned earlier that there was a significant increase in the number of
people visiting the Grampians and honourable members are happy about that, but it is
essential that the resources are available to maintain the roads and the facilities so they
are able to cope with those increasing numbers of people. I do not believe the roads and
facilities have kept up with the increase in traffic.
The former Soil Conservation Authority, now almost a nonentity within the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands, played a valuable role in former times. It acted not
only as a scientific body of people which kept tabs on the problems of soil erosion, salinity,
the need for land use among the farming population and so on, but also acted in a public
relations way in assisting farmers and educating them to the needs of the area.
I was recently at a meeting of farmers at Bullarto where there was concern over a water
district and the directions that the department had given these farmers to conform and
supply information to the department regarding land use and other matters. Although I
am keen to see Victoria's water supply managed effectively and to ensure that land use is
good for water collection, I believe the people now dOIng this work, coming from a
separate, relatively newly formed body, have taken the place of people from the former
Soil Conservation Authority. The people from the authority would have handled the
matter far better. They would not have made demands on the farming community so that
farmers were upset. They would have been unassuming but would have still managed to
have the farmers go along with what they were doing.
I mentioned earlier the problems of weeds and a number of municipalities have
approached me expressing concern at the growth of noxious weeds, particularly furze,
around their towns. I refer to areas such as Daylesford, Hepburn Springs and Kyneton.
The department has notified the municipalities that it does not believe furze is a problem.
On the other hand, the Country Fire Authority is now issuing notices to clean up furze
because it believes it is a fire hazard. Municipalities are concerned that the weed is creating
a real fire hazard and has asked the department to supply more resources and to do cleanup work on Government Crown land prior to the summer period.
Mr Chamberlain mentioned that machinery and personnel have been idle in the
department, so I will not dwell on that aspect, but there is a concern that this is happening.
According to reports and from my own observations, many roads are in a state of
disrepair. The Government is collecting considerable amounts of royalty from timber
harvesting and it is a pity that it is not putting more of that money back into the facilities
and roads in the areas concerned. The motion calls upon the Premier, therefore the
Government, to do something about the problems within the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands. It would be helpful if the Government would investigate the rundown
in the condition of roads and change the method of returning the money that is collected
from those areas.
From the point of view of fire access and people travelling through the areas, it is
important that roads are passable. Many roads in the Grampians are almost impassable.
If people got caught on the soft sandy roads and a fire started, they would be trapped and
it would be extremely difficult to get them out.
Conflict has occurred within the department between forestry officers and national park
officers. They have two different philosophies. Although they work well together there is
conflict in their attitude to the various parks, to what should be locked up and what should
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be utilised. The Government appears to be in a "lock-up" situation today rather than
utilising Victoria's resources. It is something that must be examined carefully. Having a
son as a forester, I have some sympathy with forestry officers, but people often denigrate
the work forestry officers have done in the State.
The Hon. E. H. Walker-Who does?
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-Some people say that we have done nothing in the way
of conservation, which is absolutely not true. I am also concerned about threatened
industrial action within the department and, although the matter may have been settled,
it does give the impression that all is not well within the department. The Opposition is
concerned that the lack of manpower, which I believe to be behind the dispute, may lead
to logging areas not being properly monitored. If regulations are imposed it may be that
some revenue will be foregone because some areas oflogging were missed.
It could even upset the long-term environmental values if the current shortage of
personnel is not corrected. That matter should be addressed as quickly as possible.
There are rumours that some rangers are threatening to close areas within parks because
there is insufficient labour to look after them properly. There is also some concern for the
environment and the personal safety of people visiting those areas.
What can be done about this? If no further funds are available to assist the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands, the Government should cease forthwith the push to
create more parks that cannot be looked after. It is time that Australians came out of the
dream world and put their feet firmly on the ground. Although it might be appropriate to
have more parks when there is economic stability, we should not close our eyes to the fact
that we are in need of resources.
If we have resources that are renewable, we should use them to create more return and
money for the State. That would assist the Government in carrying out further conservation
programs. Moneys obtained from royalties should be ploughed back into areas to improve
roads and so on. We should use the timber that is currently being left on the floors of
forests in east Gippsland and other areas because the greenies have said we cannot touch
the residue for fear of commencing a woodchipping industry.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Would you woodchip the lot?
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-I would woodchip the residue. I would certainly woodchip
all the waste that is currently left on the forest floor after logging operations.
The Hon. J. H. Kennan-But would you woodchip the lot? What is your policy on
woodchipping? Would you export it?
The Hon. R. S. de FEGELY-Why not, as a short-term solution, with the intention of
working towards a long-term use in Australia? At present contract work to eradicate
noxious weeds and so on is carried out by the department on farms. Funds from that
source should be returned to the department for its use and should not go into consoldiated
revenue.

I was disappointed to discover that funding has been withdrawn from the Australian
Trust of Conservation Volunteers, which is an organisation that employs young,
unemployed people to undertake conservation work not only in the Ballarat area but also
in the central highlands area. Those people travel to any area where it is necessary to plant
trees or carry out conservation work. I am extremely disappointed that funding has been
withdrawn.
There is no doubt that this is a vital issue. The Liberal Party is concerned about the
future of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands and I urge the Government
to take immediate action to guarantee the future of the department.
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY (Nunawading Province)-My colleagues have dealt
in some detail with the conflicts occurring within a number of areas of the Department of
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Conservation, Forests and Lands. I wish to examine specifically how that relates to the
Dandenong Ranges, the Yarra Valley and the development of tourism.
A document produced by the Government before the 1985 election sets out clearly what
its expectations on recreation and tourism were. The Victorian Branch of the Australian
Labor Party election platform stated:
Our Government has tried to ensure that Victorians and visitors can use their leisure time in a creative and
enjoyable way.

Victoria's natural and cultural features are unique, but they have to be properly and sensitively developed and
promoted.

We will continue and expand the Parks Access Program in our second term.

That was in 1985.
However, the Age of23 February 1987 contains the headlines "Tourism curbs proposed
for Dandenongs" and "City throws a shadow over the mountains". That is a direct
contradiction of what one assumed to be Government policy. It is an indictment of the
Government's policy to develop tourism in that beautiful area when departments cannot
agree on how it should be developed. It is an indictment of the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands for its inability to develop and implement a rational plan for the use of
public land in that area.
The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands on many occasions has spoken in
this House about the development of new parks in the metropolitan area, but what about
the resources necessary to service existing parks in the Dandenong Ranges and the Yarra
Valley? Another view has been offered by a number of people-some of whom are officers
of her department-which she was quick to countermand in another article in today's
Age. The Age article of23 February 1987 stated:
The Department of Forests, Conservation and Lands is considering limiting tourist access to public parks in
the Dandenong Ranges.

The Hon. J. E. Kirner- Read the rest of the article!
The Hon. ROSEMARY VARTY-The article also refers to how much pressure has
been applied from people in that area. How should we rationalise the various approaches?
How can the Minister and departmental officers say that they are concerned with developing
tourism on the one hand when, on the other hand, one of the bi$8est tourist areas in
Victoria has been said to be overburdened with tourists and there IS a possibility of the
number of tourists being reduced?
It is ridiculous that some people have said the area is not even worth preserving. I
cannot believe the Dandenong Ranges and the Yarra Valley are not worth preservin~.
Overseas visitors to that area believe it is the epitome of what Australia is all about and It
is within easy reach of Melbourne.

Japanese tourists visit the Dandenong Ranges, travel through the Yarra Valley to the
Healesville Sanctuary and see the wonderful koalas that they love so much. However, the
Age article states that at least one person believes the area should not be preserved.
It is obvious that some philosophy should be followed within the department. Perhaps
it should be equated with what has happened at the Melbourne Zoological Gardens, where
a complete change has occurred. Instead of controlling the animals in small areas, they are
given free range and are more accessible, but the visitors are controlled.
Surely that is what should be considered for this area rather than saying, "Perhaps we
will have to cut back on the number of people visiting the area".
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What concerns me most is the inability of the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands to come to terms with what is happening; its inability to come up with some
innovative ideas for the development of tourism for the area, to liaise with other
organisations, such as the shires ofSherbrooke and Lillydale, or the Upper Yarra Valley
and Dandenong Ranges Authority, and to come to grips with what is happening in that
area and its potential for all of us.
The Minister should bear in mind that that area has been conserved by those of us who
have lived in it; those of us who have always had that land, who have conserved it and
who want to share its beauty with other people.
Victoria has a department that is trying to pride itself on being forward and innovative
but which is making a suggestion that the area should not be preserved. That is totally
unacceptable, and I suggest it is symptomatic of the lack of communication and lack of
understanding of what a wonderful resource exists in that area. It is a place for all of us to
share. It is potentially a very rich tourism area and, with the correct use of the resources
that are available, it can meet the needs of the growing tourism industry.
However, that will not occur if there is a withdrawal of resources and an adoption of the
"head-in-the-sand" approach that perhaps people should be kept out or that the area
should not be preserved. It has always been a place of what I call "re-creation". The word
"recreation" is composed of "re-creation". I am sure we would all acknowledge that. It is
an area that people who live in the city can reach fairly easily and quickly-one needs to
drive only an hour or an hour and a half to get there. I suggest the area is necessary to
maintain the sanity of the whole community and that access to it should never be
compromised.
It is up to the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands, in conjunction with all
other departments and instrumentalities, to make sure that everyone understands what
everyone else is on about and that a philosophy is developed that really utilises the area. I
have much pleasure in supporting the motion.
The Hon. R. J. LONG (Gippsland Province)- I strongly support the motion. I propose
to give three examples of support for it, which come from the Gippsland Province.
Honourable members have already heard today that in 1983 the Government carried out
a restructure of the former department as a result of which the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands was formed. The State was divided into eighteen regions, and that was
the final decision on the matter.
However, in 1986, of course, the Government had another go at it. From that further
investigation came the decision that two regions would be dropped. As it turned out, one
of those regions was Warragul, which was incorporated into the Traralgon area.
If the Minister wishes to talk about morale, she should talk to the people of the Warragul
area. I am sure she will be absolutely astounded at the low level of morale in that area at
present. I understand the situation is even worse than that.
As I understand it, the Minister has entered an agreement to lease premises in Warragul
to house its region. It is costing the State more, and yet it is not really wanted. That is a
problem.
It is obvious that my colleague, Mr Murphy, has not visited Orbost lately. I visited
Orbost last Friday week.

The Hon. B. A. Murphy-It was probably the first time you had been there for years.
The Hon. M. J. Arnold-Did they recognise you?
The Hon. R. J. LONG-Yes, they know who I am. If Mr Murphy visits the area as
often as he says he does, he ought to know that the traders there will not extend credit to
the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. They demand cash before they
supply goods. That is a disgrace.
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The Hon. J. E. Kirner-It is not true, either.
The Hon. R. J. LONG-I shall not argue with the Minister; she should go along and
argue with the traders. That is what the traders have told me. They are imposing those
restrictions. The Minister does not even know that the traders never get paid by her
department. That shows how much the Minister knows about the matter.
It is a disgrace that in only February of a financial year the Government has run out of
money. That is what has happened. The department cannot even pay its own accounts.
Every year the department tries to get the traders to carry it along; but this year the traders
have jacked up and will not carry the department. That is the problem that it has in the
Orbost area.

The Hon. B. A. Murphy-Can we quote you?
The Hon. R. J. LONG-Of course, you can quote me.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Why do you not name the traders, so that we can check whether
they have been paid?
The Hon. R. J . LONG-The Minister should ask her officers; they will tell her who the
traders are.
The third aspect I wish to talk about is noxious weeds. I shall not talk about all the
various noxious weeds, such as blackberries and so on but, rather, I shall deal specifically
with ragwort.
It is obvious to me that the Government does not understand what ragwort does or
means to this country~ I put it to the Minister in no uncertain terms that, unless some
action is taken fairly quickly in this regard, the Strzelecki Ranges will be known as the
"yellow peril". I remind the House that ragwort is a yellow flower-not to be mistaken for
fireweed-and is a plant which has prolific growing power. If one allows a ragwort flower
to grow, one can expect literally hundreds of plants to crop up in the following year. That
is the speed of progression of that weed.
I can speak with a little authority about ragwort because, as a lad, I was brought up on a
farm; my father was so strict with me that I was not even allowed to go down to the
paddock unless I had with me a tin of poisonous salt to put on every ragwort plant that I
saw.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-Why did you not just pull them out?
The Hon. R. J. LONG-For Mr Murphy's benefit, the pulling out of ragwort plants still
leaves roots in the ground that keep growing. Therefore, to get rid of them one must poison
them.
In those days the Lands Department inspector visited every property, and if a property
owner had not dealt with the ragwort or other weeds on his property, he was sent a notice;
if the property owner did not comply with the notice, he was prosecuted; ifhe did not get
rid of the ragwort weeds, the department moved in, carried out the work and placed a
charge on the property.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-The department still does that.
The Hon. R. J . LONG-That is the problem; there is no labour to do the work. The
department is short of money. It does not have cash. It can spend it elsewhere except on
the important issues. All the work gangs that the former department had which did the
work on the farms before charging the properties are gone, too. There is no money to
support them.
In Gippsland a revolution is starting against the Government to do something about
the "yellow peril", that is, ragwort, because concerned farmers will not allow their properties
to be ruined by this weed.
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For example, as a concerned farmer, I would try to protect my property but I could face
the situation where the adjoining landowner did not care and let ragwort grow on his
property. The Government is doing nothing about such landowners, and that is the
situation in the Strzelecki Ranges. Unless something is done soon, ragwort will affect
hectare after hectare of valuable farmland. Yet the Government claims that it does not
have the resources to do anything about it!
Perhaps I could agree with the Government but what are its priorities? An article
appeared in the Age on 22 September 1986 under the heading '"$642 000 in aid offered".
The article states:
The State Government wiIJ provide grants worth more than $642 000 this financial year to assist communitybased conservation and environment groups.

The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You would not do that?
The Hon. R. J. LONG-I would not do that while ragwort was growing. The Government
should get its priorities right. The article continues:
The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, Mrs Kirner, announced the program yesterday. It wiIJ give:
Administrative support to groups such as the Conservation Council of Victoria to help cover running
costs.
Grants to assist groups prepare responses to Government inquiries under the Environment Effects Act,
panel hearings and reports released for public comment.
Grants to finance special projects proposed by community groups.

If the Government were flush with money I would have no argument with that aid, but it
should get its priorities right and deal with the real problems first before providing such
grants.
The Government has appointed a management team at Bright which is preparing plans
for a contiguous alpine national park. The Government has given the team four years in
which to do the work.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-The team is preparing management plans for the alpine area.
The Hon. R. J. LONG-Before the Bill was knocked back the Government claimed the
management plans were for a contiguous alpine national park and now the Government
is talking about an alpine park. The four-year program will cost the taxpayer a fortune and
the Government has not even got the legislation passed; and it knows what the Opposition
will do with it, and it knows what I will do with it!
The Government should re-examine its priorities. It should not claim it does not have
any resources-it has plenty of resources to deal with weeds alone, and that is my argument.
I could go on at length on this subject but the three examples I have used demonstrate
that the motion ought to be supported to the hilt.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD (Templestowe Province)-At the outset one should place
the debate in its proper context. The Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is
one of the largest in the Victorian Public Service. It had a Budget for 1985-86 of $150
million: it employs between 4000 and 4500 people, depending upon seasonal conditions;
it has 150 offices and 300 workplaces. The department is a creature that was born of an
amalgamation of a number of departments that were allowed to fall into a state of disarray
and mismanagement because of the previous Administration. One cannot escape that
point.
The Liberal Party was in government between 1955 and 1982 when it allowed the
State's assets to fall into disarray. The former Government virtually ignored conservation.
When the Labor Party assumed office, it decided to examine the administration of
conservation, forests and lands, which led to the creation of the existing department, and
not before time!
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If the old structure had been allowed to continue being mismanaged by the previous
Government-now the Opposition-Victoria's assets would have continued to have been
wasted.
The Government, as it did in a range of departments, took the appropriate steps to
improve administration and efficiency and to ensure that the best value was obtained for
the dollar-something that is vitally important in this day and age.
I n a department of this size, especially in its formation, there are bound to be some
difficulties. The department has experienced a number of difficulties-those difficulties
that the Opposition has endeavoured to highlight this afternoon pale in comparison with
the successes and achievements of the department.
Speaker after speaker from the Opposition recited mythology about various bits and
pieces here and there. Typically Opposition speakers nitpicked about a little bit here and
a little bit there.
The Leader of the Opposition never actually got to present his case. As Mr Landeryou
interjected, the honourable gentleman spent his speech reciting from a series of newspaper
reports and documents. It was said in his defence that he used this material as evidence to
lead to the case that he was going to present. However, he never got to present the case.
His only contribution was a recital of quotations from various newspapers and reports
from television and radio programs. He used those quotations and said, "Well, they are
the facts. This is the evidence. I heard it on the radio; I read it in the newspaper, so these
are the facts". The Opposition only nitpicked.
If motions of this sort are to be presented in the House, the public deserves a case to be
presented by the Opposition. It is the responsibility of the Opposition to present a case
and not just a list of assertions and a repetition of myths and various unfounded assertions.
That is not how one presents an argument in this place. Mr Hunt knows that: he has
appeared in court, he knows how to prepare cases and produce evidence and achieve a
result, but that has not been done this afternoon.
When the department was created, it was given a policy direction. A series of aims were
provided and a role was defined. That role is clearly spelt out in the annual report for
1985-86. I do not intend to recite it because if Opposition members ever get around to
doing any proper research about what conservation, forests and lands is, I suggest they
commence by reading a document such as the annual report. They should go back to the
first source and not merely rely upon picking up reports here and there from newspapers
and radio shows.
I had the unique opportunity of investigating the question of Victorian commercial
fishing licences. At that time I mixed and worked with a number of officers from the
department at its headquarters in Victoria Parade and, as most honourable members
would know, I visited all of the major fishing centres in the State.
I have spoken to the people whom the Opposition has described as dissatisfied. There
has been little mention of the role the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
has played in relation to fisheries. Perhaps the Opposition does not realise that Victoria
has a marine resource! That is probably why the fisheries licensing section and other
aspects of the fishing industry were allowed to deteriorate over the twenty-odd years the
Liberal Party was in government. That is why there was a need to carry out such a
comprehensive review.
In 1960 a four-page report was presented by the conservative Government of the day, a
Government which represented farmers and fishermen and which was supported by the
National Party, which is concerned about rural welfare. Apart from that four-page report
there had not been a comprehensive examination of the fishing industry since 1859.
In the course of my investigations, I found considerable willingness and support from
officers at all levels in the department. I spoke to them privately and allowed them the
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opportunity of speaking to me off the record. I do not deny that there are problems in
departments of this size. It would be unrealistic to suggest that problems do not exist but
the assertions about low morale are not supported. I did not find any low morale in my
travels and in my discussions with officers involved during the investigation. I spoke to
those officers and I suggest that not one of the Opposition members who have contributed
to this debate has discussed the matter with those officers.
The Hon. M. J. Sandon-They are not denying it!
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD-Of course. They would not take the time and energy to
speak to someone in the field. They pick out information from newspapers and may
occasionally use the telephone.
When a proposition is put forward one must talk to the people involved and work out
what has been done and what is happening, instead of just relying on second-hand
information.
Mr Evans supported the Liberal Party by supporting the motion, despite the fact that
he has a notice of motion listed on the Notice Paper touching on the same subject, but
calling for a different result. His motion calls for an expression of no confidence in the
Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, rather than calling for an investigation into
the department. I do not know whether Mr Evans will debate the issue again but it seems
typical of the unanimity one expects between the Liberal and the National parties now
and over the next few weeks as they wrestle for the power they hope to gain in the coming
by-election.
It is a thinly disguised attempt to convince the people of Victoria that their policies are
worthy or that they have policies. The policies they do have are bereft of any substance
and failed for twenty-odd years. They are trying to hide that failure by introducing a
motion of this kind, a motion that fails to recognise the work that has been done and the
need that existed to restructure various departments and establish an efficient, lean
operation.

As I said, there may have been some difficulties in setting up the new department, but it
will provide a basis for the proper conservation and management of Victoria's natural
resources and assets for the future.
I shall speak briefly about the fishing industry. The Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs announced today that, following the recent report and other fisheries reports that
were circulated and published late last year, a task force is being established to implement
the recommendations. Something practical will come out of the work that was sponsored,
in part, by the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands. In my view, for the first
time since the mid-nineteenth century a proper direction will be $iven to all aspects of the
fishing industry for the future. I guarantee that results will be achieved quickly, effectively
and with a minimum of cost to the community, but with maximum benefits.
Honourable members know the problems that have existed in the fishing industry. The
scallop industry in particular was allowed to fall into complete disarray, similar to that in
other areas, by the Minister responsible for fishing under the Liberal Government, when
he threw open fishing in Port Phillip Bay to everybody. Scallop fishing was uncontrolled
in the bay. It was a disaster for those involved in the scallop fishing industry and also
affected the ambience of the bay.
The Hon. M. A. Birrell-Could you say that again? I did not hear the earlier part of
your speech.
The Hon. M. J. ARNOLD-It is unfortunate that Mr Birrell did not hear the bulk of
my speech because his learning process is still continuing. If he is here for another twenty
years he may pick up as much as his colleagues around him. He will be able to read what I
have said in Hansard over the weekend.
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The report prepared by me, with the assistance of Mr Murphy, Mr Mier and officers of
the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is a weighty document. It is
approximately 60 or 70 times the size of the document on fishing prepared by the former
Liberal Government in 1960. It is typical of the quality of the work that is being done in
the department; it is not an exception to the work that has been done on the timber
industry and on a range of other industries to which Mr Murphy and Mr Pullen have
alluded and which the Minister will spell out.
If the fishing industry of Victoria is to be profitable and continue to supply fish, it must
turn to mariculture. I shall explain a few achievements in fisheries management and
development that have been made possible by the initiatives of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands.

Recent achievements in fisheries management and development include a mussel culture
industry established with 23 mussel farms. The established production for the season just
completed was 500 tonnes. The estimated production for 1987-88 is 1000 tonnes, which
will be worth $2·5 million.
A further recent achievement concerns native oyster culture. This species is being
studied by scientists at the Marine Science Laboratories. A successful oyster hatchery has
been established at the Marine Science Laboratories to provide seed oysters for growing
trials at a number of selected sites around the Victorian coast. This oyster has potential
for export as well as acceptance on the domestic market. Oysters valued at $7 million are
currently imported into Victoria from New South Wales, Tasmania and New Zealand.
There is great potential for locally produced oysters to replace those imports.
That is what the Labor Government is about. It realises that if the State and the country
are to improve their economic positions there must continually be export and import
replacement opportunities created. This is right at the coal face, so to speak, and this is the
type of development work being undertaken by the department for the benefit of the State.
Other recent achievements include the development of prawn culture, Chi nook salmon
and, at the Snobs Creek Fish Hatchery, new facilities for propagating native fish species
are being developed. Macquarie perch and Murray cod are being produced at Snobs Creek
for the first time. A number of other developments are also taking place at the Shepparton
Fisheries Research Station.
During the Christmas period I visited Western Australia because interest had been
shown in the reports prepared on the Victorian fishing industry. I visited a hatchery where
a Western Australian businessman is at the forefront of developing mariculture species.
He was interested in the work being done in Victoria.
Lines of communication have been established between that businessman and the
department. As a result, one hopes there will be opportunities for further developments in
Victoria. Such activities provide job opportunities and once again provide an impetus to
the economic development of Victoria. These are important issues and are not just the
nitpicking sort of stuff that has gone on this afternoon. Honourable members opposite
made a few select quotes from various newspapers.
The Victorian Recreational Fisheries Advisory Council has been restructured to provide
recreational fishermen with a better mechanism for contributing to management decisions.
The department is making sure that people are involved. That is what the restructure of
the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is all about.
Mr Long criticised the department for allocating $600 000 to conservation groups and
others. That is what the Government is about; it believes in talking to people in the field.
The Government believes in giving the community an opportunity of participating in
decision making and what affects it and the assets of the State.
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Other recent achievements include a major research program on the western trawl
fishery, gear assistance to fishermen and the development of a strategic plan for fisheries
surveillance and enforcement.
I recall that enforcement was a subject raised by one of the Opposition speakers. Some
criticism was made in respect of the abalone industry. The Victorian abalone industry is
extremely buoyant. The money earnt by way of export amounts to a considerable sum
and abalone divers are enjoying an extremely profitable season at present. That is because
of the hard work done by the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands.
Senior officers of the department are developing a plan to enhance enforcement
capabilities particularly in the area of marine fisheries enforcement. Strategies such as the
formation of a specialist fisheries "flying squad" and the relocation of the Delphinus, the
ocean going enforcement vessel, to a more strategic location, are under consideration.
In conclusion, the estimated total value of fish landed in Victoria in 1986-87 is $75
million. The spin-off through the processing and associated industries would probably
have a benefit of four times that amount. All areas for which the department is responsible
should be understood and appreciated by members of this place.
If motions of this nature are to be debated and taken seriously by the Government and
by the public, they should be properly researched and authoritatively backed up. There
must be a great deal more substance in arguments presented than was shown this afternoon
by the Leader of the Opposition and his support speakers.
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON (Higinbotham Province)-I am somewhat diffident
about my contribution because of the reference made to shonky documents used to
support arguments. I have some fairly shonky documents from which to quote. One is a
summary of Labor initiatives for 1985-88!
An Honourable Member-That is a substantial document-not a shonky one!
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-It looks pretty shonky to me; it depends on one's
point of view. Perhaps honourable members opposite will call a point of order to stop me
quoting from the Labor Party document. The document was prepared two years ago and
states:
During its next term the Labor Government will give a high priority to adequately resourcing the park system.

That statement has a certain air of quaintness about it when one compares it with the
reality nowadays and when one considers the fact that our national parks are grossly
understaffed and under-resourced.
As honourable members have heard today, and as honourable members opposite must
acknowledge themselves, when the history of these times comes to be written one of the
saddest chapters in the history of the Labor Government in this State will be its complete
and utter failure in conservation. It has been a sad and sorry story.
There is no doubt that the Labor Government has an excellent record in producing
documents and making promises, but when it comes to performance it is sadly lacking. It
will be one of the great sorrows in this State that we did not have a better system of
conservation during those years.
I have another document entitled "Environment and Leisure: the next four yearsJohn Cain and Victoria". I hope I shall be able to quote from this document without
having to put up with honourable members opposite calling points of order.

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT-Order! There are far too many interjections. I am interested to
hear the quote.
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The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-It is obvious that you have not read the document,
Mr President. It states, in part, under the heading, HAora and Fauna":
Some of the most important endangered species now protected are the rare Eastern Barred Bandicoot, the
Mountain Pygmy Possum and Orange Bellied Parrot.

The document then goes on to state that Ha native flora and fauna guarantee is being
developed". I am pleased about that and it should be printed in large numbers so it can be
shown to the wild dogs that are proliferating in rural areas of the State so they can
understand that they are not to attack the native fauna!
Copies should also be printed so that they can be shown to the foxes that are also helping
to kill our native flora and fauna. The department should also do something about the
feral goats, about which we heard from Mr Evans yesterday. Apparently they are devastating
parts of the State. Perhaps the Minister should be using the flora and fauna guarantee to
dissuade these animals.
I should be interested to know whether the department has produced the guarantee and,
if it has, what money is available to back it up, because the flora and fauna of the State are
being devastated in spite of the department's best efforts. Several times it has been said
that the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands is working hard in her portfolio. I
believe that and give her credit for being a hard-working Minister but there is a difference
between working hard and working smart.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-I am working hard.
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-The Minister is doing the hard part but she is not
doing the smart part. The speeches today have illustrated that the department is short of
money. Shopkeepers and others refuse to supply goods to the department unless they are
paid cash. The Minister cannot deny that fact.
On frequent occasions the House has heard about unre~stered departmental vehicles
that have been involved in crashes. People who have been Injured in these accidents have
no other resort than to sue the department. I hope they receive some recompense.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-The State Insurance Office is handling that.
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON-Whoever may be handling those cases it is not the
insurance company because the vehicles were not registered. It is a sad and sorry tale of
neglect that is taking place in the department.
The smugglin~ of native flora and fauna is a problem that has not been addressed
properly. The Mmister should be aware of the facts. Victoria is now the centre of smuggling
of native flora and fauna out of Australia. It might be better to start exporting some of
Victoria's plaque parrots rather than to have them smuggled out of the country. Perhaps
the trafficking of native fauna should be regularised!
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Are you suggesting that we should export native birds?
The Hon. ROBERT LA WSON-Perhaps that should be regulated because nothing has
been done to stop it. Unless more action is taken by the Government than it is prepared
to do at present and unless more money is provided to help overcome the problem, the
smuggling will grow worse year by year. This is one of the sad stories of the Government.
The only way to overcome the problem is to bring some sense and order into the situation.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-By an inquiry led by Robert Lawson?
The Hon. ROBERT LAWSON-What a splendid idea! That would be a good starting
point! Victoria has had enough inquiries for the time being. Honourable members seem
to be engaged in inquiries all the time yet nothing much comes of them. Perhaps if I were
to head an inquiry it would lead to a sensible conclusion. Let us stop all the inquiries and
really do something about the problems that are facing the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands.
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The Hon. B. W. MIER (Waverley Province)-It is a pity that in moving the motion Mr
Chamberlain referred to the fire risks in the Dandenong Ranges and surrounding areas yet
at no time referred to the present relocation of a Country Fire Authority operational centre
to Dandenong. The centre is designed to receive calls and dispatch equipment to fires in
and around the Dandenong Ranges and will provide a communications service. It will
form a vital link in the coordination of supporting organisations.
As was previously pointed out, the substance of Mr Chamberlain's arguments is based
on trivia that has been reported by a number of individuals in minor newspapers.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-Like the ""Easterly" supplement in the Sun.
The Hon. B. W. MIER-Yes, that is right. I have been involved with the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands in a number of areas. Initially, I was involved in the
formulation and drafting of the department's timber industry strategy. During that time I
discovered that if the industry were allowed to continue the way it had been, it would have
had to close down in five or ten years. Victoria has a valuable renewable asset in its timber
and unless the industry is managed properly and a strategy put in place, the resource will
be decimated.
The Minister had the assistance of the fine departmental officers and backbench members
in the drafting of the strategy which is at present being implemented. It will also allow the
industry to continue to provide employment and at the same time retain a valuable
resource.
I was also involved, alon$ with Mr Arnold and Mr Murphy in the formulation of a
similar report on the fishing Industry, which is also a valuable resource. If that industry is
not properly controlled it also will deplete its reserves. Mr Arnold dealt with the initial
findings of the inquiry and the implementation of recommendations for the scallop industry
off the Gippsland coast and Port Phillip Bay. Because of the action taken by the department,
Victoria will retain a valuable resource and the industry will continue to flourish in
compliance with an efficient strategy.
The Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands gave me the marvellous opportunity
of representing her on the Victorian Fishing Industry Council, which comprises various
organisations from right across the State. The council advises all the amateur fishing
associations throughout Victoria of what the Department of Conservation, Forests and
Lands is doing and what it plans to do.
Unfortunately, I could not attend the last meeting of the council due to a prior
commitment. The meeting was held approximately a week ago at Snobs Creek for the
purpose of opening a large extension to the Snobs Creek Fish Hatchery, which is breeding
native fish to replenish Victorian streams. In many instances, native fish have been absent
from those streams for a number of years. That matter has been neglected for many years
because the previous Liberal Government had no strategy or philosophy on it.
As a member of the Natural Resources and Environment Committee, I have visited a
host of parks throughout Victoria. On every occasion, the committee has met with officers
from the department involved with the administration of the parks. I have never heard
any criticism of the department and I have never witnessed any signs of poor morale. Mr
Reid, who is the chairman of the committee, could confirm that fact.
During my leisure time-although as a Parliamentarian I do not get much of that-I
take advantage of Victoria's national parks not only as an amateur angler but also as a
bush walker.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-We shared a tent!
The Hon. B. W. MIER-Yes, we did; that was in the Victorian alps. I visit parks in my
leisure time.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-And you are allowed to fish in them.
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The Hon. B. W. MIER-I am allowed to fish in any stream, to ski on any slope and to
walk down any trail I wish to.
Through my direct involvement with officers of the department, the Minister and
backbenchers and through my private and personal experiences, I can confidently state
that there is no way that the motion should be substantiated in any shape or form. It is
unfortunate that the Opposition has seen fit to raise this matter and put a well-managed
and creative department under attack.
The sitting was suspended at 6.26 p.m. untif8.3 p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
The PRESIDENT-Order! Questions as to the bounds of Ministerial statements and
questions to Ministers were raised earlier today. As they bear a relationship to each other,
I shall deal with them together.
Generally, a member may not speak in the House except on a specific motion, and any
speech made to a question before the Chair must be relevant to the issue covered in the
question. Several matters which are part of the normal routine of the House are, however,
excluded from the definition of "debaten -even though speeches may be made-because
there is no question before the Chair. These include questions, Ministerial statements and
personal explanations.
Ministerial statements are defined in May -twentieth edition, page 347-as:
Explanations by Ministers on behalf of the Government regarding their domestic and foreign policy; stating
the advice they have tendered to the Sovereign regarding their retention of office or the dissolution of Parliament;
announcing the legislative proposals they intend to submit to Parliament; or the course they intend to adopt in
the transaction and arrangement of public business.

Originally the practice was to require leave of the House because the Minister was not
proposing a motion to the Chair or speaking to a motion already before the Chair, and the
indulgence of the House was considered necessary in order that the normal rules of debate
might be put aside.
More recently the House of Commons dispensed with the leave requirement on the
basis that, as part of a Minister's overall accountability to the Parliament, it was felt that
there should be a right to make a statement regarding matters under his control and
thereby gi ve information to the House.
An essential corollary to that right was that the statements should be confined to fact.
Several rulings from the Chair confirmed that the right does not extend to raising matters
of a contentious nature which might give rise to argument or controversy, or to put
forward propaganda.
Apart from those restrictions, however, a Minister is free to make a statement at any
time-without leave of the House-provided that:
(a) no other question is before the Chair; and
(b) prior notice has been given to the President.
In practice, a copy of the statement is provided to the President before delivery, so that he
may review it having regard to the proper ambit of a Ministerial statement.
In presenting a Ministerial statement the ordinary rules of debate are applied. Material
must be relevant to the subject matter;no reflections may be made on members and others
whose conduct may only be called to account on a substantive motion-that is, the
Sovereign, judges, members of either House and so on---objectionable words and
unparliamentary expressions are not in order; and the sub judice convention applies.
It is interesting to note that May-twentieth edition, page 347-gives recognition to the
practice of eliciting explanations from the Minister in the nature ofMinisterial.tatements
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"by arrangement in reply to a question"-that is, a ""Dorothy Dix" question-in addition
to the spontaneous and more formal statement. Campion's Introduction to the Procedure
of the House o/Commons-second edition, page 145-also acknowledges that questions
"" ... are often arranged by the Government to gi ve them the opportunity of making
announcements in a somewhat informal way".
As to where the dividing line occurs between a legitimate question and answer and a
question eliciting a Ministerial-type statement would often be difficult to determine and
presents a considerable problem for the Chair.
Question time is a cherished vehicle to seek information, bring to light abuses and
generally to criticise Governments and call them to account and press for action in areas
not perhaps warranting a substantive motion. Because of Standing Order 71 B, w~ic.h
forbids Ministerial statements until questions without notice have been disposed of, It IS
undesirable that questions should seek announcements as to the Government's policy,
although an explanation as to a particular policy probably does not offend.
Because Ministerial statements(a) do not require the leave of the House; and
(b) are permitted contrary to the fundamental principle that a question should be
before the Chair prior to a member addressing the House,
it is proper that special precautions be taken in order that they are confined to acceptable
limits.
Those precautions would appear to include the following:
(a) prior notice should be given to the President of a Minister's intention to make
a statement;
(b) the subject matter should be restricted to the ambit ofthe Minister'sjurisdiction;
(c) statements should be confined to matters of fact, and should not extend to
argument, contentious issues giving rise to controversy, or to put forward
propaganda;
(d) the normal rules of debate as to reflections and so on are relevant; and
(e) copies of statements should be presented to the President in sufficient time for
him to peruse them and, if necessary, discuss any aspects with the Minister,
before being delivered verbally to the House.
It will be seen that any statement a Minister wishes to make is not necessarily a
statement within this context and definition.
It has been my practice and, I believe, also that of my predecessors, to have regard to
those points in assessing whether statements desired to be made by Ministers are in
acceptable form. My view is that those standards are fair and reasonable, and it is my
intention to maintain those tests.

The general rules for questions will be circulated to honourable members as I indicated
earlier today. As to answers, I remind Ministers that May-twentieth edition, page 345requires these to be confined to the points contained in the question, with such explanations
only as are necessary to render the answer intelligible. However, a certain latitude has
always been given, and this practice will continue.

INQUIRY INTO DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION, FORESTS
AND LANDS
The debate (interrupted earlier this day) on the motion of the Hon. B. A. Chamberlain
(Western Province):
...
That this House, recognising that the public criticism of the organisation and operation of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands is justified, calls upon the Premier to establish immediately an independent
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inquiry into the management and operation of the department with a view to identifying the causes oflow staff
morale, poor accounting practices. inefficient work practices. poor bush fire prevention management and general
ineffectiveness, and recommending appropriate remedies.

was resumed.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD (Higinbotham Province)-The motion indicates the
dissatisfaction of the public with the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I
do not intend to keep the House too long but I should like to make several points from the
view of a metropolitan member with a great deal of interest in general conservation areas.
I noted the remarks of Mr Arnold and Mr Mier about producing paperwork on timber
strategy, on fishing and on other issues. Many papers are coming out of the department
and I suggest that no action is being taken on them.
Perhaps Mr Arnold and the Minister would care to listen to Country Hour occasionally.
Last Friday week a person spoke on that program about the acute shortage of fisheries and
wildlife supervisors to check on the poaching of abalone near Mallacoota. That poaching,
as reported by the gentleman being interviewed, was such that the abalone cooperative
has had to operate its own vessel to check for poachers in the area. I did not catch the
gentlemen's name, but he says he has approached the Minister about it and has also
approached Mr Murphy but has received no action from either of them on the issue.
The danger is that if the poachers are not stopped, the areas will be fished out as the
poachers do not discriminate in the size of the abalone they take. The man being interviewed
said that legitimate fishermen pay high licensing fees that should cover this work and they
feel that they were not getting a fair deal. There is no question about that; but the
interviewee made the point that the approach to the Minister and Mr Murphy had resulted
in no action.
It is all very well for the department to issue papers on this and papers on that but where
is the real action for the purpose of conservation and the further development of those
engaged in that area?

Perhaps I should more specifically talk about the province with which I am associated.
Honourable members who were in the Chamber late last night will recall a further question
that I put to the Minister concerning the rental ofleaseholders of Crown lands that border
Port Phillip Bay. One of the difficulties encountered by members of the community who
enjoy Port Phillip Bay is the administrative mess between the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands and the Ministry for Planning and Environment. The issues have been
blurred by the department because of the mess between the two.
It is extremely difficult for users of the bay to know which department they should
contact for advice, direction or help. The Ministry for Planning and Environment, headed
by the Honourable Evan Walker, is supposedly responsible for the planning of that area.

The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Who? Don't you think you should get your Ministers right?
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD-The coastal branch of the Ministry is almost unidentifiable
in its support for the development and control of what has now become a debacle. Plans
have been produced in the area I represent for the Carrum Coastal Plan and the
Sandringham Coastal Plan, which directly affect the conservation issues and the use of
those foreshores.
When an attempt is made to find an officer responsible in the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands to discuss the conservation issues, that person cannot
be found. The department appears to be immersed in planning issues despite the fact that
it is responsible for conservation issues.
In one particular area the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is not
providing appropriate or competent advice. For instance, Mr Arnold talks about the
fishing industry and the marvellous things than can be done with mussel farms. For the
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information ofMr Arnold, I point out that there was an original trial in productive mussel
farming in Beaumaris Bay but the farm has been placed in an incorrectly delineated
position. I have stated this fact by letter to the Minister for Planning and Environment
and nothing has happened. I have discussed it with officers of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands and nothing has happened, yet those hectares are placed
in the wrong position.
The Port Phillip Conservation Council has endeavoured to bring that fact to the attention
of the Minister but the correspondence has been ignored and the legally delineated position
of that mussel farm is wrong--

Honourable members interjecting.
The PRESIDENT-Order! I ask honourable members to come to order. Hansard is
having extreme difficulty in recording Mr Connard's contribution.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD-I am trying to say that from a visual point of view with a
conservation eye it is offensive and has been well commented upon by both the
Sandringham City Council, and by the Port Phillip Conservation Council as being in an
offensive position.
If it were in its correct position half a kilometre further out in the bay, it would be
perfectly in order. I warned the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, that while
that was a trial mussel farm, it was accepted by the community but that part of Port Phillip
Bay has been recognised by the Heidelberg school of painting as an area of singular beauty
and it would appear to the local council, the Port Phillip Conservation Council and myself
to be an incorrect location for the development of mussel farms.

These are conservation issues and yet the Minister refuses to take them up because she
has agreed that they are to be immersed in the Ministry for Planning and Environment;
that is where she has failed in the conservation area.
The Hon. B. A. Murphy-You don't want jobs!
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD-It is not the jobs. If the Government is not willing to
consider the opinions of people who value conservation, it will be failing on these issues.
The second issue that I should like to raise is that the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands, seeing the foreshore around the bay as a revenue gatherin~ implement,
has no thought for conservation. During the debate on the motion for the adjournment of
the sitting last night, I mentioned the instance of the Beaumaris Yacht Club which, in the
latter part of last year, experienced a rent increase from $700 to $15 000. The request for
this massive amount of money just landed on its desk and similar increases apply to other
yacht clubs in the bay.
The Minister suddenly became frightened when this matter was raised and retracted
into the Ministry nightmare. In her reply last night-anyone can read it in Hansard-after
I had asked when the decision of the departmental committee looking at the issue of
rentals would be made-that should be fairly simple to establish-and we do not deny
that reasonable rents should be payable for use of the foreshore-but the lack of decision
making is shown when the Minister said: "I hope to have an improved mechanism, which
is not easy to arrive at, available within the next few months". She is sitting on the matter
and we have to wait months for these objectives to receive attention so that groups of
people know exactly what they will be paying in rent.
What the Minister has not said is this: the other appropriate sporting bodies around the
bay, like the lifesaving clubs, the tennis clubs and the other sporting organisations, which
are mainly youth inspired, are excellent training grounds for youth. I should welcome any
honourable member to visit the Black Rock Lifesaving Club. It has a youth group of more
than 200 people doing all sorts of things to develop and educate youth in sport. The club
has no resources other than the resources of the young people. The hidden agenda of the
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Government is to increase the rents of those youth clubs which will result, in many
instances, in clubs disbanding.
This is the area where there is the mess between the Department of Conservation,
Forests, and Lands and the Ministry for Planning and Environment. Ifa question is asked
of one Minister, he or she will turn round and say that that is not his or her responsibility
but it is the responsibility of the other Minister! However, where a dollar can be gained
from a piece ofland that could well wipe out youth groups using the land, the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands says that the land is the responsibility of her Ministryeven then, her departmental officers cannot make a decision.
The Minister has stated previously that she hopes to have an improved mechanism
which, she says, is not easy to arrive at, in the next few months. From that remark, it
appears to me that the mechanism is not even there. It appears that the Minister has not
tackled the problem. Perhaps in several months, something might occur.
Mr President, when you were Minister in that particular portfolio, I felt that we were
making some headway in the area of conservation. I felt that you were very kind to my
province by supporting the remarks that were made in this House concerning the Beaumaris
heath land. Under the Minister's new department, the council, the high school and myself
were concerned about the Beaumaris heath land. I shall not go into that issue now as it
was recorded in H ansard reports when the problem was being discussed.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-The council has written to me.
The Hon. G. P. CONNARD-The Minister has indicated that the council has written
to her but it has taken a lot of Mr Lawson's time, the Sandringham City Council's time
and the school's time in getting the Minister to consider and properly support a project
which is still not finalised. I admire the Minister as a person but the administration of her
department is abysmal and has no heart for the metropolitan areas.
Again I raise the issue of the Port Phillip Conservation Council. There is no
democratically elected organisation that is more competent to advise the Minister or her
department on issues of conservation surrounding the bay. That organisation has been in
existence for many years and was accepted by the previous Government and the previous
Minister as a valuable source of advice on conservation issues.
The secretary, Mr Goode, is well known in conservation circles. I have suggested on
that organisation's behalf time and again in this House that there should be some form of
exterior advice to the Minister to represent the issues of bay conservation. Those questions
have been duckshoved by this Minister; they were duckshoved by the former Minister for
Planning and Environment.
The issues of plannin$ and conservation surrounding the bay have been immersed in
bureaucracy. There is lIttle ability for input of people into decision making and this
Government is failing within the metropolitan area in the interests of the people who use
the foreshore of this bay. I endorse the sentiments expressed by my Leader, Mr
Chamberlain, in his speech to the House.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR (Nunawading Province)-I reject the motion totally. I
draw the House's attention to the first few words. The Leader of the Opposition had some
difficulty sustaining the accusation of "public criticism". There was no reasoned case to
support it. The evidence he produced did not appear to be eye-witness evidence; it was
perhaps a generation of public criticism from anecdotal tapes and press releases. I reco~ise
that the generation of criticism, under our Westminster system, would be more pohtical
than anything else. It is a legitimate political activity, especially with by-elections in the
offing, and so on. Anything that is not a figment of imagination is certainly legitimate at
this time. It must be recognised for the animal it is.
That sort of self-interest political generation probably needs a Churchillian type speech
to go with it, or at least a thinly drawn veil of half-truths of a Menzies. The House got
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neither today, and the ~enerated criticisms will not hold up because in the Minister's
portfolio by far the posItives outweigh the negatives. I shall take a few minutes of the
House's valuable time analysing some of those positives. Some have been mentioned. I
shall run down the list: timber, forests, the former Forests Commission-for the first time
there is a timber industry strategy. Mr Evans referred to jobs, jobs, jobs. I can add to that:
now it is jobs forever, jobs forever, jobs forever. That is as a result of the department's
work. There will be no unsustainable cutting. There will be value-added products. There
will not be the degradation of our forests by over cutting.
Our professional foresters have direction for their custodianship. I have never been one
to denigrate their marvellous professional ability and I am certain that under the strategy
and leadership provided by the Minister and officers of her department the forests section
of public lands will go ahead. In an aside, I remind Mr Evans that the 1926 and 1939
regrowth, which is prolific in the central highlands region of this State, is coming onstream
and there will be jobs, jobs, jobs, in that area.
There are many new initiatives across the spectrum of the Minister's portfolio, including
vermin and noxious weed control. I know goats are a difficulty to people-in all walks of
life one finds them here, there, and everywhere, even in east Gippsland. I trust they will
not become the problem Mr Evans thinks they may. I am sure the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands will be able to have most of the goats rounded up in the
near future. The new initiatives concerning vermin and noxious weeds include funding of
new electric fencing for farmers to protect their valuable stock.
Rabbits are supposed to be troublesome. For the first time in my 50 years they were of
some trouble to me. I called at the Hamilton office of the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands for some advice just after the Christmas vacation and asked how I
could control the rabbits'near the Wannon Falls, a beautiful spot.
I did not find that the couple of people with whom I spoke and shared a joke were
demoralised by the fact that my chimney might fall down if I did not exterminate a burrow
full of rabbits. As a customer of the department, I walked away satisfied. These officers did
not know that I was a member of this House or that I had anything to do with the most
efficient Minister in the Cain Government. They were certainly not demoralised. However,
I know that the rabbits are demoralised now because the officers of the Minister's
department gave me the good bait.
Mr Arnold directed attention to the fishing industry. The Minister has made initiatives
in that area that will be for the long-term benefit of VIctoria.
I speak now of custodial land. That is now within the province of the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands. The Land Protection Council has been established to
handle land degradation and soil erosion. The Minister has established seventeen regional
Land Protection Advisory Committees. The Minister has also announced and developed
a land care program. There have been something like 8, 10 or 15 press releases about that
program. I do not know whether praise has been generated because of those press releases
or whether there should be criticism because of those press releases. Probably it merely
means that it is a good and successful program in which land management will be
encouraged by cooperative efforts. Cooperative effort is one of the hallmarks of this
Government and farmers and community groups will be assisted by technical and financial
advice from the department.
Land care is important. Honourable members know the problems associated with
erosion, salinity and degradation do not stop at the farmgate or the community fence.
These problems spread over large areas and the wider community must be involved in
their control.
One honourable member has stated that soil erosion has received no attention from the
department. In fact, some hundreds of structures have been put in place. These include 53
kilometres of contour banks, 200 kilometres of fencing protection, 1·4 million trees-they
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would not take long to plant, would they-a couple of hundred dams, 90 to 100 gravel pits
reclaimed and so on. I could go on but I shall not bore the House with that grab bag list of
soil conservation efforts. Instead, I shall speak about salinity.
As the House knows, even though the salinity problems of irrigation areas receive the
most publicity, a worse ecological danger to our State is dry land salinity. That is more
difficult to control because of rainfall accession to groundwater. The excess of ground water
causes the problem because of the salt already in the soil.

The Hon. G. R. Crawford-One could chop out all the trees in the way of the water.
The Hon. L. A. McARTHUR-That is historically correct. However, the process has
now been reversed and the practice is to grow deeper-rooted plants. Cooperation is needed.
The previous approach to the salinity problem has always been a patching up solution
rather than attacking the cause of the problem.
In the past, a grab bag of departments existed, all of which gave conflicting advice on
how to treat salinity problems. Each opinion differed and there was no correlation of
advice. That led to an uncoordinated approach and a duplication of work, effort and cost.
The structure of the Minister's department eliminates some of those problems and the
cooperation between the Minister's portfolio and other portfolios has assisted in a multidisciplined approach. Twelve demonstration areas on dry land recharge controls have
been established in the State.
The department has started to map the salinity provinces. I am sure honourable members
are aware of the work ofMr lackson with watershed catchments. The catchment approach
to control is much more effective than the farm by farm approach. Researching and
defining problems is moving ahead and the control of dry land salinity must mean changes
in farming and agricultural techniques. That also means a change in the amount of income
that a farmer or landowner can receive.
The development of agroforestry undertaken by the department is extremely important
for large areas of northern Victoria and the Dundas tableland in western Victoria. The
development of agroforestry will provide for deep-rooted plants and change farming
techniques in such a way that income will be retained.
It is all very well to make prescriptions for other people to go without income. However,
techniques need to be refined so that the income of the farmer can be retained, or regained
after a short period, and resolution of the recharge problem of salinity can be made. That
development is proceeding in consultation with the community through the Minister's
department.
I recently visited the Goulburn-Broken River pilot scheme at Dookie. I could speak at
length about that project but I shall merely indicate that the scheme is to test the idea of
multi-discipline field teams, establish new groups of landholders to prepare and implement
local management plans and to integrate the work with expertise in both the private and
public sectors.
That type of philosophy that is emanating from the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands is a plus. As I indicated before, in all enterprises there are some
negatives, but in this Ministry there are an enormous number of positives.
The organisation of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands allows for a
diversity of ideas; it has introduced a multi-disciplinary approach which has benefits for
all Victorians. The Minister has had many successes and I reject the criticism of her as
both shallow, political, spurious and not sustained.

The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-I thought the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands would have responded earlier to some of the questions that have been
raised. I support the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition in this Chamber and
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I particularly wish to address some of the issues that he has incorporated into the motion:
the causes oflow staff morale, the poor accounting practices, the poor bushfire prevention
management, the general financial ineffectiveness and the recommendation of the
appropriate remedies.
Some of the issues that have been raised yet again by Mr Chamberlain remind me of an
urgency motion that I moved in the House on 17 September 1985 against the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands and I wish to go through the facts of that motion. The
motion called on the Minister to make an immediate, full and frank statement to the
House, explaining all the facts and circumstances relevant to the Minister's failure and the
failure of the Minister's department to pay all the motor registration fees and third-party
insurance premiums in respect ·of the department's motor vehicles and its other debts.
This motion covers five issues and the fifth issue concerns the Minister's intentions for
the future. It has been necessary to move this motion today because of the failure of the
Minister to bring her department under control.
I wish to address six areas: firstly, that the administrative structure of the Department
of Conservation, Forests and Lands is not working; secondly, that positions within the
department are not being filled; thirdly, that accounts are still not being paid on time-in
fact, some of the accounts, as my colleagues mentioned, particularly Mr Long, are on a
COD basis; fourthly, that revenue has not been collected on time; fifthly, that services are
not being provided to the community and, sixthly, that staff morale within the department
is at a low level.
One could be excused for thinking that a reconstruction of the department emerged
over a short period, but I refer honourable members to the so-called consultation process
which the Minister claimed went back to 1983. I understand the first discussions took
place from 1983 onwards . .It was a long process; in fact, over two years of consultation and
consideration ofa structure that might be implemented to take over the role of the former
Forests Commission, the former Soil Conservation Authority and the conservation and
lands areas.
One would have thought that the Government would have got it right after spending
two and a half years on that project. The Minister must seriously ask herself now whether
she has got the administrative structure right. The Minister needs to know whether the
department is correctly structured and whether she has people throughout the department
who can provide the services to the community for which the community is crying out.
Does the department have too many chiefs and not enough people working at the
workface? That is the seriousness of the motion which has been brought before the House
by Mr Chamberlain.
Mr Landeryou challenged me on a previous occasion to provide information about the
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. It took me some time to obtain this
information.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-You did get it.
The Hon. N. B. REID-Yes, I did get it, after many obstuctions were placed in my way
artd after wading through various information and havin~ to obtain a freedom of
information order. I have in the Chamber a computer pnntout of all the accounts
outstanding in the department at the end of September 1985. Mr Landeryou challenged
me and I cannot resist a challenge. The computer printout contains 150 000 accounts that
were overdue. Hundreds of payments were six to eight weeks late. The printout has
approximately 30 entries on every page and there are pages and pages of printouts.
If I moved that the computer printout be incorporated in Hansard, the next edition of
Hansard would be so large that a delivery truck would be required to deliver that edition
to honourable members. This is just a sample of what was happening in the department
in those days. Hundreds of accounts from six to eight weeks were overdue; accounts eight
to twelve weeks were overdue; accounts twelve to sixteen weeks were overdue; accounts
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sixteen to twenty weeks were overdue; accounts 20 to 30 weeks were overdue; accounts 30
weeks and then 40 weeks and over. That is almost a year! If Mr Landeryou would like to
see them, here they are.
Honourable members need to know whether the department has improved. I should
have thought that the Minister would have responded to the issues that have been raised
by a number of my colleagues. Some four rears have passed since the initiatives and
discussions took place about amalgamation 0 the department. I do not blame the Minister
for all of the problems in the department. The Minister was gracious enough to say during
the debate on the previous motion on 17 September that there was no excuse-I remember
the words clearly-for the mismana~ement of the department, for not sending cheques
out and no excuse for accounts not beIng sent out and for the department virtually grinding
to a halt. The Minister said:
I will try and do better.

Members of the community have to ask themselves whether the department and the
Minister are doing better?
Judging from the response of my colleagues--

The Hon. J. E. Kirner-It has been a demonstrably wonderful response!
The Hon. N. B. REID-I am interested in hearing the Minister's reply. There have been
changes within the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I recall saying to the
Minister some time ago that Professor Eddison was not the man to be Director-General
of Conservation, Forests and Lands. Professor Eddison used to run around the office with
a cup and saucer in his hand to check out what was happening. That was Professor
Eddison's idea of running the department. That is not the way a department should be
administered.
I told the Minister that something should happen because she would end up carrying
the can~ I asked the Minister whether she had considered the liftwell approach of the
Minister for Health, but she said, "Well, you must remember that my office is only eight
storeys high". The Minister acknowledges that. She also said, "He might recover".

The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-Mr President,
I wish to make a personal explanation. I do not mind Mr Reid taking a slight licence but
he should not be allowed to have full poetic licence about my responses. I did not say that
Professor Eddison might recover.
The Hon. N. B. REID (Bendigo Province)-The Minister may wish to make a further
explanation. It is obvious that she acknowledges the message I gave her in 1985 was
correct. Changes have occurred in the department. The former director-general, Professor
Eddison, has gone back to whence he came. A departmental director of finance moved
into and out of the position. I hope the Minister now has someone in that position who
can sort out the mess and ensure that people do receive payment for services they render
to the department.
The Hon. W. A. Landeryou-This is not really an attack on the Government but an
attack on the bureaucracy!
The Hon. N. B. REID-I point out to Mr Landeryou that the Minister has acknowledged
the fact that I had that conversation with her in 1985. If that is not good enough for Mr
Landeryou, he had best leave the House. I wish to refer to some local changes that have
occurred in the Bendi~o Province. The Minister brought one of her key personnel, Mr
Max Kitchell, to Bendlgo and I have seen him in action. He is doing an excellent job and
is trying to rectify the situation. If the Minister has capable people such as Mr Kitchell
throughout the department, I am certain that eventually administration will improve.
The remaining question concerns whether the restructure of the department involves
the setting of the correct goals and objectives and whether officers at the workface can offer
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the appropriate services to the farming community. That is particularly important and
should be addressed by the Minister.
The House has already heard from my colleagues about rabbits, noxious weeds, wild
dogs and feral goats, all of which are problems the rural community is concerned about
and which must be addressed at the workface. It appears obvious that the department is
unable to offer those services or to provide that facility to the rural community.
I should have thought that that would be one of the highest priorities of the Minister,
bearing in mind that the department has been completely overviewed. If that matter was
not considered after the events of 1985, there is something drastically wrong with the
system. There were enough issue·s exposed in that exercise to direct the Minister's attention
to them. I hoped the subsequent debates that have occurred in this place would have
directed her attention to those issues.
However, it appears that the department does not have goals and objectives so that
officers can perform the roles that are so desperately needed in rural communities. I have
worked closely with many good departmental officers over a long time and I appreciate
what they are attempting to do. The Minister is not providing the support that these
officers need to undertake their work. There appears to be a problem in the middle
management level. There are either too many people there or insufficient officers at the
next level down. It is important that officers at different levels be able to identify the
problems that must be addressed.
I have received a summary of the categories and numbers of employees in the various
regions and divisions as at 30 June 1986. Some 24 people or 11·4 per cent of the number
of personnel in the Bendigo region were lost between 1984-85 and 1985-86. The numbers
dropped from 216 to 190-a reduction of 26 people, or 12 per cent-in the Alexandra
area. I was delighted to discover that the Orbost region, which includes many of Victoria's
magnificent parks, had an increase of 29 people. Portland had a severe reduction of 27
people or 16·2 per cent.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Mildura?
The Hon. N. B. REID-If the Minister requires further information, I am happy to
provide it. Mildura lost 3 people over that period, which was a reduction of 1·8 per cent.
It is important to recognise this fact because they are key areas of the State. One should
bear in mind that the Whipstick State Park near Bendigo has now been proclaimed and is
operative. I should have thought that the loss of 24 people in the Bendigo region would
have been significant. It is obvious that many of these people would have been in key
areas.
The future of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is at the crossroads.
The Minister must address the many administrative problems in her department. She
must go back to the drawing board and ascertain whether the structure of the department
will work and whether the goals and objectives have been properly set. The Minister must
ask whether her department will achieve what was proposed by the amalgamation of
former divisions and authorities.
The Minister may say in response that the Liberal Party supported that restructure.
That is true, but it did so because it does not believe this House should interfere with the
Government's programs.
Honourable members interjecting.
The Hon. N. B. REID- The Government stated in its so-called mandate or policy
platform that it would amalgamate various divisions within the department and the
Liberal Party accepted that fact. The Government claimed that that was part of its mandate
and the Liberal Party did not oppose it, but there is a difference between support and
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opposition. It is up to the Government to set out the correct structure and to establish
goals and objectives for its departments.
I listened with great interest to the Governor's Speech when he opened Parliament
yesterday, particularly his remarks about the conservation strategy for Victoria. At page 9
of the Speech, the following paragraph appears:
The Conservation Strategy represents the first effort in Victoria's history to develop a philosophy and a
program to protect and enhance our natural and cultural heritage. It recognizes the interdependence of development
and conservation.

I could not agree more, but the proof of the pudding, in this instance, will be in the
implementation of the strategy, as has been the case with the so-called implementation of
the restructure of the conservation, forests and lands departments.
It is all very well for the Minister to talk about what the Government will do. The
department is talking about spending $90 million on fighting salinity. I applaud that
proposal, but I should like to see money being spent where it counts most, that is, on
locally based or community based projects.
It is a real tragedy that the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands has ignored
organisations such as the Australian conservation trust volunteers.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-We have funded them for years.
The Hon. N. B. REID-However, the Government has now removed that funding.
The Hon. J. E. Kirner-Funding was provided on the condition that the trust would
eventually find its own base.
The Hon. N. B. REID-The Government has cut funding which was used to harness
people who were out of work. Those people are volunteers. They carry out all the work in
a voluntary capacity. They have done some excellent work, which the Minister has seen,
such as "Project Branch-out". Such work is beneficial and the volunteers are doing work
on other projects also. However, the Government has now withdrawn the funding. That
is simply not good enough if the major problems in Victoria are to be combated.
There is a need to harness that resource and put it to valuable use, such as occurred
previously. Mr Wright examined some of the projects, and I was sure that there would be
agreement across all party lines about the standard of work-but the Government has
decided to withdraw the funding.
That is tragic for the whole of northern Victoria and it will certainly not assist in the
fight against salinity. The latest reports and figures that I have about the administration
problems of the department are still not good. The most recent report of the AuditorGeneral states that outstanding creditors as at 30 June 1986-that is, almost eighteen
months after I raised the topic of unpaid accounts by the department in this Housetotalled $6·5 million.
The Opposition wants to know whether the Minister has rectified the situation and
whether she should be given another opportunity to make the sorts of comments that she
made after I moved the motion in 1985, when she informed the House of her intentions
for the future. How many opportunities should one give the Minister? She has had all that
time to get the situation right.
The House is entitled to know whether the department has been put in order. Judging
by the response that has been received from the community throughout Victoria it is quite
clear that the department is still not operating at its best or at its maximum capacity. The
Minister has a case to answer.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I thank
honourable members for their contributions to the debate. I begin by saying that I am
proud of my department and of its achievements. I am also delighted to be associated with
Session 1987-5
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the Government, which will be the first Government in Victoria and, indeed, the first
Government in Australia to produce a conservation strategy based on the twin principles
of sustainable development and protection of the environment. Unlike its predecessors,
this Government faced up to the challenge of rationalising the fragmented management
of Victoria's natural resources and environmental protection.
That is not to say that there were not some agencies-prior to integration of the
agencies-that were operating very well-the Soil Conservation Authority and the National
Parks Service, to quote two examples. However, as Mr McArthur has correctly pointed
out, it was not an integrated approach, from the policy level, from the planning level or at
the delivery level.
The department and the Government have adopted a strategic approach to conservation,
environmental planning and management. Throughout the Government, we have built a
strong new administrative structure to plan policies and to deliver programs.
The Ministry for Planning and Environment is now clearly responsible for environmental
policy and regulation. The Department of Water Resources has a new major emphasis on
environmental management of Victoria's streams and lakes. An inte~ted Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands recognises, at the point of addreSSIng policy and on the
ground, the interdependence of development and conservation.
We have to work through the difficult issues with the community and then implement.
We have also recognised regional diversity and uniqueness. If there is any key success in
the Government's attitude on environmental management, it has been our ability to
involve the Statewide community-through organisations and the local community-in
policy planning and delivery.
We have also faced up to the need to deliver better operational efficiency and to ensure
that resource allocation across the State in the areas of conservation, forests and lands is
equitable and ensures that projects can be delivered.
We do have a performance-oriented agenda. It would have been nice if this afternoon's
debate had really focused around our corporate statement and an assessment of how much
of that corporate statement-which I am pleased to make available in the Parliamentary
Library-has, in fact, been implemented.
If the Opposition had done its homework, it would have found that a considerable
amount of that corporate strategy, which covers many of the issues that have been discussed
today, has been instituted. There is no doubt, Mr President-as you would certainly
know-that the implementation of the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands
was a significant administrative challenge. In fact, those who know about public
administration, such as John Mant, say that it is the most significant administrative
restructure in any Australian Government department.
As in any merger, whether it be private or public, there are persons with their longstanding
ways of operating and their own particular cultures, and the cultures of the former Forests
Commission, the former Soil Conservation Authority and fisheries and wildlife officers
are and were very strong. They needed to be supported through a long process of agreeing
to new objectives, of taking them as their own and of feeling part of a new administrative
system.
It is extremely interesting that in the 1600 placements that were made in the first level
of appointments to our department--

The Hon. N. B. Reid-What do you call the first level?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-The first level of appointments made in the officer and
middle-management area.
The Hon. N. B. Reid-I should have thought that the first level of appointments would
take place at the workface.
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The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-We are talking about the first group of level appointments
that were made at the time; we shall talk about the technical appointments later.
In the appointment of those 1600 persons there were fewer than ten appeals. In other
words, 95 per cent of people obtained the placement they wanted. That is a most significant
record. It makes a nonsense of some of the things that were said today about foresters
operating in areas they do not want. Those people got the jobs they wanted. That appears
to be a remarkable achievement for a public sector placement system and it was a great
triumph for morale.
At the same time there was no doubt that the first attempt to create an effective structure
would not necessarily be absolutely correct. I have said before in the House and I shall say
again: I believe the definition of '"functions" in our department, when it was first created,
was correct, with a slight need for modification, which we have now done by merging the
wildlife division with national parks and leaving the fisheries division to concentrate on
the fisheries area.
However, the organisation was set up without an effective corporate services engine.
We now have that effective corporate services engine and the reason that I am confident
of that is that we called in the Public Service Board some few months ago to look at how
we needed to streamline our department. I have implemented 95 per cent of the board's
recommendations, including a standard corporate services section.
I was a little disappointed that Mr Reid repeated his 1985 financial accounts show and
did not have a 1987 show, but of course he could not have, because the material was not
there. However, financial management has been a real struggle because of the lack of a
corporate services engine.
After considering the position that our financial management was in, I appointed a task
force headed by Bill Cushing, who is the Deputy Director-General of the Department of
Industry, Technology and Resources, to look at the area of financial management.
I should like to run through Mr Cushing's view of the significant improvements we have
achieved in financial management. It is interestin$ that Mr Reid is so anxious to learn
about them that he is now much more interested In listening to Mr Hunt. The areas of
improvement in financial management as described by Mr Cushing are as follows: the
department will have fully implemented a modem, on-line general ledger and accounts
payable system by the end of the 1986-87 financial year. During 1987 to 1988 further
auxillary ledger systems will be added to improve management of plant and vehicles, and
major improvements will be made to the revenue system as part of a three-year financial
management plan.
As the new general ledger system comes on line, significant improvements are being
made in the timeliness of financial information provided to head office and regional
managers.
This department has actually delegated powers to regional management rather than
merely saying they should have some authority. It was a difficult task not only to integrate
financial management across agencies at the top and their separate accounting systems but
also to integrate between the centre and the region.
We are determined we will have a central and local control system, which will set a
pattern for other departments that go into regionalisation.
A new type of accounts system is being developed for implementation in early 1987-88,
which will reflect more fully the integration of the department's projects and activities and
ensure that there is direct accountability.
As well as that, we are introducing important information systems, which will enable us
to improve our data base on staffing figures, land holdings, revenue collections, licences
and other areas of information need.
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The accounts payable area-which is such a favourite subject of Mr Reid, and, indeed,
in looking back over his role previously as shadow Minister, I note that he made absolutely
no contribution on any policy issue on conservation and almost all his press releases were
on accounts for payment-has been thoroughly addressed. In the view of Mr Cushing, the
problems of 1985-86 are now history and we are regarded as achieving a satisfactory
record with 93 per cent of accounts paid within 60 days.
To refer to the specific charge made by Mr Long, that the business people in Orbost will
not give credit, that is just plain nonsense. My acting regional manager will be most
pleased to go through that issue with Mr Long and the local businessmen who he names
but refuses to identify.
On the issue of staffing levels, it is a great pity that the Opposition has not put any of
this debate in a proper context. I want to put the issue in the context of the general
financial restraints of Government generally, and in particular, my department.
It is absolutely true that the department has had a reduction of 20 per cent in staff since
amalgamation of the departments.

The Hon. N. B. Reid-Is that with the transfers to the Department of Property and
Services or without them?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-No, they are already in there; 300 of the 1000 whom we are
talking about have actually gone through to other departments, so we actually lost 700
staff This reduction is being done by increasing productivity, by not filling positions and
by clarifying priorities.
To demonstrate my point, I want to take a couple of issues. We have heard a great deal
about the fisheries and wildlife staff. A number of statements have been made recently,
including one in the Age on Friday, claiming that the level of fisheries and wildlife
enforcement officers has been reduced as a result of the establishment of our department.
In fact the number of fisheries and wildlife officers at June 1983 was 47, and 41 of these
officers are still employed in the department.
It is recognised that they are not all employed in carrying out patrol work, which is an
important but not the only definition of a fisheries and wildlife officer. However, they are
involved, in various ways, in management of the State's wildlife resource. In addition, a
further fifteen officers have been appointed, who are not mentioned in Mr Chamberlain's
figures obtained from the media.

There is a little concern that those officers, when they are first appointed, do not have
the same experience as the officers who are already there. That appears to be obvious, and,
therefore, we are instituting a training program to have them become effective members
of the fisheries and wildlife staff. However, there are now more staff involved in wildlife
planning and protection than there were before the department was established.
It is also a fact that, on particular issues like the opening of the duck hunting season, it
will not only be possible to use those officers whom I have just described but also it will be
possible to use other officers authorised to participate in wildlife management.

This is one of the real benefits of the department. When there is a major task to perform,
which is a land management or a resource management task, we can call on people across
the department with a wide variety of skills and expertise to achieve it. The most striking
example of that was when there were bushfires in the north-east of the State last year.
There were 121 lightning strikes on one day and those fires were extinguished within one
week because we were able to call upon 1500 officers, although we obviously did not have
to use all of them to assist with putting out those fires. We also need the new equipment
that Mr Evans so kindly referred to in his "knapsacks are best" speech.
The Hon. N. B. Reid-You also have a well-trained forests officer in charge there, too.
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The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-That is correct. It is also important to emphasise that there
are new priorities for fisheries and wildlife that may not necessarily be agreed to by those
whose preferences may be to concentrate single issue areas, such as hunting.
In my view, the department's task is to manage properly the State's flora and fauna
resources, and in this case honourable members are talking about the fauna resource. It is
being done much more effectively than it has ever been done before. If one considers
surveys of flora and fauna in pre-Iogging days one realises that is so. I assure honourable
members that it is intended to provide a flora and fauna guarantee in the spring sessional
period and that resources will be made available to ensure that the flora and fauna
guarantee is effective.
The next area I shall touch upon is fire protection. I take seriously any criticism of the
fire protection performance of my department because I regard it as one of the department's
essential statutory responsibilities. It is absolute irresponsible for any officer, whether or
not that person is a member of the Victorian Public Service Association or a member of
the department to use the emotive line that there is a potential "holocaust" or catastrophe
out there because of lack of departmental action. That is cheap political point scoring on
what is a most effective organisation.
The Hon. B. A. Chamberlain-The Country Fire Authority has made that claim.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I shall come to that in a moment. If one wants to compare
what the CF A claims with what the chief fire protection officer of my department says,
perhaps one can arrange a discussion between the two groups and the Opposition and
come to a consensus. On the fire protection issue I will now make comparisons and use
figures, rather than comments from the media such as those Mr Chamberlain used. I shall
compare the figures for 1983-84 and 1985-86 on the area and length of firebreaks
maintained. In 1983-84 the department maintained 2759 firebreaks and in 1985-86 it
maintained 4009. The total length in use was 3560 kilometres in 1983-84 compared with
4138 kilometres in 1985-86. The total number of he lipads in use in 1983-84 was 270 and
in 1985-86 it was 308. The total number of airstrips in use was 22 in 1983-84 and is now
26. The total number of weirs and tanks able to be used in 1983-84 was 123, and in
1985-86 it was 127. The total number of fire towers and lookouts in use in 1983-84 was
85 and in 1985-86 it was 86. Those figures indicate improved performance.
One of the key parts of tonight's debate which suggested that the Opposition is phony
about its motion and does not do its homework was the statement by Mr de Fegely that
the department's funds in resource protection had declined by 17 per cent. Mr Reid may
have trouble with me running the department, but I am glad Mr de Fegely is not running
it because he cannot read the Budget Papers. He does not take the time as most members
of the Opposition do, except a couple like Mr Evans, to discuss concerns with the
department.
He does not do so because he wants to hear and repeat bad rumours even if demonstrably
incorrect. In this case, Mr de Fegely said that resource protection had been reduced by 17
per cent. That is what it looks like from the figures if one compares last year's expenditure
with this year's appropriation, but he does not understand; although I hope he will
understand in a moment, that the actual expenditure figures include a total amount for
fire expenditure, which is $4 million, which is the allocation, plus $6 million that the
Treasurer provides at the end of the fire period when the money has actually been spent,
compared with the allocation for the next year, which includes only the formula $4 million
and not the Treasurer's advance. It is not a 17 per cent reduction. If Mr de Fegely wants
to check the figures more carefully, I shall be happy to assist him.
The matter of training was also raised. I am proud of the training record in my
department. The department will offer training to all the people who are involved in fire
fighting. It conducted 80 short training courses during 1985-86 and a further 80 courses
are being held in 1986-87. It has also developed a training package with the CFA which
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has been provided to all regions and is focused on assisting liaison officers to understand
their roles.
Another issue was CFA criticism. It is true that there was, in my view, a beat-up in the
"Easterly" supplement in the Sun about a potential danger in the Dandenongs region. In
a letter from the then Acting Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands, the Minister
for Education, while I was on holidays the matter was resolved. The letter was addressed
.to Wayne Blair, Secretary of the Olinda Rural Fire Brigade. It stated:
You are no doubt aware that since you wrote your letter my Fire Protection Officer, Barry Johnston visited
Olinda and discussed matters of concern to your Brigade with Brigade Captain John Faull and Deputy Group
Officer Eddie Mason. I understand both officers expressed satisfaction with our Fire Protection Plan and the
work which is being done on public land to implement the Plan.

Fire protection is not just a matter about one track or the other about which there may be
some disagreement. The letter is an acknowledgement that CFL has effective fire protection
plans for the Dandenongs, and I suggest across the whole of Victoria.
I shall make one other comment on fire access tracks. It is correct to say that in three
regions the department needs to lift its performance. In the Alexandra region it is currently
doing so with 20 kilometres of track and in the Bairnsdale region further improvements
are needed. In the Mildura region the department is about to finish the task of providing
fire access tracks. Those issues are being addressed. I suggest these problems are not
sufficient to create the kinds of concerns about a holocaust that have been so loosely
expressed by the Leader of the Opposition.
The next issue I was asked to address concerns soil conservation officers. Last year I
told the House that an additional twelve officers with soil conservation skills would be
appointed. Seven of those officers have been appointed and interviews are being held for
the remaining five positions. Despite this action the Opposition continues to carry on
about the lack of soil conservation services in the department. I shall not spend time
arguing about that, I shall simply quote the comments of Mr Tony Plowman-who is the
Governor in Council representative of the landholders on the Land Protection Council
and whose lack of political bias would be appreciated-about the soil conservation record
of the department. In the February edition of Scan, the Soil Conservation Association of
Victoria journal, Tony Plowman states:
Without wishing to single out any particular efforts, I would like to commend the Wimmera Conservation
Farming Association on their formation and on their activities in promoting soil conservation practices.

Tony Plowman does not say it, but I am sure that he is of the view that it is largely due to
the efforts of one of the senior conservation officers, Peter Berg.
The Hon. B. P. Dunn-He is a top operator.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-He is, as are many people within the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands. Tony Plowman also stated:
Elsewhere in the State the soil conservation ethic of conserving soil while maintaining or increasing productivity
is being achieved more and more and this is a credit to all the "Unsung Heroes" who promote soil conservation
through their professions, or by example on their farms.

What a strange contrast to shadow Minister Plowman, who has not made one positive
contribution to conservation in the eighteen months that he has been a shadow Minister.
The Hon. F. J. Granter-That is unfair.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-It is a comparison.
The Hon. F. J. Granter-It is unfair to say that Mr Plowman in another place has not
made one comment on conservation.
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The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I did not say he had not made one comment, but that he had
not made one positive comment. I should hate Mr Granter to think I am being unfair,
because I respect his judgment in this House.
The other issue that was raised in, I thought, rather an unfortunate way by Mr
Chamberlain in terms of the Auditor-General's report-most of those issues I have
addressed in my earlier comments were with respect to Mr Cushing-was the issue of
consultancy. There was a slight innuendo at the end that one of those consultancies might
have gone to Mr Eddie Beacham. Again it is a shame that the Opposition does not do its
homework because, in fact, the information was asked for in a question on notice on 26
October 1986 by Mr Birrell.
The only reason I can think of why Mr Birrell may not have received a response is that
the proroguing of Parliament might have meant that the reply I sent was not printed. I
have not checked that.
Just in case the Leader of the Opposition needs more assurance on that point, there
were two consultancies. One was with respect to the FM80 system for the department
which went to Price Waterhouse and that received Governor in Council approval on 18
March 1986. It was hardly illegal because it had Governor in Council approval.
The second consultancy went to Ian Brand and Associates and that firm was undertaking
consultancy with respect to financial management in the department. Governor in Council
approval was received on 25 June 1986.
Perhaps the most disappointing contribution to the debate was that ofMrs Varty whose
contributions on conservation are normally spot-on. However, she seemed to want to
weave some kind of strange suggestion about the Dandenongs into this debate. She seemed
to be suggesting that either we were neglecting the Dandenongs in terms of tourism or that
we were neglecting them in terms of conservation. I could not work out which one she was
referring to.
Unfortunately I do not really have to because that is not how the department is operating
in the Dandenongs area. We are in fact developing a Dandenong Ranges management
plan, which is long overdue because it is one of the most significant parts of Melbourne
and, during that process, which is strongly supported by the Save The Dandenon~s League,
which is a constituent group ofMrs Varty, we will be resolving the issues oftounsm, overuse and protection of both flora and fauna and also addressing the main issue of how,
since both Governments have invested a lot of money in buying back land in the
Dandenongs-whether it is in the Sherbrooke Forest, the Doongalla Reserve, the Ferntree
Gully National Park or the linking corridors-we can manage public land as a whole and
how to manage the inter-relationship with private land. We have an outstanding record in
our department started by you, Mr President, and continued by me as Minister in public
consultation in the planning process. That is why I believe the department is able to
resolve so many of these complex issues.
i,

I now refer to Mr Lawson's rather farcical contribution with respect to national parks. I
think it was meant to be farcical.
An honourable member interjected.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-It started offbeing whimsical and was rather delightful, but
it finished up being farcical as I saw the Leader of the Opposition wince when Mr Lawson
said he did not want any more inquiries, when that was the subject of his Leader's motion.
I realise that Mr Lawson has considerable wit and indeed far more wit than the rest of
the Opposition members because he knows another inquiry would be quite unnecessary
and counterproductive. I should really like to let him off further comment for that
contribution, but I cannot do so because he did make one outrageous statement. He
claimed that there had been a massive reduction in national parks expenditure. There has
not been a massive reduction or even a reduction in national parks expenditure. Again, if
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the Opposition had done its homework it would realise that between the previous Budget
and this one there was a 10 per cent increase.
So why all this nonsense about the Opposition not wanting any more national parks
because we cannot get the extra resources to manage them? The alpme land area for which
we are developing a management plan has received an extra $200000 Budget allocation
for that purpose. When we implement the Errinundra park and the Rodger River national
park we will get the extra money to do so. When the National Party supports us with
respect to the Barmah State Park Bill we will get the money to implement that. If silence
from the Opposition means agreement-I am delighted to continue!
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-Does that mean that all Mr Kennan's "non-answers" should be
treated as agreement?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I shall stick to responsibility for what I am saying. I shall
leave Mr Hunt to tackle the other Minister later, which I am sure he will do with great
alacrity.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-We are hearing you in silence; that is alJ right by us, too.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I am not complaining. The national parks issue is probably
best left to be judged by the community. Like Mr Pullen, I do not want to bore members
stupid with the hundreds of letters that the department receives saying what a terrific
national park system we have. I am perfectly happy to admit that that was started by the
previous Liberal Government and encouraged under the policies of Dick Hamer and Bill
Borthwick.
I wish to goodness the Opposition-and I know some of its members do, too-would
go back to that bipartisan national parks policy. I shall quote a letter from two citizens of
New South Wales. The only problem was that they wrote to "Dear Sir" and that is a
problem that the Minister for Community Services and I must cope with. The letter states:
We recently spent two weeks in the south-west of Victoria. We travelled from Albury, through Bendigo,
Ballarat to Portland, visited Cape Nelson, then back along the Great Ocean Road then into Melbourne via
Queensc1iff.
Though the weather was not very good we had a lovely time due largely to the work of your department.
Everywhere we went points of interest, walks, lookouts were clearly sign posted and accessible. We would like to
congratulate you on the excellent job that your department has done, continues to do and are looking forward to
another holiday in your State to enjoy the sights and walks you are obviously proud of.
Your Sincerely.
Mr and Mrs B. H. Ward

Having said that, it i~ only correct to acknowledge that the department is stretched tight
for resources. If we had more resources, particularly in some areas, we could do an even
better job.
The Hon. R. J. Long-In national parks?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-We are not only addressing national parks, Mr Long. CFL's
funding needs to be put against the needs of Community Services Victoria for more
funding in areas such as child abuse, the need to develop public transport and the need for
more community health centres. I suppose one of the things I find most irritating about
the demands from the Opposition for more resources is that at the same time many of the
people who make these demands are busily saying that there should be more restraint in
the public sector.
We indeed have exercised restraint in our department. We have tried to go for priorities
but, in doing so, we are stretched tight for resources in the areas of enforcement, in the
areas of providing sufficient people on the ground for forest operations and in areas of
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track access. As part of our search for greater productivity we have relocated jobs from the
centre out to the regions.
In summing up I would describe the debate as a phoney political ploy. Phoney because
criticisms have been directed at my department without any statement of Opposition
policy.
The Hon. R. S. de Fegely-You don't expect to get them yet, do you?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I do not expect to get them ever and that is why the Liberal
Party will stay out of government. I should have thought any Opposition that wanted to
mount the type of attack it tried to launch today-it failed miserably-would have at least
had a clear statement on policy.
What policy direction have we got from the Opposition today and in the past? None.
However, in the past we have had Mr Plowman, the honourable member for Evelyn in
another place, saying that he opposes the marine park while at the same time he has been
calling for logging in the Grampians National Park. If members of the Liberal Party want
to make sure they never get into government they should just keep arguing for resource
use in national parks. As a Government, we explicitly and strongly reject resource use in
national parks-including mining and logging.
The Hon. R. J. Long interjected.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-Mr Long has no sense of policy. He has gained nothing from
the debate because he has been so busy reading a magazine with pretty pictures in it.
The Hon. R. J.
pictures.

Long~lt

happens to be an IPA publication which does not have pretty

The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-It looks as though it does. The other area of Opposition
policy given to the House today-mainly through interjection-was that it is appropriate
to woodchip all residual wood and to export that as woodchips. Other than the need for
the suppression of ragwort, that was the sum total of Opposition policy that the community
can squeeze from the debate.
The other disappointment of the debate was that in most contributions other than those
from the Government side of the House, which contributions had both a sense of proportion
and a sense of reality based on experience of what is really happening in the department,
most of their so-called evidence was from either newspaper reports or undocumented
hearsay.
The Hon. A. J. Hunt-Such as the Auditor-General's report?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I have answered the questions about the Auditor-General's
report. I suppose if Mr Hunt were shadow Minister of this portf6lio, or Leader of the
Opposition, that would not have happened: I was amazed that even though the AuditorGeneral's report came out before the end of the spring sessional period, members of the
Opposition were so lazy that they did not find time to raise questions on it. It took them
three months to raise questions about the report and by that time the issues had been
addressed.
The Hon. R. M. Hallam-I raised the report in the House.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER-I was talking about the so-called Liberal Opposition, Mr
Hallam.
Mr President, I ask your permission to read directly from a statement made by my
regional manager in the Alexandra region, Gus Geary, about a conversation he had with
the Honourable David Evans on Sunday, 22 February 1987, when Mr Evans rang Mr
Geary to ask him for his comments on the department. I should like to read the statement
because I do not wish to quote Mr Geary out of context.
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The PRESIDENT-Order! I have discussed the matter with the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands and she has shown me the document. The statement is
important as it is an actual record. I have given her my permission to read the statement
in view of its accuracy.
The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-On a point of order, Mr President,
it appears that some comments are likely to be made about a telephone conversation I had
with a private individual, which I am happy should remain as a private conversation. In
the initial stage when I spoke to Mr Geary I told him that if he did not want to talk to me,
he could say so and that would finish our contact. I told him the issues that I wished to
discuss.
If the Minister wishes to read out a statement about a private conversation, I should
have the right of reply.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On the point of order, Mr
President, I wish to expand on what Mr Evans has said. Is the Minister purporting to read
out a transcript of what Mr Evans said or only the officer's recollection of what Mr Evans
said? Is Mr Geary seeking to paraphrase the words of Mr Evans?
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-In answer
to the points raised, Mr President, the document is a report by my regional manager on
what he believes was said in that telephone discussion.
In response to the point raised by Mr Evans, I do not regard as private a telephone call
from the shadow representative in this House on conservation, forests and lands to my
regional manager, during which telephone conversation he identified himself. It is a matter
of record between Mr Evans and Mr Geary. I am happy for Mr Evans to contradict
anything that is said, ifhe wishes to do so.
The Hon. B. P. DUNN (North Western Province)-On the point of order, Mr President,
this matter seems to open up a completely new dimension in the role of a member of
Parliament and the right of a member of Parliament to have contact with departmental
officers. Members of Parliament have always been able to seek out that advice without a
report being made to the Minister and a subsequent documented record of that discussion
being tabled in the House.
It is unbelievable that the Minister may be willing to present in the Chamber tonight a
copy of the telephone conversation which actually quotes Mr Evans on that occasion. The
implications of this proposal are immense and reflect on the role ofa member of Parliament
and the degree of confidentiality that should exist when a member approaches departmental
officers on any issue. It is inappropriate for the Minister to quote in this detail.

The Hon. D. M. EVANS (North Eastern Province)-Mr President, on the point of
order, I note that the 'Minister seems to have a substantial dossier. I wonder whether the
telephone call was recorded without my permission.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-Mr President,
on the point made by Mr Dunn about access to departmental officers, I have made it very
clear that at every opportunity I facilitate access to departmental officers. Not only do I
facilitate access but also I facilitate their accompanying officers on trips around Victoria.
Many honourable members in the House would agree with that.
I am suggesting that the telephone conversation between my regional manager and Mr
Evans is the same kind of hearsay evidence that has been used by members of the
Opposition this evening. It is the kind of evidence used in this debate today. At least I
have sourced my evidence and I should like to be able to read it.
I assure Mr Evans that the statement is a recollection of the telephone call; in fact it is a
careful statement by my regional manager not so much about the telephone call as about
his view of the department. I am happy to read out what Mr Geary said rather than what
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Mr Evans said, if he should prefer that. Certainly, there was no question of recording the
telephone conversation.
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-On the point of order, Mr
President, to resolve the impasse, I suggest the debate be adjourned to allow Mr Evans to
read the document before it is read by the Minister in this House. The debate was
instituted by the Opposition to deal with a number of issues relating to the department.
The Minister has sought to introduce as evidence something that Mr Evans said to
someone in the department. That is not relevant to the debate because of its very nature.
The Minister's request is unusual and, at the very least, Mr Evans should be able to read
the document before it is produced in this House.
I propose that the debate be adjourned until later this day to enable that to happen.
The Hon. E. H. WALKER (Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs)-On the point
of order, Mr President, the Leader of the Opposition in this place and I agreed that the
debate be adjourned about this time to allow a certain amount of Opposition business to
be dealt with and then we agreed to continue to complete the debate. It was not agreed
that we should adjourn for a specific purpose and, therefore, it is the prerogative of the
Minister whether she wishes Mr Evans to read the document.
I am quite happy to ~rant leave for the adjournment of the debate for certain other
business to proceed qUIckly, but that should not be conditional on the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands agreeing to show a document to Mr Evans.
The Hon. J. E. KIRNER (Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands)-I have no
objection to showing the document to Mr Evans as a precursor to tabling it, but that has
nothing to do with the adjournment of the debate, which I understand the Government
has graciously allowed to Mr Chamberlain so that he can introduce another piece of
business for this evening. Therefore, I move:
That the debate be now adjourned.

I reserve my right to speak further to the motion.
The motion for the adjournment of the debate was agreed to, and it was ordered that
the debate be adjourned until later this day.

POLICE (POWERS OF INVESTIGATION) BILL
The Hon. B. A. CHAMBERLAIN (Western Province)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

A debate has raged in Victoria for many years on the fact that the Victoria Police do not
enjoy many of the powers of investigation enjoyed by the police in ~ther States. This Bill
is designed to focus public attention on this issue so that it becomes a matter of public
debate.
A community which is complacent about the escalation of major crime is doomed to
have the problem worsen, and dramatically worsen. The widespread perception that
criminals have little prospect of being caught for their crimes inevitably encourages others
to enter that profession.
The fact is that in Victoria major crime-which includes homicide, serious assault,
robbery, rape, burglary, theft, motor vehicle theft, fraud-last year grew at twelve times
the rate at which the population of the State increased.
Former Chief Justice Sir Harry Gibbs said on 2 February 1987:
It is obvious enough that the fundamental aim of the criminal justice system-to keep down crime-has not

been fully achieved. Not only has the crime rate risen (steeply in many instances) but offences against the person
tend to be more vicious in nature.

