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Thursday, 7 October 1982
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) took the chair at 10.35 a.m.
and read the prayer.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

CASINO INQUIRY
Mr THOMPSON (Leader of the
Opposition) -Did the Attorney-General
approve of the appointment of Mr Leo
Hart, Q.C., as counsel assisting the
Board of Inquiry into Casinos? Has the
Attorney-General full confidence in Mr
Hart and, if so, why did he publicly
ridicule him yesterday by saying that
Mr Hart's public comments were of no
consequence?
Mr CAIN (Attorney-General)-The
answer is, "Yes". I approved both counsel who were appointed to assist the
board. I have total confidence in Mr
Hart and in his assistant counsel with
regard to matters before the board.
What I said yesterday I believe to be
correct. Any comments Mr Hart makes
with regard to what the Government
does and who is present at any Government consideration of the report is
nothing to do with him; it is a matter for
the Government. His comments in that
regard are of no consequence.
MELBOURNE CITY COUNCIL
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the
National Party) -I refer the Minister
for Local Government to the decision
by the Government to take away the
planning responsibilities of the incoming
Melbourne City Council for up to two
years and to transfer those powers to
the Minister for Planning. Can the Minister inform the House whether it is the
intention of the Government to strip
the incoming Melbourne City Council
of any other powers?
Mr WILKES (Minister for Local
Government) -It is not a question of
taking away planning powers from the
Melbourne City Council; it is a question
of the Government being concerned to
introduce an interim development order

Questions without Notice
for the City of Melbourne. The Government intends to proceed along those
lines so that developers and other people
within the boundaries of the City of
Melbourne will have a clear indication
of what they are and are not permitted
to do. The introduction of an interim
.development order will, in my view and
in the view of the Government, considerably assist the future development
of the city. It is not the intention of the
Government to take away any powers
from the future council that will be
elected on 4 December. On the contrary,
the Government's intention is to increase
the powers by examining closely the
general powers of competency for local
government as a whole.
MINISTRY OF EMPLOYMENT AND
TRAINING
Mr A. J. SHEEHAN (Ivanhoe)Has the attention of the Minister for
Employment and Training been drawn
to the report of the Auditor-General relating to the previous administration of
the Ministry of Employment and Training and, if so, what action does he contemplate?
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Employment and Training) -The report, which
was tabled yesterday, contained reference to the Plan Ahead to Get Ahead
programme and the arrangements made
by the previous Government, through
the former Minister for Employment
and Training, Mr Dixon. After the
result of the elections, when this
Government took office, through the
Minister for Employment and Training,
public announcements were made about
curtailing both the NOW scheme and
the Plan Ahead to Get Ahead programme. The reasons for that were
dissatisfaction with the philosophy
of the programmes and, perhaps
more importantly, the method by
which those programmes had been dealt
with by the previous Government.
Honourable members would be aware
of the report; I have received a copy
of it and have made a study of it. When
the Labor Party was in Opposition it
was vocal in its criticism of these programmes. I took 'pains to detail events
in the manner in which they occurred

Questions without Notice
because of the circumstances in which
we found ourselves with respect to
these programmes and the accountability we have adopted in these matters.
I had no hesitation in recommending to
Cabinet that the campaign and those
programmes be curtailed.
The curtailment of the programmes
led to criticism because approximately
twenty people involved in the New Opportunities for Work campaign had their
jobs at risk. These employees were hired
under contract by the former Government. The Government guaranteed employment to the people involved. They
were employed within the Ministry of
Employment and Training and are working satisfactorily on programmes such
as the job creation initiative programme.
There is no problem with respect to the
people who were hired by the Ministry.
There are problems associated with
the activities of the former Government.
I discussed an outstanding matter this
morning with the Auditor-General, Mr
Waldron. concerning, the relationship
between the former Minister for Employment and Training and the Government Printing Office. These matters were
not responded to and were not mentioned in the Auditor-General's report.
The Auditor-General's report contains
a response from the Director of the
Ministry of Employment and Training.
If honourable mem'bers care to read the
document they will discover that the
information is a comprehensive response
to questions asked. The Director of the
Ministry of Employment and Training
has sent a further letter to the AuditorGeneral on matters which require further clarification. The Auditor-General
has advised me that there are no outstanding matters with respect to the
administration of the Ministry.
I intend to have further consultation
after the Auditor-General has received
a response from the Government Printer
about the expenditure of approximately
$850 000 on an advertising campaign
which was curtailed because, after an
initial contribution of $250000 from the
Ministry, private enterprise would not
respond.
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Mr THOMPSON (Leader of the
Opposition) -On a point of order, it is
unsatisfactory that the Minister for Employment and Training is delivering a
Ministerial statement and interfering
with question time.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! There is no point of
order. I ask the Minister to curtail his
remarks and reply to the question.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Employment and Training) -I can understand
the concern of the former Premier because of the Government's initiative programme associated with this advertising
campaign and matters referred to in the
report of the Auditor-General. It was
only when private enterprise did not
respond to the initial seeding of $250 000
that the shortfall was made up-in my
view and obviously in the view of the
Auditor-General the former Minister,
Mr Dixon, decided that thLt advertising
campaign would not continue unless
there was an injection of public funds.
An Honourable Member-From where
did the funds come?
Mr SIMMONDS-From the Ministry
of Employment and Training. I understand all accounts were paid in accordance with established procedures. From
my perusal of the file to this stage, it
appears as though the accounts were
paid promptly. If there is any further
evidence, I will advise the House.
PARLIAMENTARY RESOLUTIONS
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest HilI)I draw the attention of the Premier to
his observation that the carriage of a
recent resolution in the Legislative
Council was of no consequence because
a number of members of that House
were not elected at the 1982 election.
In view of that expression of Government attitude, will the Premier inform
the House whether, as a matter of considerable significance in terms of the
administration of Government, the Parliamentary and administrative activities
of members of the Legislative Council
who were elected prior to 1982 are
regarded as being of no consequence?

770

ASSEMBLY

7 October 1982

Since Messrs Butler, Kennedy, Kent,
Landeryou, White, Walker and Mrs
Coxsedge were all elected prior to 1982,
does the Premier regard these prominent Government members as inconsequential? If so, will he take action to
remove from the Cabinet those Ministers who, by their election prior to 1982,
are by his definition inconsequential?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order!
The honourable
member for Forest Hill is asking the
Premier for an opinion, and I rule the
question out of order on the basis that
it is frivolous.
Mr RICHARDSON-On a point of
order, Mr Speaker, I put it to you with
great respect and with considerable
concern that my question was neither
frivolous nor was it seeking an opinion.
My question refers specifically .t~ the
importance to Government admInIstration of significant members of the Government. Surely there can be no question that the activities of Ministers are
relevant to Government administration?
If the activities of the Ministers are
not relevant to Government administration, what indeed is relevant? I request
that you, Mr Speaker, reconsider the
ruling that you have just made.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is no
point of order, but if the honourable
member for Forest Hill would care to
rephrase his question, I will give him
the call when the turn comes around
again.

Questions without Notice
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! Has the Premier
been designated as the Minister responsible for agriculture in this House?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I do not believe
I am responsible for this matter. I believe the Minister for Local Government
is the Minister who has been designated
to deal with matters of agriculture in
this House. However, I am prepared
to indicate to the honourable member
for Rodney that I have no knowledge
of the report to which he refers. I will
make inquiries of the Minister and
obtain his views and convey them to
the Deputy Leader of the National
Party.

MINISTRY OF YOUTH, SPORT AND
RECREATION
Mr GAVIN (Coburg)-Has the attention of the Minister for Youth, Sport
and Recreation been drawn to the
Auditor-General's report in relation to
his department and, if so, can he indicate what action he has taken to
remedy the problems that have been
revealed in the report?
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation) -Yes. I was
somewhat alarmed and disappointed at
the comments of the Auditor-General
in his report on the Department of
Youth, Sport and Recreation for the
year 1981-82. I have asked the directorgeneral of the department to provide
me with all of the relevant answers to
the comments in the report.
On assuming responsibility for the
SLAUGHTER BOUNTY
Department of Youth, Sport and RecreaMr HANN (Rodney)-I ask the tion, I did institute a number of actions
Premier whether or not there has been to rectify problems. I refer, firstly, to
a Government report prepared by the the statement in the Auditor-General's
report on the hiring of employees by
Department of Agriculture which sug- school
councils. In either April or May
gests that farmers are responsible for of this year, I queried that with the
the present stock that are being slaught- office of the Crown Solicitor, which conered in this State in the drought areas firmed my suspicion that that activity
because those stock were not sold fell outside the relevant Acts covering
quickly enough. Was this report the the Education Department and the
basis of the refusal of the Government Department of Youth, Sport and Recreato introduce a slaughter levy? If tion.
that report exists, will the Premier
I immediately advised my department
make it avaHable both to the Parlia- that no more employees were to be
ment and to the farmers of this State hired under this arrangement and that
for their consideration?
no more employees were to be engaged

Questions without Notice
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EAST PRESTON TRAM EXTENSION
Mr KIRK WOOD (Preston)-Can the
Minister of Transport advise that progress has been made on the East Preston
tram line extension since the Premier
announced on 13 August that all three
stages of the project had been approved?
Mr CRABB {Minister of Transport)Work has already commenced on the
preliminary road works on stage 1 of
It was difficult for the former Min- the East Preston tram line extension;
ister to handle two major portfolios, and that is, the relocation of the Telecom
the former Minister was at my depart- cables, gas pipes and so on. The next
ment for one half day a week. I have stage of the road works is the reconrequested the director-general to give struction of the islands, which begins
a full submission on all aspects of the today, with the local municipality doing
Auditor-General's report, which I expect the work under contract to the Melwithin the next 48 hours and I will bourne and Metropolitan Tramways
certainly have the full details next week. Board.
Work will be commenced on the layPARLIAMENTARY RESOLUTIONS
ing of the tracks, relaying of the overand associated works immediately
Mr RICHARDSON {Forest Hill)-I re- heads
after the Christmas break. The first
direct my question to the Premier: In stage will be completed by June next
view of his remarks relating to the con- year. Preliminary planning and design
sequentiality or lack of it of people works for stages 2 and 3 will be comelected to the Legislative Council prior pleted by June 1984 and 1985 respectto 1982, will he, in the light of those ively, so that at long last trams will run
statements, remove from this Cabinet to La Trobe University and Bundoora.
Ministers who were elected prior to
SCHOOL CROSSING SUPERVISORS
1982?
Mr HOCKLEY (Bentleigh)-I ask the
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! Similar questions Minister of Transport what action the
were asked yesterday but, in view of Government has taken with respect to
the circumstances, I will be generous the subsidies for municipalities for employment of school crossing supervisors.
and call the Premier.
Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)Mr CAIN (Premier)-The answer is,
It has been suggested in some local
"No". I am sure the honourable mem- newspapers that the Government was
ber will appreciate that the persons to contemplating reducing the subsidy for
whom he refers all understand how school crossing supervisors. That is not
the Legislative Council should be treat- the case and any suggestions to the coned by the people of Victoria; they trary are mischievous. The Government
acknowledge the role that the Council has increased the subsidy from $2·5
should play. It is not the role that it million last financial year to $3· 1 million
played on Tuesday night, nor is it the this financial year; some 1680 people
role that members of the Labor Party are involved.
believe should be played.
However, in conjunction with the
Municipal Association of Victoria, the
The Labor Party has a firm view about Government is considering ways of makthe role of the Legislative Council, and ing the scheme work more efficiently.
it has been made clear to the public of There are two aspects of this. There
the State. All members of the Labor are some situations where the minimum
Party believe it is the correct view, and time a supervisor is paid-2 hours-is
it will remain the policy of this party.
perhaps a little long and it may be
under contract unless the relevant
expertise was not available within the
department. I have requested a full economic statement on the viability of the
play-for-all unit now situated on the
ground floor near my office in Bourke
Street and, at the same time, I have
asked the department to consider alternative accommodation for the playfor-all people.
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better to have two supervisors working
for 1 hour rather than one working for
2 hours, and some situations where they
are supervising pedestrian-operated signals when it may be better if they were
operating at flag crossings.
The efficiency of the scheme is under
constant review, as all schemes ought
to be, and it is the Government's intention that this scheme should continue
certainly at no less than its previous
level of $3' 1 million a year.

Questions without Notice
gentleman stated that he had spoken to
region~l officers of the Department of
Agriculture, is the honourable gentleman aware that recently a very senior
officer of the department supported a
sheep slaughter subsidy and apparently
more recently has changed his mind?
Did the Premier also rebuke that officer
and, if so, is that an indication that the
Premier is actually directing the Drought
Advisory Committee?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! It appears to me
that the question should be directed to
the Minister of Agriculture rather than
the Premier and I ask the honourable
member for Lowan whether he has directed his question to the appropriate
Minister.

BUILDERS LABOURERS FEDERATION
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-On 21 September, the Attorney-General advised
the House that prosecutions against certain members of the Builders Labourers
Federation would be announced within
Mr McGRATH-I believe I have
two weeks. As this announcement was
not made within that period, I ask the directed it to the appropriate Minister.
honourable gentleman whether this is
Mr CAIN (Premier)-My reference
an example of further vacillation by the
yesterday
was about two of the three
Government or whether it is an indication of the overload that the Premier officers who accompanied those who
and Attorney-General experiences in the went on the drought tour last Tuesday
two portfolios being carried by the one week. I do not know the identity of the
person. When will this announcement officer to whom the honourable member
now refers. I indicated yesterday that
be made?
I had told those two officers that they
Mr CAIN (Attorney-General)-I do had no right to be putting a view that
not believe I have ever said that prose- was different from the department's adcutions would be announced. I indicated vice to the Ministers.
that I expected a report on the recomI note in a report in the Age this
mendations made by Mr Winneke. The
question of prosecutions is a matter on morning that it is suggested that I did
which I expect advice. That does not not rebuke those officers and to that
say that prosecutions will be brought. extent the report is incorrect. I did reThe subject of prosecutions in these buke them and I believe I should have.
matters is a proper matter on which the The department has an obligation to
Solicitor-General should advise the At- give advice to the Ministers. That advice
torney-General. I am awaiting that adhas been given. Those officers have no
vice. That remains the position.
right to offer opinions to the contrary.
A decision on prosecutions will be I have told them so, and that is the
announced at some time in the future. proper course of action. If the honourThe Solicitor-General is waiting for fur- able member indicates the other memther response from the prosecutor desig- ber of the department to whom he renated to these matters. I spoke with fers, I shall pursue that also.
.
him earlier this week and I expect to
have something from him very shortly.
I emphasize that the two departments
concerned in the matter and the Drought
SLAUGHTER BOUNTY
Advisory Committee have been singleMr McGRATH (Lowan)-In the light minded in the advice that they have
of the Premier's answer yesterday to a given the Government over this period.
question by the Deputy Leader of the The Government intends to continue
National Party in which the honourable acting on that advice.

Questions without Notice
LAND PURCHASING, LAND SALES
MONITORING AND RESEARCH
DIVISION
Mr GRAY (Syndal)-I point out to
the Minister for Property and Services
that it is now four years since the
Land Purchasing, Land Sales Monitoring and Research Division was established within his department and I ask
him to advise the House how effective
that monitoring function has been and
~hether there is a continuing need for
It.

Mr SIMPSON (Minister for Property
and Services) -As honourable members
wiII be aware, the division was set up
in November 1978 as a result of the
findings o~ the Gowans inquiry, which
was establIshed by the previous Administration eighteen months prior to that
date. Honourable members will recall
that serious findings were recorded by
the Gowans inquiry, including allegations of corruption. Certain processes
occurred and the courts have made decisions as a result of those processes.
The division has now monitored some
750 transactions involving approximately $160 million of public funds and
covering some 42 departments, statutory authorities and various agencies.
The monitoring system provides an opportunity for departments to ascertain
who is behind various transactions. That
information had not always been available to the various departments under
the previous Administration when they
had tried to avail themselves of this
knowledge.
As honourable members are aware,
all transactions involving $100000 or
more are monitored by the division and
the Government intends examining ways
of improving that monitoring system.
The honourable member inquires
whether the Government intends to continue the system and whether there is
a need for the monitoring. I assure him
that monitoring wiII continue. I believe
there is still a need for the monitoring
function. I have been informed that,
over the four-year period, numerous
transactions have failed, for a variety
of reasons, to come to fruition and I
believe there are indications that the

7 October 1982

ASSEMBLY

773

same old pattern would have occurred
with some of them under the old Administration had it not been for the
vigilance of the monitoring division.
HOUSING ALLOCATIONS
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)Will the Minister of Housing inform
the House whether it is a fact that a
special housing allocation of $2·5 million
is made in the current Budget for the
Bendigo region? I point out to the honourable gentleman that the Bendigo
area is represented by one Labor member and five Liberal members, whereas
in the Geelong area there are six
Labor seats and one Liberal seat. Was
it for that reason that an allocation was
made in respect of Bendigo whereas
no allocation has been made for housing
in the Geelong area?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-The honourable member is
asking a question about material that
is contained in the Budget. It would be
more appropriate for him to deal with
that matter in his contribution to the
Budget debate. However, if he will reframe the question, I will hear him.
Mr DICKINSON-Is it a fact that an
allocation of $2· 5 million was made for
housing in Bendigo as a one-off situation? I understand that the Bendigo area
has one Labor member of Parliament
and six Liberal members. By contrast, I
point out that no housing allocation has
been made for the Geelong area.
The SPEAKER-Order! The question
anticipates debate, but I am prepared
to allow it if the Minister will be diplomatic in his reply.
Mr CATHIE (Minister of Housing)The allocation to Bendigo is a special
one-off allocation and was determined
prior to the preparation of the Budget.
Over the years, the former Government
ignored housing needs in the Bendigo
area. That Government sponsored a
study into housing needs in Bendigo,
and that study, which is now almost
complete, clearly indicates that Bendigo
has the worst public housing stock of
almost any region in Victoria.
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The Government is determined to
meet the housing needs of the people
of Victoria on a basis of equity, and I
assure the honourable member that Geelong will not be ignored.
PETITIONS
The Clerk-I have received the following petitions for presentation to Parliament:
Health and human relations courses
TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND
MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of Victoria respectfully showeth that
education is being grossly perverted in the
State of Victoria.
Therefore, pending an independent and unbiased enquiry into the undesirable short and
long term effects, we require the immediate
withdrawal of all health and human relations
and similar courses, in which the fundamental
and inseparable issue of morality .is deliberately removed from courses on human sexual
behaviour.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that
your Honourable House will act without delay
in the interest of the children of this State.

By Mrs Hill (58 signatures)
Latrobe Valley helicopter ambulance
service
TO THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND
MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY
IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria showeth that in
v.iew of the fact that the Latrobe Valley Ambulance Helicopter Service is due to terminate
on the 30th October, 1982 unless a new contract for the service is let and in view of the
concern that we, the undersigned, have in
regard to the provision of emergency service
for ourselves, our dependants and members of
our communityYour petitioners therefore pray that the
Government take urgent immediate steps to
en·sure that the Latrobe Valley Ambulance
Helicopter Service continues.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will
ever pray.

By Mr Delzoppo (1706 signatures)
It was ordered that the petitions be
laid on the table.
HEALTH (PRIVILEGES) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to an amendment.
It was ordered that the message be
taken into consideration later this day_

Petitions
MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS (PRIVATE
HOSPITALS) BILL
A message was received from the
Council intimating that, on consideration of the resolution of the Assembly
to refer the provisions contained in the
Bill, upon enactment, to the Social Development Committee for inquiry, consideration and report, they had agreed
to the following resolution:
That this House declines to refer the Medical
Practitioners (Private Hospitals) Bm to the
Social Development Committee in the form
and manner proposed by the Resolution of
the Assembly but that the Council would give
favourable consideration to a Resolution in
usual form to provide for reference of the
proposals contained in that. Bill to that committee for inquiry, consideration and report
by 1 March 1983.

It was ordered that the message be
taken into consideration Jater this day.
SESSIONAL ORDERS
Mr FORDHAM (Minister of Education) -By leave, I move:
That (a) on Thursday, 11 November next,
Mr Speaker do take the Chair at 11.30 a.m.
and (b) Sessional Orders be amended for that
day so as to require Government Business to
take precedence at 3 p.m.

In brief explanation, I indicate that
11 November is Remembrance Day and
the motion will give honourable members from all parties the opportunity of
being present at the traditional ceremony at the Shrine of Remembrance
at approximately 11 a.m. To fit in with
those arrangements, the House will meet
later than normal, but the Government,
in its usual willingness to assist honourable members, will agree to an extension of General Business into the
afternoon so that Opposition members
will in no way be disadvantaged as the
same time will be available for normal
business. I am confident that the
motion will have the support of the
House.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-Leave
is granted for the motion; in addition, ,
the motion is supported.
The motion was agreed to.
GRIEVANCES
The SPEAI{ER (the Hon. C. T.
Eclmunds)-Order! The question is:
That

grievance~;

be noted.

Grievances

Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I raise

a matter in relation to the reorganization
or changes in taxi hiring services. The
matter is of concern to the Minister
of Transport and the Minister of Consumer Affairs.
Recently, the Minister of Transport
announced that a taxi-sharing scheme
would be introduced and, following that
announcement, several depots-one
must remember that the taxi industry
is basically organized from depotshave undertaken some advertising campaigns.
I have received a letter from Mr K. F~
Banks, dated 20 September, which raises
a matter of concern primarily with misleading advertising, which he alleges in
respect of one of the taxi companies.
The letter states:
Sir,
I wish to draw your attention to the current
radio commercials dealing with taxi multiple
hiring.
They depict two persons deciding to share
a taxi to two destinations in the same direction,
thus saving 25 per cent of their fare(s).

This is in line with the indications given
by the Minister of Transport.
It is indicated that "they've changed the law"
and that such hiring applies also to 'phonebooked taxis.

In fact, allowing for few exceptions, two
or more persons hiring a taxi as a party
constitute a single hiring, in which the driver
is entitled to be paid whatever is on the meter
when the last person leaves the taxi, the party
making their own arrangements about sharing
the cost. If the commercials were accurate,
each member would be a separate fare responsible for 75 per cent of whatever is on
the meter when leaving the taxi.
I have talked with Yellow Cabs and Silver
Top Taxis who support the single-hiring view,
and with Regal Taxis who agreed with the
commercials.

In other words, there was a difference
of view between two of the taxi companies and Regal Taxis Ltd, which is
supporting the view in the radio commercials.
In two conversations wUh the Transport
Regulation Board, five days apart I ascertained
that the commercials are quite inaccurate and
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should have been stopped on Thursday. 9
September. Today I was told-

He
there mentions an officer's name,
which he asked me not to make public.

. . . by an officer of the T.R.B. that Regal
Taxis had been informed of the facts and ·all
other taxi firms will be circularized. Complaints are coming from everywhere but the
commercials continue to be aired.
I ask you to raise this matter with the
Minister for Transport, perhaps by way of a
Question in the House. You might agree that
cancellation of the commercials should be followed up with equally extensive public correction to repair the damage to the public and
the taxi industry.

Then he makes a request in his letter
that the name of the officer from the
Transport Regulation Board should not
be made public, which I intend to respect.
I mention this by way of grievance to
the Minister of Transport, having received this letter. The matter was not
suitable for a question without notice
because it is complicated. If the Minister of Transport were to take up the
matter with Mr Lang, the President of
the Victorian Taxi Association, in the
first instance, that would be the best
way of handling it. I think the Minister
of Transport and the Minister of Consumer Affairs do have a responsibility
in the matter; the Minister of Transport
in respect of the Transport Regulation
Board and the organization of taxis. and
the Minister of Consumer Affairs in relation to possible misleading advertising.
I do not think it is a matter of thumping somebody hard who may have misjudged the proposals announced by the
Minister of Transport, albeit those proposals have been around for a long
time and should have been clearly
understood by the taxi industry and
anyone who made commercials on the
basis of the proposal. However. it may
have been that inadvertently someone
has either misinterpreted or misdirected
their attention to the intentions of the
new taxi-sharing scheme.
I believe the best response is to correct the damage by making sure that
the taxi advertisements are not repeated. I will make available to the Ministers concerned the name and address
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of Mr Banks so that the Minister might
be able to contact him in regard to any
remedial action the honourable gentleman might take.

Grievances

Last week the Minister for Economic
Development announced that he was
going to take to State Cabinet this Monday the problem of International
Harvester Australia Ltd. The Minister
I do not think the scheme is less made a public announcement on that
welcome for its having been the subject matter. I do not know whether Cabinet
of some confusion in the advertising was or was not able to deal with the
world. The Minister of Consumer matter on Monday. Certainly the only
Affairs might well take up with the public comment I have seen since Mondirector of his department the possi- day-and it is now Thursday-is that
bility of a gentle reminder to advertisers the Minister for Economic Development
of. the need to check advertising scripts appeared in the media and gave a
to ensure that they are not promoting lecture to the Commonwealth Governmisleading advertising.
ment on the basis that it ought to purtrucks
from
International
I have a further grievance. I raise a chase
matter relating to industrial plants in Harvester Australia Ltd. I would have
the electorate I represent. As the mem- thought if that is the view of the Minber for Berwick I have in the electorate ister-and it is not a wrong view-the
I represent the International Harvester first thing honourable members would
Australia Ltd factory, which has have heard from the State Government
recently attracted a lot of media was how many International Harvester
attention where outside it we have a Australia Ltd trucks it was going to
group of workers who are very con- buy. In other words, the State would
cerned about their future employment. put its money where its mouth was, just
I also have in the electorate I represent as the Minister announced he would
the Commonwealth Engineering (Vic.) send work to a factory in Geelong to
Pty Ltd plant, which is engaged in a build the bodywork of ambulances to
major works programme in the con- assist that company which he indicated
struction of trains and trams. As of was in difficulties.
yesterday the Nissan Motor ManuIt seems that if the State Government
facturing Co (Aust) Ltd casting plant has a need to purchase trucks there may
was officially opened. Those three be a good argument for saying that it
factories are within a mile of each other. ought to prefer to purchase trucks from
International Harvester Australia Ltd to
I refer this important matter to the, assist its workers.
attention of the Minister representing
The honourable member for Coburg
the Minister for Economic Development. is interjecting. He may not have probThe situation is, because of difficulties lems and mayor may not be concerned
in disposing of manufactured goods, about the jobs of people but I am
International Harvester Australia Ltd raising a matter concerning workers. I
has over the past few years faced a very add, for the benefit of the honourable
serious and difficult trading period. The member for Melbourne, that this
banking system has assisted in recon- factory is on the south side of the highstructing the company but 'the company way. The people who work in the
is now in receivership having moved factory live in the electorates repreinto a second phase of difficulty which sented by the Treasurer and myself.
now causes alarm to the employees of Before supporters of the Government
that company. International Harvester get carried away with their laughter
and lack of concern they ought to think
Australia Ltd has a casting works at about
those people who are represented
Geelong and a motor truck works at here in Parliament by their own
Dandenong. It is obvious from press Treasurer as well as me. Some people
reports that high borrowing is involved live in Cranbourne and work in these
and there is grave concern about the three factories. They are a tragic exfuture employment of people with that ample of where this Government miscompany.
directs its priorities. It is so anxious
Mr Maclellan
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to try to score a point that the Minister
for Economic Development announced
that he was taking the matter to Cabinet. He raised the expectations of these
workers who are camped at the gates
and are worried about their superannuation, their futures and their
families. But all we have heard since
is the pious bleat that the Commonwealth Government should buy more
International Harvester trucks; we have
heard nothing about what the State Government will do.
At the Commonwealth Engineering
(Vie.) Pty Ltd factory, which is only
about a quarter of a mile away, under
the proposals of the Treasurer's Budget
and of the Minister of Transport, the
workers will be offered overtime-State
money will be used-to boost tram and
train production. So, one factory will
be paying overtime, using the resources
of this State, while another factory,
within a quarter of a mile, is told that
its workers will have to be retrenched
because the Government does not have
any funds or proposals to provide support. Two companies will have two
different policies: One will be putting
existing workers on overtime, while the
other will be forced to retrench workers
because this Government has not said
whether it is prepared to introduce a
purchasing policy that will assist the
company in reaching some stable level
of employment and so that it can provide a stable future for the people who
are committed to the company for their
work.
A further quarter of a mile down the
road-still in the electorate I represent
-the Nissan casting plant opened yesterday. It is a $35 million new venture,
an investment by the Japanese Nissan
company, which is already employing
70 workers and is due to employ 150
workers by the end of the year. Fortunately, that company has set a new
precedent in our society; it has only one
union at the factory. It will not be
bedevilled by the activities of the Amalgamated Metal Workers Union and a
dozen other unions. By negotiation, the
Vehicle Builders Union is the sole union
at that plant and the agreement for that

7 October 1382

ASSEMBLY

777

was certified by an arbitration commissioner on Monday. There is now a
casting plant with a single union representing all the workers at the plant.
Nissan is producing large quantities
of castings for the automotive industry.
The number of employees at that company is due to increase from 70 to 150
by December. Of course, the natural
thing to do is to wonder whether any
of the workers from International Harvester around the corner might be taken
on in this new enterprise, which is
within a mile of their work place. The
work skills are different in part but
there may be opportunities for some of
the workers from International Harvester to take up positions at the Nissan
plant.
The Nissan company has made it
clear that its hopes for the growth of
employment are entirely dependent on
its ability to export, because 90 per cent
of the production of the Nissan casting
plant in Frankston-Dandenong Road
goes to export. Some of the production
will go from that factory to a factory
at Clayton and, from there, to General
Motors-Holden's Ltd and, it is hoped,
the Ford Motor Company of Australia
Ltd. Contracts are being sought with
those companies for aluminium castings
for motor vehicle engines. Nissan has
a contract with its controlling automobile company and it has opportunities
for export into Germany. The German
cars are exported worldwide.
Nissan is hopeful of securing further
export opportunities, at which time it
will move to 1000 employees on three
shifts. There is a difference between a
sudden boost by an enthusiastic new
Government for Commonwealth Engineering, which is given funding to try
to speed up the programme of delivery
of trams and trains, which means the
existing work force will be given overtime, and the situation at Nissan, where
new jobs will be provided.
The Government, under its Budget,
is promoting overtime for the work
force at Commonwealth Engineering
whereas Nissan is seeking to move, with
export orders, to three shifts involving
1000 employees. That would not involve
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overtime. As soon as one gets into a
In raising the matters concerning
three-shift situation, one does not have these three factories, I ask the Governthe same use of overtime. It does not ment what consistency there is in its
mean that some workers will not only policy. At International Harvester,
have jobs, but also receive overtime workers are camped outside the gates,
while others are not getting jobs at all.
and all we get from the Government is
the
suggestion that the Commonwealth
This is a matter I wanted to raise not
only with the House but also with the Government should buy more of that
Treasurer. Since the Nissan company company's trucks, but it has not said
made the commitment to invest $35 a word about whether it will buy more
million and since the 70 jobs were creat- of those trucks.
At Commonwealth Engineering (Vie.)
ed and the $100 million export order was
secured for 90 per cent of the produc- Pty Ltd, the Minister of Transport
tion to go overseas, the gas pricing is so enthusiastic to get trains and
policies of the Government-and Aus- trams completed at a quicker rate that
tralian aluminium has to be melted with the company will provide overtime for
gas furnace operations in the casting its existing workers, while another complant-have affected the situation. I pany around the corner has indicated
asked the Nissan company how the new that its workers will have to be retrenchgas prices would affect its export earn- ed. It is the State Government's failure
ings and opportunities. Through its gas to provide money to one company while
pricing policies, the Government has in- providing extra money for Commoncreased the price of castings by $27 a wealth Engineering that is producing
tonne. It is now a question of whether the problems. The difference is in the
the export opportunities for this industry poliCies of the Government.
will be knocked off by the new plants
The Government is expanding the
being built in Mexico and in other parts price of gas to the point where the Nisof the world.
san company, a quarter of a mile away,
In other words, employment oppor- is in danger of losing export markets
tunities may well be destroyed by this and the opportunity of creating extra
Government's academic policies inspired jobs for the aluminium industry, which
by the Dr Sheehans and the academics produces the ingots that are then meltsaying that the Government should take ed down in the electorate I represent and
some of the equity of the statutory cor- exported to the world. Job opportuniporations and push them into borrow- ties in the electorate of the honourable
ings. An examination of what is hap- member for Geelong East, who has conpening in the gas pricing area makes it tinually interjected during my speech,
evident that 'because of the proposals are at risk. He should shut up and start
of the Government-and it has not yet thinking, instead of interjecting.
calculated the additional impost on
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
those who use additional gigajoules- Edmunds)-Order! I have tried to silence
export orders could well be lost and ex- him.
port opportunities for Australian comMr MACLELLAN-I can appreciate
panies that are exporting Australian your problem, Mr Speaker. He is probaluminium production cast into auto- ably worse on Tuesday mornings than
motive parts for export to the world
the rest of the week. My conas part of the world car proposals, which during
that the Government ought to
cern
is
are being developed world-wide, may have a consistent
policy that would probe lost. Instead of having 1000 jobs at duce jobs for people rather than prothe Nissan plant, that company may viding overtime for some and nothing
well be stuck with only the 150 jobs
that will be provided this year, because for others.
We need Ministers who do more than
costs are being escalated by this Government. The company will not have bleat about how the Commonwealth
the opportunity of passing on those Government should do this and that.
costs because it is operating in the ex- The Minister for Economic Development
port market.
threw in a line that the Commonwealth
Mr Maclellan
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Government should buy the International Harvester trucks and offer pretection against imports. As soon as we
protect ourselves against imports, we
lose export opportunities. The Labor
Government had better understand that
the old protectionist philosophy-be it
that it is supported by the Vehicle
Builders Employees Federation of Australia-will not work unless it wants
to see the motor building industry in
Victoria exterminated altogether. Motor
building is now an international business. We should recognize that and not
seek to protect industries with artificial
tariffs and barriers. Industries should
be made more efficient to assist them
to provide employment and export opportunities to make them part of the
new motor building industry of the
world rather than an isolated and dying
section of the industry.
Mr SHELL (Geelong West)-The matter to which I should like to draw the
attention of the House concerns the
proposed Geelong regional airport. This
comes under the responsibility of the
Minister of Transport and the Minister
for Economic Development. The Geelong region has a population of more
than 170 000 people; however, the area
does not have a regional airport. The
area has an airport capable of receiving
only light traffic.
The Geelong Chamber of Commerce
is distressed about the matter and has
pointed out that this lack is attracting
firms away from Geelong. Geelong has
a high unemployment level in excess
of 11·2 per cent. This is a matter of
concern to the Chamber of Commerce,
the Trades Hall Council and the general
community. On 16 July this year, the
Geelong Chamber of Commerce wrote
to the Minister of Transport stating that
proposed developments by the following organizations in the area had been
inhibited by the lack of a Geelong regional airport:
The I.C.I. Petro-Chemical complex
The Kaiser Aluminium Silicon smelter
The Hoechst Carbon Products Plant
The B.H.P. Mini Steel Mill
The Ford Aluminium Castings Plant
The $80-100 million "City by the
Bay" redevelopment programme
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In April 1978 a submission was made
to the Federal Government for the provision of an airport in Geelong to cater
for other aircraft besides light aircraft.
In March 1979 the Geelong Regional
Commission, following discussions with
the then honourable member for Geelong East, wrote to the Premier stating:
I am pleased to advise you that the way is
now clear to t:onstruct a Geelong regional
airport.

This statement was made following the
submission of a feasibility study. The
letter continued:
At these discussions in October, you agreed
that the Commission should commit funds and
proceed with feasibility studies to identify the
Airport location, obtain entry into the Federal
Government's .Local Ownership Plan so that
50% of establishment costs could be refundable
and that application should be made to State
Treasury for funds for the Airport.

In March 1979 the Geelong Regional
Airport Committee was established under the auspices of the Geelong· Regional Commission with representatives
from the nine municipalities. The committee was serviced by a secretary and
an engineer from the Shire of Barrabool,
In January 1980 application was made
to the Federal Government for entry
into the local ownership plan. Three
months later, in April 1980, the local
ownership plan was accepted. The plan
provided that 50 per cent of the establishment costs would be funded by the
Commonwealth, but the remaining 50
per cent had to be gathered from elsewhere.
Arguments put forward for providing
a regional airport were that the current
airport facilities were inadequate and
catered only for light aircraft. The Geelong air terminal, established in October
1977, carried 366 passengers a month
to the Melbourne Airport at Tullamarine. By June 1978 the number of passengers had increased to 925. The Geelong air terminal was doomed to failure
because of the higher fuel prices which
hiked between 1978 and 1980, the lack
of adequate standards in navigation aids,
the inability to obtain a long-term lease
and the fact that it was a single operation airfield and needed upgraded facilities to obtain cheaper air fuel.
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H. C. Sleigh Aviation Ltd was interested in the establishment of a regional
airport so that it could extend its services to other regions; it would be available for charter purposes and would
also provide engineering support facilities. In November 1980 the Federal Minister for Transport stated, in reply to a
question asked by the honourable member for Corio:
I am advised that the Department of Finance
is still not convinced that the Geelong aerodrome proposal has been shown to be economically justified and that both that Department and my Department are liaising closely
in'the evaluation of the proposal, particularly
in relation to this question. The proposal is
being given a very high priority by both Departments and a decision is expected shortly.

One of the problems of the viability of
a major airport in Geelong is its proximity to the Melbourne Airport at Tullamarine. The Melbourne Airport is only
89 kilometres away or 75 minutes normal transit time by road. In March 1981
approval was given for the Geelong Regional Airport Committee to join the
local ownership plan. A letter was
written to the Minister for Economic
Development asking that an amount of
$1·3 million be provided; $925000 was
to be provided by the State because the
Federal Government had promised
$40'5000.
In October 1981 the Minister for Economic Development passed the submission on to the Premier. The Premier
and Treasurer of the day, Mr Thompson,
replied and refused the grant of
$925 000. The letter stated:
As you will be aware, civil aviation is clearly
the constitutional responsibility of the Commonwealth Government. Under the Commonwealth's Aerodrome Local Ownership Plan the
Commonwealth provides for assistance to Local
Authorities which develop local facilities.

It can be clearly seen that the Geelong

Regional Airport Committee had failed
in its attempt to obtain a grant of
$925000 from the State Government.
Mr Burgin-Shame!
Mr SHELL-I am not sure whether or
not it is a shame. For a change, the
former Government acted responsibly.
Mr Jasper-Do you give it credit?
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Mr SHELL-It is only right that when
a Government acts responsibly, its
actions should be recognized. I am sure
the National Party would do the same
for the Labor Government.
Mr Jasper-It always has.
Mr SHELL-That is pleasing. Because it had not succeeded in its task,
the Geelong Regional Airport Committee decided to disband, but prior to
disbanding it said that negotiations
should occur on the joint use of the
Avalon airport, which is only 20
minutes travelling time from Geelong.
However, before a joint use of Avalon
airport could occur, a number of
matters connected with upgrading the
airport facilities to handle larger aircraft should be examined. Grovedale
airport handles only small aircraft. The
facilities at Avalon airport are used for
the construction of defensive aircraft.
Before the joint use of Avalon airport
could be considered, the matter of
security would have to be examined.
The community of Geelong should
realize that if it wants a Geelong
regional airport, it will have to provide
the necessary funds. In 1980, the community of Cairns raised a figure in excess of $2 million to upgrade the Cairns
airport. The Geelong community should
realize that if it wants a regional airport it will have to be prepared to pay
for it.
If the Avalon airport facilities are to
be upgraded to take overseas aircraft,
the existing terminal will have to be upgraded to cope with the customs and
immigration requirements, which are
presently provided at Tullamarine airport. The Commonwealth Aircraft
Corporation Ltd employs approximately 250 to 300 employees at Avalon
airport and, if that airport is to be upgraded, those employees will have to be
relocated elsewhere. The establishment
of a Geelong regional airport would not
easily satisfy that scale of employee relocation.
The Geelong Regional Airport Committee should be reconstituted under
the auspices of the Geelong Regional
Commission, which has an over-all
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responsibility for the activities that
affect the Geelong community. The
committee should be composed of
representatives from the Geelong
Regional Commission, the Trades Hall
Council, the Victorian Chamber of
Manufactures, and the Port of Geelong
Authority because all of those bodies
have a user interest in the region.
The Port of Geelong Authority is preparing a submission to the Federal
Government on the installation of a
freight terminal at Avalon airport by
the turn of the century. Adequate land
which has good access for port facilities abuts the Avalon airfield, and those
facilities could be developed by the
year 2000. I urge the Minister of Transport to consider the matters I have
raised. The Minister has already received a letter on the matter from the
Geelong Chamber of Commerce and I
have asked the Minister for Economic
Development in another place to suggest to the Geelong Regional Commission that it take up the matter again
on behalf of the community for the
establishment of a Geelong regional
airport, which could be situated at the
Avalon airport.
Mr Burgin-Mr Acting Speaker, I
draw your attention to the state of the
House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-During
the grievance debate, I wish to speak
on a matter that is of deep concern to
all Australians, and that is the petrol
and fuel pricing distribution system.
From the outset, one should recognize
that all Australians have an absolute
need for a fuel of one form or another.
In previous debates in the House, I have
indicated the absolute need for fuel in
Australia, because this country is a huge
continent with a small population and,
generally speaking, a poor public transport system. Whenever there are any
changes to the fuel pricing structure or
any problems with the fuel distribution
system, country people are more affected than any other sector of the community.
Session 1982-30
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In recent years there has been a massive escalation in the price of fuel to
the Australian consumer, despite the
fact that in Victoria, the Bass Strait oil
and gas fields produce approximately
70 per cent of Australia's fuel needs.
However, the Federal Government has
taken action to introduce and maintain
fuel parity pricing with overseas fuel
pricing.
The Minister of Consumer Affairs is
interjecting. However, the Minister
should note that, although I represent
the National Party and I recognize the
coalition Government in Canberra, if I
have an opinion to express, I shall express that opinion to my Federal colleagues. I have been a member of this
House since 1976 and I believe that if
I have a particular grievance with either
the Federal or State Governments, irrespective of their political persuasion.
I will attempt to bring my grievance to
the attention of the Government concerned, the Parliament, the people whom
I represent and, indeed, all Victorians.
The Federal Government has generated
enormous amounts of money through its
fuel world parity pricing policies.
That money has been raised to improve the level of funding provided for
consolidated revenue. Although some
money has been spent on road improvements and associated facilities, the great
bulk of the moneys raised by the Federal
Government has been utilized to bolster
consolidated revenue. This action has hit
all Victorian and Australian motorists
and it has especially affected country
people because of the general absence
of public transport in the country.
It is worth while noting the figures
that have been provided in the recent
Federal Budget, which highlight the
funds that have been raised by the
Federal Government through taxing
crude oil and LPG produced in the Bass
Strait oil and gas fields. In the 1982--83
financial year, it is estimated that
receipts to the Federal Government
through its fuel world parity pricing
policy will be $3287 million, which is
an increase of $124 million over the
amount of money received last financial
year of $3163 million.
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Of that money raised, the amount to
be distributed to the various State Governments for the road programme in
1982-83 will be $734 million compared
to the financial allocation last year of
$650 million. However, that is a small
proportion of the total funds that have
been raised by the Federal Government
through it fuel parity pricing policy.
However, in its latest Budget, the
Federal Government has created a new
scheme to hit motorists. The Australian
scheme to hit motorists. It has created
the Australian Bicentennial Road Development Programme, which means an
additional charge of 1 cent per litre of
petrol. This programme will raise $150
million for the Federal Government this
financial year. The Government has indicated .that a further 1 cent increase in
the price of fuel will be applicable as of
1 July 1983 and that programme will
raise approximately $2500 million over
the period to 1988-1989. The Federal
Government has stated that this will be
utilized for the bicentennial road development programme, which is a major
new initiative to raise the standard of
roads and highways throughout Australia.
The Federal Minister for Transport
and Construction, Mr Hunt, stated:
. . . people would accept the cost as a
worthwhile way of improving road transport
and preventing road deaths.

But I believe, and many people agree
with me, that this is a further imposition on Australian motorists. The Federal Government is reefing money off
the motor industry and the people who
use oil and fuel products in Australia to
the extent that of the estimated revenue
from this source in the current Federal
Budget of $3287 miIlion only $734 million will pass back to the State Government. The remainder of the money will
go back into consolidated revenue.
The Federal Government is now saying that it will introduce a new programme but it will not touch the money
already received from the Australian
motorists, it will introduce a new tax of
1 cent a litre now and an additional 1
cent as at 1 July 1983. I am sure there
Mr Jasper
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will be an improvement in the road system throughout Australia but at what
cost to Australian motorists? One needs
to have in perspective the charges that
are being introduced to motorists in
Australia through the additional charges
introduced by the Federal Government.
Another point, which has not been
taken up by the media, is that in the
past the Federal Government has subsidized the freight differential to a maximum of O· 44 cents a litre throughout
Australia-that has cost the Federal
Government approximately $120 million
a year-but recently I was informed
that the Federal Government raised the
maximum price differential to 1 cent a
litre. The result is that most areas of
Victoria will now have no fuel freight
subsidy whatsoever from the Federal
Government and country areas in Victoria will be paying up to an additional
1 cent a litre, instead of being subsidized
to the maximum price differential of
0·44 cents a litre. The increased costs
of that will be borne by the motorists;
particularly those in country Victoria
and country Australia. I suggest-I have
no figures to prove this-that with the
reduction in the fuel freight differential,
the subsidy from the Federal Government to outlying areas in Australia will
be very small.
A matter I shall bring to the attention
of the Minister of Transport is the estimate that for every dollar that the Victorian people will be paying to the Australian bicentennial road development
programme they will be receiving back
only 30 cents in the dollar. Therefore,
Victorian motorists will be subsidizing
the rest of the development of road
works throughout Australia. If a new
programme is to be introduced and there
is to be an increase in fuel costs for
Victorians, the total amount should be
distributed to the Victorian Government
to improve the roads in Victoria. I hope
the Minister of Transport will make the
strongest representations to the Federal
Government, as I am doing, to ensure
that Victoria receives its fair share of
the funds, which are being raised from
fuel taxes on Victorian motorists, for
the improvement of roads. It is simply
not good enough to allow that situation
to continue.
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I draw the Minister's attention to the
price Victorians are paying for fuel,
particularly petrol. Everyone is aware
that approximately three years ago the
former Victorian Government introduced a fuel tax on petrol of 5·4 per cent
of the cost of the petrol. At present it
is 2· 61 cents a litre on the price of
petrol being retailed in Victoria. Over a
long period in this Parliament I have
highlighted the problems within the
petrol retailing industry in relation to
retailers, wholesalers and the problems
caused by the oil companies. Other
honourable members have also brought
that matter to the attention of the Parliament, especially the former member
for Morwell, Mr Amos, who forcibly
brought to the honourable member's
attention the freight problems within the
fuel industry in Victoria. Other honourable members brought that matter to
the attention of the former Government
but now a new Labor Government is in
power.
I pressed hard to have legislation introduced to bring some sort of regulation to this industry. We tried to regulate the industry to the benefit of all
people involved in the industry, whether
they be retailers or consumers. I was
pleased when legislation was introduced
last year by the Victorian Government.
There have been strong representations
from representatives of the petrol retailing industry and the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce who have
been st.rong in their comments and
criticisms of the previous Government
and of the new Government's current
methods of operation in trying to
achieve some sort of rationality within
this industry, which is so important to
Australia.
The former Government introduced
legislation to assist the operation of the
industry. There was the Fuel Prices
Regulation Bill and the Petroleum Retail
Sites Bill, which were debated late last
year in Parliament. All parties supported the legislation, including the new
Government, which strongly supported
it. However, the former Opoosition said
that if it came to power it would immediately proclaim the legislation and
act immediately to see that people were
protected to ensure some rationality in
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the fuel industry. What actually happened was that the Petroleum Retail
Sites Bill was assented to by the Governor on 5 January 1982 and was proclaimed on 27 January 1982. That legislation was to try to protect the fuel
retailer and give him the opportunity
to purchase 50 per cent of the petrol
from someone other than the owner of
the site or the supplying oil company
of that particular retailer.
The former Government was not prepared to proclaim the Fuel Prices Regulation Act even though it had been
assented to on 5 January 1982. It
believed the threat of this legislation
would bring about rationality in the distribution and pricing of fuel throughout
Victoria. All honourable members know
that did not happen and there was no
way that it would happen. When the
present Government came to power it
again was put under pressure to proclaim the legislation. It was also slow
in proclaiming the legislation and in acting to ensure that something was done
about this great industry which is-and
still is-in turmoil.
The legislation was proclaimed on
4 August 1982, and at that time a
prices commissioner was appointed in
an attempt to come to grips with, the
problems that are facing those people
involved in the industry. Subsequently,
a study group was set up. I applaud
the fact that the legislation was proclaimed finally, that the prices commissioner was appointed and that the study
group was established to examine pricing of fuel in Victoria. The Government
set the maximum wholesale price for
fuel in Melbourne and Geelong at 39·9
cents a litre and the maximum retail
price at 43·9 cents a litre. What has
happened since?
The National Party has been critical
that these measures do not go far
enough. It is all very well to set the
price of fuel for Melbourne and Geelong, but apparently it was too tough
for the Government to try to control
the prices of fuel in country Victoria.
On 2 September, the Premier issued a
news release in which he said that the
Government was monitoring closely
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country petrol prices and would impose
a maximum price if those prices were
shown to be excessive.
He instanced where prices were actually cheaper in some areas of country
Victoria compared to the maximum retail price for Melbourne and Geelong
and stated that the Government was
watching this matter closely. He said
that the Government was giving notice
to the oil industry that, in its rural operations, the Government would not be
prepared to see freight differentials used
as an excuse for price increases and
that, if the survey demonstrated that
this was occurring, the Government
would act.
Despite the Premier's mention of various pricing structures in the country,
particularly in Colac where there was
a lower retail price for petrol than in
Melbourne, and his examination of selected areas, most of the prices in his
reference were 43.9 cents a litre and
some were higher. In Bendigo the price
was 44.5 to 44.9 cents a litre, in Portland it was 46 cents a litre and in
Wodonga it was 44.9 cents a Iitre--the
price there was fairly comparable with
the. retail price in Melbourne.
Country people are being discriminated against by the Government. Significantly, the problem lies in trying to
establish the retail price of fuel. There
is no need for the retail price of fuel
to be set. The Government should set
the wholesale price and the industry
should be allowed to regulate the retail
price through competition. The highest
prices for fuel in country Victoria occur
at the wholesale level.
It is difficult to reconcile the Government's attitude in not acting on this
matter. I cite a letter that was sent to
the Minister of Consumer Affairs in
which the writer indicated that the
oil company was charging him 43.9 cents
a litre wholesale, which gave him a
margin of 2· 75 cents a litre.
There are great problems with the
pricing of fuel in country Victoria. The
Government must come to grips with
it and act immediately to ensure that
the wholesale price of fuel is set so that
Mr Jasper
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country people can obtain fuel at reasonable prices, so that retailers will be
able to make a reasonable profit and
so that all Victorian motorists and consumers can obtain fuel at reasonable
pri.ces. I would have preferred to have
mentioned further aspects of this question and the problems of oil companies,
which are also significant, and I shal1
do so when an opportunity arises in
the future.
Mr RAMSAY (Bnlwyn)-I refer to a
very important decision handed down
in the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission on 5 October in the matter of
the ratification of an agreement between
the Municipal Officers Association of
Australia (Victorian Branch) and other
trade unions and the State Electricity
Commission and a number of other Government statutory authorities.
This matter has a unique feature. The
agreement was one that included a provision that the authorities concerned
would make retrospective pay increases
available only to employees who were,
at the time the agreement was signed,
members of an appropriate union. If
any employee was not a member of one
of those unions, although covered by
the provisions of the awards being
sought to be amended, that employee
would not be eligible to receive this
payment.
To emphasize why this is such an
important issue, I refer to 27 May this
year when the Government made its
position clear that it was proposing in
all its dealings with employees in public
employment to favour those employees
who were members of the appropriate
unions. An Age report of 27 May under
the heading, UState will reward union
members, says Landeryou", stated:
The chairman of Cabinet's industrial relations
task force, Mr Landeryou, said yesterday that
the policy was being applied in negotiations
between the Government and unions representing SEC workers, teachers and hospital
employees.

The policy to which he was referring
was that the Victorian Government
would favour workers who were union
members when negotiating industry
agreements in the public sector.
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A very important principle was contained in the Minister's statement.
When analysed, it can be perceived as
a very serious matter. In effect, the
Government is saying to persons working in a statutory authority that they
will receive payment not on the basis
of work done and the value of the contribution they are making, although that
may be part of it, but that there is
an additional factor dependent on that
person's membership or otherwise of a
particular association wherein payments
that will be made by the Government
or statutory authority will be varied
accordingly.
A most superficial analysis of the
proposal indicates a very serious injustice. If a person is to work for the
Government or for any statutory authority or in public employment in any
area, surely the rewards received ought
to be given in return for the contribution that the person is making to that
work and the job being done. Equal pay
for equal work is a fundamental principle enshrined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights of the United
Nations and one that is adhered to by
this country and that in many areas is
argued most forcibly by the trade
union movement. The relevance or
otherwise of that principle need not
even be discussed.
One interesting consequence of the
announcement by the Minister for Economic Development in another place of
27 May was the flood of applications
for union membership from persons who
up to that time had not wished to belong
to a trade union. A further consequence
was the response from representatives
of the trade union movement. It was
reported in the same article in the Age:
Union leaders yesterday said the State Government's move set an important precedent.
The secretary of the Trades Hall Council, Mr
Stone, said he would not be surprised if other
unions started demanding the same differential
if there was pressure from the rank and file.
An industrial officer with the Australian
Clerical Officers Association, Mr Les Ayres,
said the Government's decision showed the
benefits of co-operation with the Government
both before and after the election.
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Clearly, certain officers of the trade
union movement regarded this as a deal
done with the Government both before
and after the election; a deal performed
by the unionists to gain benefits for
their own members through political
influence, no matter what effect it may
have on the principles enshrined in the
Declaration of Human Rights.
It became clear soon after the announcement of the Government was
made that many unions were using it
as part of a membership drive. In a
notice circulated by the SECV Branch
of the Municipal Officers Association,
meetings were called for 25 May and
26 May. The purpose of those meetings
was to decide whether the Government's
offer should be accepted, and there was
an indication that non-unionists could
apply for membership. The note at the
foot of the circular reads:
To qualify for retrospectivity applications
for Association membership must be in the
Branch Office by 9.00 a.m. on Thursday, 27
May to be processed. Stewards and Sub
Branch Secretaries are requested to forward
to Branch Office any membership applications
they are holding.

It was quite clear that the retrospective
payment for union members only would
not simply be a reward for those people
who had been members of the union,
but for any person who joined at the
time would qualify for the retrospective
payment which, under the terms of the
agreement, would amount to several
hundred dollars.
Other unions were not slow off the
mark either. A report in the Age of
June reads:
Public sector unions are preparing for a
membership drive following the State Government's decision to grant retrospective wage
rises to union members only.
The Association of Draughting, Supervisory
and Technical Employees said yesterday tha't
several hundred workers had applied to join
the union to be eligible for the pay rise.

On 27 May, the Victorian Public Service
Association issued a circular headed,
"Mr Landeryou, thanks for backing the
benefits of union membership!". The
Minister for Economic Development,
had gone a long way further than backing union membership. The Government
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attempted to ensure that those benefits
were even greater. The Minister made
a very interesting comment that is incorporated in the circular of the Victorian Public Service Association, which
reads:
Chairman of Cabinet's Industrial Task Force,
Mr Bill Landeryou told Parliament that it was
"fairly fundamental and obvious that those
who contribute to the cost of preparing, presenting and prosecuting a wage claim are entitled to the benefits of that wage claim and
those who share the benefits and accept those
benefits without contributing, do so a't a marginally higher standard of living than those
who contribute . . . ."

The Government's decision to grant
preference to union members in terms
of pay rises was being used by another
union as part of its membership drive.
That raises the question of how unions
should recruit members. I am not opposed to persons joining trade unions. I
would support them in their desire to
do so; I would encourage such people
to think carefully about their responsibilities as members of the work force
and to participate actively in the work
of the union covering their area of employment. A union can offer a member
or a prospective member any benefits
that it is prepared to provide.
I would fight to the death to support
the prinCiple that a person should not
be obliged to join a union and to ensure
that employers treat all employees in an
even-handed manner under the terms of
the award in an industry. The option of
differential pay rates for unionists and
non-unionists, where an award covers
both, should not be available to any employer.
I refer honourable members to the
decision of the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission. When this matter was
submitted to the commission for ratification, the commission rejected it. It
was made clear in the decision of the
commission that the pay rates proposed
in the agreement were not rejected; nor
did the commission reject the clause
that suggested that new pay rates should
operate from 28 February rather than
1 July. The rejection was based on one
issue only-that the agreement sought
Mr Jasper
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to differer.tiate in terms of the starting
dates for the new pay rates of unionists
and non-unionists.
Several reasons were given for the
rejection of this issue. The first was
that the variation sought in the agreement was outside the award. The decision reads:
. . . it will be seen that the applications
distinguish between issues which are to be the
subject of variation of a parent award pursuant
to clause 3 of the agreements and the one
issue, namely, of retrospectivity to 28 February
1982 which does not involve variation to the
awards.

The commission correctly pointed out
that its practice was to certify agreements for the variation of an award, but
not to certify agreements that involved
over-award payments. No matter how
this argument is couched, the agreement immediately took on the nature
of an over-award payment when the
pay rate sought was a variation outside
the award. The decision stated:
Therefore on this ground alone we would
hesitate to approve this part of the agreement.

The second reason why the commission
rejected the offer was that the statutory
authorities concerned had already
granted retrospectivity in other areas of
employment to unionists and nonunionists alike.
The decision reads:
The awards which cover blue collar workers
of these employers were varied with the approval of the commission (see for example the
Metal Industry Government Departments a!1d
Instrumentalities Interim award case, Print
F0281) without distinction between union
members and those who were not, although the
7 per cent increase and the date from which it
was payable, i.e. 28 February 1982, were the
same as in these proceedings.

The commission was requiring the
Government to be even-handed in its
treatment of employees, both unionists
and non-unionists, and was not prepared to agree to a variation of that
practice.
The third reason given by the commission was that the Public Service
Board had declined to make such a
distinction. That is an interesting point.
The decision continues:
The point is further highlighted by the
decision of the Victorian Public Service Board
on 2 September 1982 by which increases were
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awarded to public servants, with retrospectivity without mention of union membership.

The final, and perhaps the most important, reason for the commission's
decision was that the awards in
question, excepting one, were specifically awards covering both unionists and
non-unionists. I will read to the House
the section of the decision relating to
this point, as it is of importance:
With one exception the awards around which
this debate took place cover both unionists
and non-unionists. As unions may elect to seek
an award covering non-unionists (Metal Trades
case 54 CLR 387 at 402) and employers may
not (Graziers case 96 CLR 317) it is safe to
assume that the reason why the awards cover
both classes of employee is because the unions
chose that it should be in this form. The
concept of such an award giving differing
amounts to unionists and non-unionists is a
novel one. No principle of wage fixation which
this Commission adopts either in economic or
work value cases puts a different value on the
same work when it is performed by nonunionists. The question of union membership
is not relevant in such principles. We conclude
that it would be wrong in an award which
covers hoth unionists and non-unionists to give
less to the latter when they are performing
the same work as the former.
It was put to us that the reasons why unions
make claims for awards to cover non-unionists
is to protect the interests of their members
and not to protect the non-unionists. It is well
established that awards covering non-unionists
confer no rights upon those non-unionists but
create obligations upon employers about them.
This is to ensure that employers do not employ
non-unionists under less favourable conditions
than those applicable to unionists. It was
argued from this that unions are concerned
and can be concerned only with the future. It
is not possible to protect unions from what
has happened in the past because it has already happened. It follows that a provision for
retrospectivity is irrelevant to the concept of
protecting unionists from non-unionists. It was
even suggested that unions cannot agree to
retrospectivity for non-unionists because the
rationale to protection of unionists cannot by
definition apply to past events. Whether this
basic philosophic argument is correct noes not
reallv arise when the true nature or retrospective provisions about wage rates is examined. As Mr Ferdinandy put to us retrospective award provisions about rates of pay are not
retrospective in the true sense of that term.
What they require of an employer is that he
should at some future date pay an amount
of money which is calculated by reference to
past service. Although it is expressed as a
retrospective payment it is in fact not one.
Therefore to the extent that the union relied
on the concept of unions being protected
against non-unionists as to amounts to be paid
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by an employer, a so-called retrospective payment is no different from any other prospective
payment.

Had the awards under consideration
applied to unionists only this problem
would not have arisen. But having decided that it wished to protect itself
against underpayment to non-unionists,
a union cannot attempt to put nonunionists in a different position from
unionists as far as remuneration is concerned. We consider that this would be
a discrimination against non-unionists
and while the act does not protect nonunionists by provisions such as section
5, and while it clearly encourages the
formation of unions, we believe we have
a duty to ensure that in awards such
as those before us they are not discriminated against in the financial rewards
they get for doing their jobs. We have
therefore formed the opinion that the
proposed discrimination against nonunionists is not in the public interest.
As we have mentioned earlier, both
the unions and the employers submitted
strongly that the agreements should be
certified as a whole or not at all. Given
this attitude we are compelled to the
conclusion that as we find one provision
in the agreements objectionable o~ p':lblic interest grounds we must declIne to
certify any of them. It should be pointed
out however that without this differential approach to non-unionists the applications would not in our view have offended matters of public interest and
the agreements would have been certified.
For the above reasons the applications to certify the agreements are refused. That is a tremendously important decision.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C_ T.
Edmunds)-Order!
The honourable
member has only 2 minutes.
Mr RAMSAY-The decision will ensure that fair play operates for conditions of employment for the Australian
work force in the future. The Government should take action on one important consequence of this matter.
Many persons were persuaded to join
these unions on the pretext that it was
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the only way they could ensure their
positions in regard to salary. That belief has now been proved to be untrue,
and many of those people may not wish
to continue as members of the union
in future.
One practice in the trade union movement is that a person cannot resign
from a trade union unless he or she
is a financial member at the time of
the resignation. If any of those persons
who have been persuaded to join the
union on the pretext that it was the
only way of protecting their positions
do not specifically resign from the union
before their current membership expires,
they will be told by the union when
they attempt to resign that their resignation cannot be accepted because they
are not financial members. They are
told that if they pay the next year's
subscription they will be able to resign.
This practice could continue for several
years. I have had people in my electorate office complaining about the
situation of other unions in which people
have sought to resign from a union and
have been prevented from doing so because of these rules.
In these circumstances, I put to the
Government the argument that because
this action has conned people into joining, unions under false pretences, an
obligation exists to let those persons
know that if they wish to discontinue
membership of the union they should
take action before their current membership expires, otherwise they will find
themselves caught up in the union rules,
which are not legitimate. I am not arguing against them, but they are rules to
which people do not necessarily give
much attention.
The SPEAKER .(the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order!
The honourable
member's time has expired.
Mr REMINGTON (Melbourne )-Certainly, the honourable member's time
has expired, as has his wisdom. I wish
to correct some matters. I certainly
respect the decision of the Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission on this
matter, but none the less I am somewhat saddened by it. It has been an
Australian tradition to oppose bludgers
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and freeloaders. The non-unionist has
waxed fat for far too long. The honourable member for Doncaster, who is
interjecting, has never been a member
of a union in his life. For far too long,
the non-unionist has waxed fat on the
backs of those who pay!
It is a tradition in this country not
to like freeloaders and bludgers. It is
a pity that the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission was constrained by the
rules and regulations under which it
operates to prevent union preference
being given to unionists in this case.
No wonder industrial relations in this
State were in such a parlous state that
Victoria formerly had the honourable
member for Balwyn as, Minister of
Labour and Industry! If a person wants
to resign from a union, he is free to do
so, but I strongly support the union
in its claim to give preference to unionists. This occurred in the oil industry
with the Federal award in about 1968
or 1970.
In the union of which I was Federal
president, a closed shop operated in the
banking industry with a condition of employment being union membership. The
agreement worked out with the banks
was that if one was not a member of
the union, one could not work in the
banking industry. That agreement was
offered to the union tby the banks. One
must be a member of the 'Australian
Bank Employees Union to work in the
banking industry. That arrangement was
put to the union by the employers.
The principal matter on which I wish
to grieve relates to the fact that in recent years a trend has occurred of introducing extremely unethical commercial leases in business. The present practice in the way leases ,re drawn acts
to the detriment of small business
people in Victoria and throughout many
States of Australia. The unfair leases
are a real problem for many small business people, many of whom are in the
Melbourne electorate and lease premises
in the central business district.
Mr Williams-Give us a few examples.
Mr REMINGTON-There are many
examples. The running of the Westfield
Shopping town development in Doncaster contains a most unsavoury factor in
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which leases are tied to turnover. It is
difficult to understand why in 27 years
of Liberal Party rule in this State, including Thompson, Hamer and Bolte
Governments, nothing was done to protect the most vital element of the business sector, namely, small business.
One of the unfair conditions of leases
is that shopkeepers must pay landlords
a percentage of the goodwill when businesses are sold. That is an infringement
of any businessman's right to sell a concern after building up a successful business. Small business people may work
excessively long hours for a number of
years to build up turnover and increase
profit. When a person receives a high
price for his business, the landlord puts
his grubby hand out and takes a percentage of the goodwill through the
lease. This situation has been tolerated
by so-called free enterprise conservative
governments in Australia. In many of
the leases, the rate of rental is tied to
the turnover of the business. In other
words, not only does the landlord take
his share when the businessman sells
his business, but also the harder he
works the more successful he becomes.
Then, once again, the landlord puts his
fist in the till and, in terms of this unfair lease, demands a percentage.
I know that the honourable member
for Niddrie was a successful businessman. He was fortunate to be able to
operate in premises that he owned. He
would have found it outrageous if the
harder he worked the more the landlord
had his hand in his pocket. An honourable member interjects and asks, what
do I know about it. I suppose J was
more closely related to the private
enterprise system than any other member in this House. I spent more than
30 years working in a private ente~prise
system and I know the problems experienced by business people. I know
that they suffered from the indifferent
attitude of the Liberal Party-National
Party Government, and they have been
exploited by friends of that Government
and by landlords.
There is also the situation where
landlords demand unreasonably large
bond payments when a person enters
into a lease for business premises. It
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concerns me greatly that the terms of
the lease, in many instances, are far too
short. When a person enters into business, he is entitled to a reasonable
period of security of tenure so that he
can recoup some of the capital he has
invested in the business and return to
himself a profit. If the terms of the
leases are very short, at the end of two
or three years when the business is
firing, that business person is in the
hands of the landlord for the renewal
of the lease.
I believe that a businessman who is
leasing premises has the responsibility
to advise the landlord six months before
his lease is due to expire whether he
desires to continue that lease. A landlord, equally, has the responsibility to
tell the business person six months before the lease is due to expire, if he does
not wish to renew it.
I also believe, when a business enters
into a lease of premises, that providing
he is a good tenant and abides by the
conditions of the lease, by law he
should have the right to exercise an
option for renewal. There has been a
great deal of national interest in the
whole question of unfair leases. I suppose many of us, but not too many,
speak very favourably of Queensland.
Mr Thompson's mate, Bjelke-Joh-The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! When the honourable member refers to other members,
it should be in the correct manner.
Mr REMINGTON-When I saw the
Leader of the Opposition, the outgoing
Leader of the Opposition, in the advertisement on Westpac, and the two ducks
in full flight, I thought one represented
the Leader of the Opposition and the
other Bjelke-Joh winging their way to
Queensland.
The SPEAKER-Order! In respect of
the Premier of Queensland, the same
condition applies.
Mr REMINGTON-The Honourable
the Premier of Queensland. In Queensland, business people were confronted
with this problem and a report was conducted on shopping complex leases.
Some of the recommendations made in
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that report affect people in Victoria but
they are denied to them. One of the
recommendations in the report was that
owners should either cease the current
practice of charging rents as a percentage of gross turnover or formulate a
more equitable structure of percentage
rents when dealing with small tenants.
The report also recommended that in the
event of percentage rents being discontinued, owners should cease requiring
the production of monthly turnover
figures.
It is absolutely improper that a person conducting a business has to provide the landlord with his monthly turnover of sales. I could not imagine that
a genuine free enterprise orientated
party, as the Liberal Party purports to
be, could ever have tolerated such a
situation to exist, but it does exist in all
the provincial shopping centres throughout Victoria, and it operates to the disadvantage of people building up their
businesses.
The Queensland report also called for
a longer period for leases. As I said before, a person in business is entitled to
some security of tenure. One of the bad
elauses in these leases is that if a man
sells his business, the landlord can still
fall back on the original person who
took out the lease if the person who
takes over the lease does not fulfil the
requirements of that lease.

legislation introduced quickly, must understand that there is an immense workload on this Government to introduce
the required legislation to put this State
in reasonable business shape.
When a person enters into a lease, he
should know at the outset what his
monthly commitment is. The additional
outgoings added to a lease have sometimes increased 300 per cent over that
originally stated in the lease. If the
amount of rent is increased, it has a
multiplying effect. Members of the Opp05ition mayor may not know that an
inefficient business would run at about
four times its turnover; four times its
working capital would be the amount
of its sales. A reasonably efficient business would run at five to six times its
turnover, and a highly profitable business could run at as high as ten times
its turnover. Therefore, if the rental is
increased by $2000 a year, and reduces
the businessman's' working capital by
that amount, it has a profound effect.
It can affect sales by $10 000 a year, and
on the basis that he is making a 25 per
cent return on sales, it is costing about
$2500 in lost profit, in addition to the
increased rental of $2000.

I hear the voice of the real estate
agent from the National Party. He
would be only too familiar with the
unfair practices that exist. I hope he
win dissociate himself from any of
. these improper leases.

Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)I raise a matter of considerable importance to the outer .eastern suburbs of
Melbourne, that is, the Nunawading
ambulance station. The community in
Nunawading has been anticipating the
construction of a new ambulance station
for some time. The former Liberal Government gave a clear undertaking that
one-third of the necessary funds would
be provided by the Government.

The Australian Labor Party has a
policy that it will introduce legislation
into this State to provide lease protection for small businesses. From the
statements I have made today, it should
be made clear to business people that
the Labor Party is concerned for them
and proposes to take action to provide
a standard, fair lease. This will have a
high priority in the legislation that is to
be introduced into the Parliament.
Nonetheless, small business people, as
well as those people who have approached me on the matter who wish to have
Mr Remington

Small business people are confron ted
with many problems: I can assure them
that the Cain Government will act on
this matter to protect their interest.

The Nunawading Rotary Club has
been the initiating local organization and
has worked extremely hard in the district to raise its share of the funds and
was, of course, very pleased when the
undertaking was given by the Thompson
Government that funds would be
provided.
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Ferntree Gully-a long way from Nunawading; a long· way from the Box Hill
Hospital, and a long way from the
Maroondah Hospital.
The Government claims that it wants
to boost the building industry. Here is
a building which the local community
wants to have built, a building for which
the local community has contributed
funds and this Government is so mean
The local community is, of course, and so discriminatory that it will not
very disappointed and not a little fear- even honour an undertaking for oneful of the consequences of this discrimi- third of the $200 OOO-odd required-its
natory decision by the Socialist Govern- contribution to a very necessary facility
which was an undertaking given by its
ment and its Minister of Health.
predecessors.
There is a shortage of ambulance faciIf the Government claims it wants to
lities in the outer eastern suburbs. The boost the building industry, why not
Nunawading Ambulance Station was to in Nunawading and other areas in the
fulfil a most important role in providing outer eastern metropolitan region? Why
a facility in the Nunawading area, a not pay the one-third share of the cost
facility which would serve not only Nun- of this building and give jobs to people
awading but also a wide area to the in the building industry and assist in the
rejuvenation of the building industry in
north, south, east and west of it.
Victoria.
A MICA unit-a Mobile Intensive
The Nunawading Rotary Club is holdCare Ambulance-operates out of the
ing
thousands of dollars collected in a
Box Hill Hospital. Other ambulances
public appeal. The Nunawading City
also operate out of that hospital. The Council
has provided land and financial
intention was that ambulance services support, but the Government has now
in the outer eastern area were to be abandoned this project.
made more effective and more efficient
There has been no outcry from the
by utilizing and rationalizing the facilities provided by the Box Hill Hospital Labor members who were elected to
and the proposed new ambulance serve the district. Do honourable members hear the honourable member for
station at Nunawading.
Mitcham raising his voice in protest
The Minister of Health has claimed against action taken by the Governthat staff and vehicles are not available. ment? Do honourable members hear
The fact is that the MICA unit does the honourable member for Nunawading
exist-it is operating out of the Box Province in another place raising his
Hill Hospital-and there are other am- voice in protest? Do honourable membulances already at the hospital which bers hear a voice being raised in protest
could be stationed at Nunawading and by the honourable member for Ringthis move would relieve pressure on the wood? Do honourable members hear
anything from the honourable member
Box Hill Hospital facilities.
for Box Hill? Not a word from any of
The Government informs honourable them. They do not care. They have
members that 40 new ambulances have been elected on a whole series of
been ordered. Where will they be sta- promises. They are here-they are
tioned? They certainly will not be successful-they have achieved the
stationed in Nunawading because the objective-they are in ParliamentGovernment has now decided that it is Hoorah! They now sit back and abannot going to support that project. The don promise after promise after promise.
nearest ambulance station will be at They have abandoned an undertaking
It has now been found that, in line
with the action that has been taken in
so many other matters relating to the
outer eastern suburbs of Melbourne by
the new Labor Government, a discriminatory decision has been made. The
community has now been informed by
the Minister of Health that these funds
will not be made available for the Nunawading Ambulance Station.
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Mr WHITING (Mildura)-The matter
that was given by the previous Government to provide a relatively small I wish to raise with the Minister for
amount of money. They have abandon- Consumer Affairs has already been
ed the people they were elected to raised previously by the honourable
serve. They have not raised their voices member for Springvale. It concerns the
in protest against this disgraceful dis- Kayser-Laser competition which has
criminatory decision of the Labor Gov- been running in Victoria for a month
ernment.
or two. The method of winning a motor
car as a prize is opening a lock that
Where is the honourable member for is provided in the participating store
Mitcham when the chips are really
a plastic key obtained from a
down? What does the honourable mem- with
packet
of Kayser pantyhose.
ber for Mitcham care about the people
It
is
interesting to note the number
he was elected to serve? Honourable
members wait in vain for a voice being of cases that have come to light of
raised by the honourable member for claims where the undertaking has not
Mitcham or his Upper House colleague, been honoured by Courtaulds Hilton
the honourable member for Nunawading Ltd, the manufacturers of the pantyProvince. Honourable members wait in hose, and The Market Place Marketing
vain for a voice being raised in protest Group Pty Ltd, which is running the
by those honourable members against competition. When a person is successthis disgraceful discriminatory decision ful in opening a lock with a plastic key,
by the Government against the outer which is the normal requirement for
winning the prize, the lock must be
eastern suburbs of Melbourne.
forwarded to The Market Place MarketIt is time for the honourable member ing Group for examination and what
for Mitcham, the honourable member for the marketing group calls a "security
Nunawading Province and other honour- check".
able members of the Labor Party in
Mrs Dawn Stevenson of 176 Eleventh
this House and the Upper House to
stand up and be counted. Let it be Street, Mildura, received much pubknown where they stand on this issue. licity after being successful in opening
Let it be known where they stand in one of the locks. That lock was forrelation to the Minister of Health who warded to the firm concerned and, in
is abandoning the people who live in turn, the firm wrote to her saying that
that area. Let it be put on record where it was sorry but the lock did not pass
they stand. Let them support the people the security check and, therefore, she
of Nunawading and the outer eastern was not eligible for a prize.
Shortly after that incident, I received
suburbs of Melbourne by demanding
that the Government proceed with its a complaint from Mrs F. Bailey of 21
assistance to build this ambulance sta- Coleman Avenue, Mildura, who had had
tion so that lives may be saved in the a similar experience. Mrs Coleman reouter eastern suburbs of Melbourne, ceived a reply from Mr Michael Dolan,
instead of abandoning them the way a director of The Market Place Marketthat these honourable members appear ing Group Pty Ltd, indicating that the
lock she had opened had also failed
to want them to be abandoned.
the security check and that nothing
I call on the Minister of Health to further could be done.
put up the money to build that amI later received a telephone call from
bulance station. I call upon honourable Mrs
Moylan of 135 Darling Street in
members for Mitcham, Nunawading Wentworth, New South Wales, which
Province, Ringwood, Bennettswood and is adjacent to the City of Mildura. Mrs
all those honourable members who have Moylan informed me that she and her
been elected by the people of the outer son, Brian, had actually opened a lock
eastern suburbs of Melbourne, on an at the store in Mildura that was parundertaking that they would serve the ticipating in the competition and that
community, to stand up and demonstrate they, too, had received a similar reply
from the marketing group.
that they will serve the community.
Mr Richardson
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I paid a visit to the offices of The
Market Place Marketing Group in South
Melbourne and spoke to a member of
the staff who indicated that the company had received a number of similar
complaints and that they had a number
of court cases pending because people
had claimed that the way in which the
competition was being run was not
satisfactory. The member of the staff
said that the company was getting to
the stage where it wished it had never
undertaken the running of the competition in the first place and that it would
certainly never run it again. He assured
me that the competition was being conducted legally and that, when the first
eight keys that were to be the successful ones were moulded, a group of
people were present.
The sitting was suspended at 12.55
p.m. until 2.4 p.m.

Mr WHITING-Before the suspension
of the sitting I indicated the problem
surrounding the Kayser Ford Laser competition. According to the advertisement, people whose key can open a
lock in stores throughout the State are
entitled to win a prize. It happens that
three people in the immediate vicinity
of Mildura have opened the lock and
subsequently found, on sending the lock
and key to the company promoting the
competition, that they were not prizewinners because they failed to pass a
security check.

On visiting The Market Place Marketing Group Pty Ltd in South Melbourne,
I was shown a large number of plastic
keys of various colours. They all appeared to be similar and occasionally
opened one of the locks. Therefore,
people are led to believe they have won
a motor car in the competition. I was
assured by the person running the competition that only eight keys were intended to open the locks. After those
keys were cast, the mould was broken
and no further keys were available for
that purpose. The keys which entitled
a person to a prize were marked with a
black light pencil and the mark shows
up on the key under ultra-violet light. I
saw a demonstration of the security test
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and I am reasonably satisfied that some
effort was made to make certain that, at
that stage, the public was not misled.
However, I am more concerned about
the newspaper advertisements about the
competition which clearly indicates that
if the lock opens, the person wins a car.
I have taken up the matter with the
Minister of Consumer Affairs and I
trust he will follow it through to ascertain whether action can be taken against
the group promoting the competition,
against Courtaulds Hilton Ltd, which is
the company concerned, or anyone else
involved in the process regardless of the
extent to which they are involved.
The honourable member for Springvale brought the attention of the House
to an occurrence in the area he represents which was a similar case to the
one I mentioned concerning Mrs Stevenson. She and her husband began negotiations with a motor car firm. They
swapped the car they had supposedly
won and a trade-in vehicle and bought
a new vehicle. They have now discovered, according to the letter they received from The Marketing Group Pty
Ltd, that they will not be given a car.
This is a serious matter for members of
Parliament and the Consumer Affairs
Bureau to investigate. It is coincidental,
perhaps, that three cases occurred in
Mildura and only one case occurred in
Springvale. I wonder whether any other
cases have arisen. If any other cases
arise, it will certainly be worth while
following them through because obviously some people have been disappointed. This may have adverse effects
against the product of the company
which promoted the competition in the
first place.
Mr NORRIS (Noble Park)-I address
my remarks to the problem of teenage
drinking. In the light of the recent
announcement by the Government that
hotels are to be allowed to open on a
S~nday, this is possibly an appropriate
time for honourable members to address
themselves to a problem about which
they are all conscious in the electorates
they represent.
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Although the young account for only
one-quarter of all alcoholics, the number
of drinkers in the under-25 years age
group is increasing at the alarming rate
of 100 per cent a year. Alcohol is the
greatest menace facing our society.
Mr Maclellan-Perhaps you mean the
abuse of alcohol.
Mr NORRIS-I stand corrected; I
refer to the abuse' of alcohol. One hears
constantly of the problems associated
with hard drugs and the horrifying
effects of heroin but, to me, the abuse
of alcohol is just as horrific. This is a
difficult message to sell to society be-cause we live in a society where every
red-blooded male is expected to get
drunk at least once a week. If he does
not, he is considered to be some sort
of weak deviant.
I do not drink and at social functions
the pressure which is applied to me to
partake of alcohol is enormous. If I
were a sixteen-year-old boy, perhaps
to shut people up and become one of
the mob, I would partake of alcohol.
It is a difficult message to sell. In trying
to sell that message one could be considered to be a Jeremiah or a Fred Nile,
and I do not want to be linked with
Fred Nile.
An enormous euphoria has existed
during the running of the CommonweaUh Games. I was upset to note that
Rael~ne Boyle, who has been a great
herOine of the games, has given her
name to a vintage wine-"Vintage
Boyle," and she received $15000 for
launching that wine. She donated the
money to the Commonwealth Games
Fund, but I consider that to be an insidiolls form of advertising. Linking
alcohol with sport is an insidious form
of advertising. Raelene Boyle is looked
upon as one of the great heroines of the
Australian sporting scene.
Raelene Boyle would never in a fit
put her name to cigarettes, but she has
put her name to alcohol. Tobacco is
.something that one uses to harm oneself, but the use of alcohol is having a
devastating effect throughout society.
The Leader of the National Party is
interjecting, but I remind him of the
cost of alcohol to society.
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Mr Burgin-Get stuck into your Government.
Mr NORRI~I am directing my remarks to the Government because I believe something should be done about
the problems of alcohol.
Mr Maclellan-You don't expect it to
happen?
Mr NORRIS-I am the eternal
optimist.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds)--Order! If the honourable member for Noble Park wishes to continue
to address the House, he should
address the Chair.
Mr NORRI~Alcohol is costing the
community $100 million a year. Alcohol
is responsible for 1 in every 2 road
deaths; 1 in every 5 drownmgs, half
the deaths from cirrhosis of the liver'
the occupation of 1 in 5 hospital beds~
2 in 5 divorces and almost threequarters of the number of violent
crimes. Alcohol is also responsible for
1 in every 5 cases of child bashings.
The cost of alcohol to the community
is enormous. Raelene Boyle would
never put her name to cigarettes or to
any other tobacco product, but she has
put her name to alcohol because alcohol is the socially accepted drug.
Another competitor at the Commonwealth Games, Bev Francis, the shotput competitor, did· not win the shotput event and she was reported as being
upset that her friend, Gael Mulhall did
not win the shotput event. She wa; reported. in the newspaper as saying, "I
am gOing out to get drunk. Where is the
nearest bar?" That type of comment
would have been picked up by many
young people, who naturally admire
sports persons. That type of comment
can have an undermining effect on
young persons. What is the answer?
There would not be an honourable
member present who would not know
of the effects of alcohol within the community. I urge the honourable member
for Doncaster to note that I have here a
handful of newspaper quotes that I
obtained from
the Parliamentary
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Library. For example, under the headline, "Teen boozing widespread" an
article from a newspaper states:
A council survey has revealed widespread
heavy drinking among senior students in the
Doncaster-Templestowe area.

Country towns are rife with teenage
alcoholics. All honourable members
should direct their attention to a means
of solving the problems created by alcohol. What can be done?
Who did the Victorian Football
League get to sponsor the VFL Grand
Final, which is the greatest sporting
event in this country after the Melbourne Cup? Carlton and United
Breweries Ltd was the main sponsor for
the VFL Grand Final. I urge the Government to consider the imposition of a
levy on all forms of alcohol advertising
in Victoria. I should urge the Government to use the money obtained from
that levy to conduct a campaign against
alcohol in the same manner that the
"Life: Be in It" campaign was conducted, in an endeavour to lend support
to teenagers who do not want to drink.
What form of campaign could it be?
I am open to suggestions! The campaign
could use well-known sporting identities, pop stars and other people whom
the youth admire. Those popular people
could be used in media campaigns and
quoted as saying, "I do not drink. I am
a success. Life is OK for me." It
would mean that when the pressure is
put on a young person at a party to have
a drink, that person would be able to
identify with someone whom he admires
and that person would be able to say,
411 will not have a drink because such
and such a person does not drink. No
thank you, I will have a coke". A campaign of that nature may sound. fairly
simplistic, but I am sure, that with the
assistance of the brains that are present
in this Chamber, a suitable campaign
could be formulated.
I honestly believe that society in many
ways has given up the fight against the
problems of alcohol, but I do not believe
that honourable members should give
up that fight. Honourable members
would abrogate their responsibility for
the youth of Australia if they gave up
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the fight against the problems of alcohol.
I urge the Government to consider the
imposition of a levy on the advertising
of all forms of alcohol.
Many of the problems associated with
alcohol can be traced back to the home.
Kids are often encouraged at an early
age to drink at home. There is a myth
that if a parent introduces either his or
her child to alcohol at a young age that
child will be able to handle alcohol
later in life and will not have any problems. I know you agree with me, Mr
Speaker, because I can see you are
nodding. Many parents claim that if
one introduces one's child to wine at
the dinner table that child will be used
to alcohol and will know how to accept
it. That is the greatest heap of codswallop ever perpetrated because the
country with the most chronic alcohol
problem is the country where this myth
originated-that is France. If one visited
France, one would see the unbelievable
level of alcoholism in French society. It
is not on for someone to say, HI am·
introducing my child to a glass of wine
during dinner. He is only eight years of
age and he will be able to handle alcohol." Statistics prove otherwise.
The Government plans to amend the
legislation to enable hotels to trade on
Sundays. Access to grog will be easier.
I am not necessarily opposed to that
access but, allied with a lessening of
restrictions on the access to the· consumption of alcohol, must be a genuine
Government campaign to either warn or
help those young persons who do not
want to partake of alcohol and who
wish to remain sober.
Mr WlLLIAMS (Doncaster)-I welcome the contribution to the grievance
debate by the honourable member for
Noble Park. Indeed, I invite the honourable member to visit Frankston where
Fred Nile and the Festival of Light will
be staging a function. I would welcome
the attendance of the honourable member at that function.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order!
The
honourable
member for Doncaster should address
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the Chair. The honourable member
should note that invitations should be
arranged privately.
Mr WILLIAMS-Mr Speaker, you
would agree with my comments. The
Minister for Local Government, like me,
was taught to be temperate in all things.
Mr Maclellan-He just got a bit
extreme in his politics.
Mr WILLIAMS-No, the Minister has
the same temperate politics as I have. I
was interested to hear the reference by
the honourable member for Noble Park
to the drinking problem in Doncaster. I
am not very proud about that problem,
but honourable members should note
that the alcohol problem is due to the
affluence of the residents of the area
that I represent. The area that I represent is the wealthiest city in Australia
and many parents who engage in the
rat race tend to neglect their children
and the children tend to become involved with drink.
I do not want to change human
nature, as I am sure the honourable
member for Noble Park does not want
to change human nature. If the honourable member and I appear to be like
prophets of the Old Testament, it is
only because we are trying to restrain
our colleagues. I do not want to be seen
as a prohibitionist; I do not want a
world where people do not gamble.
However, I am concerned the Government is not tackling the problem of
gambling in Victoria, particularly illegal
gambling. I put a question on the Notice
Paper to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services about the Police
Racing Squad. The answer I received
indicated that the Racing Squad was to
investigate the activities of the racing
industry. I was most disappointed with
the answer given by the Minister which
indicated:
Reports submitted since that time include
reports in relation to possible greyhound conspiracies, bookmaker inquiries, and alleged
theft on a bookmaker, deceptions practised
during the sale of horses and dogs and related
matters, and the Ararat Gold Cup . . .

That did not get us very far. The Minister then stated:
The subject-matters of many of these reports are still under inves·tigation . . .
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But I am very irritated with the answer
because further on the Minister states:
Extensive inquiries have been made into
race fixing and rigging of betting odds but no
interstate bookmakers have been identified as
being responsible for· such activities.

I do not want the Minister to come in
this House as he;::did the other day and
blackguard me. :He can read the facts
in the transcript of the casino inquiry.
He can ask the 'Chief Commissioner of
Police to read the answers given by the
policeman in the witness box to see if
I was justified in making those statements. I challenge him to do so.
The policeman was questioned under
oath and asked to check back on an
assertion made ir. relation to allegations
made about a detective training school
in June or July 1980 about the tailing
of a certain gentleman in the United
States of America. I challenge the Minister not to come in the House and
blackguard me but to check with the
Chief Commissioner of Police and read
the allegations that were made during
the casino inquiry.
Gambling has become a multi-million
dollar industry in this country. Because
of a downturn in the economy, people
are hoping to make the big "kill" because of their present economic worries.
As the economy increasingly sours
Australians are turning more and more
to gambling. This year in Australia the
amount spent on gambling will reach
something like $15000 million-an
enormous amount of money. The
figures to which I shall refer compare
the increase in gambling since 1957. In
1957 the Totalizator Agency Board
received for the whole of Australia
$64·97 million and now it is up to
$1000 'million. If one allows for a fourfold increase in the price level on the
cost of living index, it is still more than
$1000 million.
The takings of bookmakers have not
increased very much and, comparatively, I would say the basis in the real
prive levels of the amount of bookmaking in 1957 was $554· 8 million and
the figure has increased constantly over
the years to more than $600 million today. The takings by poker machines, of
course, have soared from $42·3 million
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in 1957 to more than $6000 million today. Lottery takings have increased
from $65'7 million to more than $1000
million, and raffles money has remained
fairly low, at approximately $57 million.
The amount taken by casinos is about
$300 million a year. I presume these
figures include SP bookmakers.
I am astonished at the amount of
money that is flowing in this business
but what concerns me most is that
organized crime has infiltrated the
industry. I appeal to the Minister for
Youth, Sport and Recreation, who, I
think, shares much of my anxiety about
many of the whispers he gets about the
roguery going on at the greyhounds, the
trots and even the thoroughbred horse
racing industry. There are some
extremely crooked goings on.
I will not blackguard the names of
many people who are involved but I
have those names at my disposal. I ten
the House in all sincerity that I hope
these people engaged in protecting the
illegal practices in the racing industry
smarten themselves up, or else I will
do a hatchet job in this place and start
throwing some names around!
The Mr Bigs of organized crime use
gambling to launder ill-gotten gains.
Cash money may be taken to a bookmaker, a casino or some other gambling
enterprise, be it legal or illegal. One
can buy a winning ticket after the horse
or dog has won or, even better, rig the
race beforehand and then go along to
a public inquiry and the Taxation Commissioner and say that one has won all
the money at the races. The really big
race track money laundering is done by
the Farr organization in Sydney. FaIT,
of course, is a partner to Abe Saffron,
George Freeman and some of the other
characters I named a few weeks ago.
Abe Saffron was a star figure in the
Maxwell Royal Commission and the
Moffitt Royal Commission in 1974. He
was mentioned again in the recent Allen
inquiry in New South Wales. Recently,
Saffron fell out with his partner Farr,
whose name has been linked with a huge
S.P. betting operation in the heart of
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King's Cross, laying off very considerable amounts of money with licensed
bookmakers.
The interesting thing is that the Farr
syndicate bets in cash but is very particular about collecting from the bookmakers by cheque. They pay only cash
to the bookmakers but they collect
cheques from them to show how lucky
they were at the races. The Farr syndicate collected several hundred thousand
dollars when Grey Receiver won the
Elder's Handicap at Eagle Farm racecourse in Brisbane on 12 June at the
nice odds of 16 to 1. One bookmaker
was forced to hand over a cheque for
$250000.
The win was in complete contrast to
the horse's failure when it finished last
in the Katie's Cup a week earlier. Farr,
I am told, picks his race days carefully
and spreads his money through a variety
of agents around the ring and interstate.
The Farr syndicate is not alone and that
has been revealed-I do not say publicly.
I have some good friends and, even
though I know nothing about racing, I
know very well what my informants
tell me.
The Farr syndicate is not alone in
hitting the jackpot on boat races. And
as most people will be aware "boat"
races are rigged races. Robert TrimboIi's
Riverina marijuana syndicate is heavily
in to stud horses in the north of Sydney.
The syndicate owns a string of horses
which were all purchased with cash. A
witness before the Stewart Royal Commission into drug trafficking has described how Trimoli rigged a race at
Rosehill in Sydney on 29 November
1980, which netted $650 000 in an interstate and S.P. betting coup. This sort
of activity concerns me greatly.
I am also concerned about the information I received about the trotting industry in Victoria. Again, I give due
warning to the chief stipendiary steward
and his stewards to smarten themselves
up because my information is extremely
good. The 1981 details of the Trotting
Control Board's turnover, which I presume includes the totalizator and country races, was approximately $141 mil-
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lion and about half that total is in the
country; the metropolitan trots received
only $47 million.
It is my belief that races are rigged
in the bush as well. I hate to say that
but I see some of my country brethren
nodding their heads-perhaps they
know what is happening. I came from
the north west of the State and am
aware that there are many honest people
in the trotting business; they are not all
crooks, but there are some. I am told
by my informant that the Chief Stipendiary. Steward of the Trotting Control
Board receives, on average, between 20
and 30 complaints a week from owners
regarding driving of their horses and
the treatment of owners by trainers and
drivers. When he is asked by the owners
why he wants names and addresses, he
suddenly becomes quite sarcastic.
I am told that, in the trotting industry, dishonest people are running riot,
doing as they please, and that honest
people are considered to be rejects. My
informant tells me that this can be
checked. I did not realize that tapes
existed on these races and he tells me
that if the Minister for Youth, Sport
and Recreation and his squad are fair
dinkum, they should get hold of these
tapes and follow a few races, perhaps
quietly-I will not drop names in the
House-I shall tell him of race days,
horses and odds, if that is what he
wants.
I give due warning that if there is
to be gambling in the fair State of Victoria, it should be fair dinkum. I do not
want these sorts of activities going on.
I hope that next week the Minister, as
a sign of good faith, will give assurances
to the people of Victoria that a few
people will be put in "Coburg College"
as a result of their activities.
Mr WALLACE (Gippsland South)The Government's intention to ban
amateur marine netting is of great concern to those persons who follow that
sport in the electorate of Gippsland
South. I was at a meeting at Yarram
recently that was attended by 45
enthusiasts who expressed concern
about the Government's intentions to
ban netting in marine waters. Mainly,
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they were concerned that they would
not have the opportunity of discussing
this matter with the Minister for Conservation. It was decided to invite the
honourable gentleman to the next meeting to be held in a fortnight or three
weeks' time. I can exhibit to the House
the net in question.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Qrder! It is impossible to
incorpora te that in Hansard!
Mr W ALLACE-I shall describe the
compromise agreed to by those who
attended the meeting. It was agreed to
submit a proposal that amateur netters
would use a large mesh net and would
discard the bunt, which is of a fine mesh
and which is the bagging part of the
net. The fishing net, particularly catches
of flounder, is important to these people.
Approximately 130 people in the area
hold netting permits. Some travel to
these waters once a month from Morwell and the Latrobe Valley at a cost
of approximately $80 for fuel for their
boats and cars just to fish in the inland
marine waters.
Mr Ihlein-I do not think the anglers
would like what they are doing.
Mr WALLACE-I am sure anglers
are in agreement because anglers often
come to fish in these waters, too, and
pull in about 300 or 400 fish when they
are biting, and a lot of these fish are
wasted. Perhaps what is required is a
bag limit, similar to that which applies
to amateur net fishermen. The amateur
net fishermen are prepared to compromise on the issue and, if the Minister for
Conservation is able to attend the next
meeting, I am sure that this difficulty
with Government policy will be resolved.
Another concern to the people in the
electorate that I represent is the old
swing bridge, built in 1883, on the South
Gippsland Highway near Sale. A set of
lights has been installed on the swing
bridge to try to control the weight of
traffic crossing, especially from Longford, where there is the Esso and other
petroleum plants. For twenty years,
efforts have been made to have the
swing bridge replaced by a new bridge
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and to have the road upgraded. During
winter, the area is flooded completely
for perhaps three or four weeks of the
year and cannot be used. Should an
emergency occur, for instance at Longford, emergency vehicles would have to
travel a further distance of 40 miles to
give aid.
Both the Federal and State Governments receive more than $3 billion a
year in road taxes and other imposts,
and the expenditure of moneys to carry
out those projects would represent only
a small proportion of that. It would
take perhaps only 1 per cent for two
or three years of the $125 million going
to the State Treasury to upgrade that
road and replace the bridge. If the
Minister of Transport examined the
situation, I am sure that he would agree
with the point of view I have expressed.
Another needy project in the electorate that I represent is the Toora
Primary School, which is a building that
is 100 years old. It needs to be replaced.
Over the years, efforts have been made
to replace the old building and every
time it has appeared as though relocatable structures are on their way,
something happens and they do not
arrive. The people in that area are
extremely disappointed that they are
not being given what they have been
promised.
It is an urgent need and I refer this
matter to the Minister of Education.
Many children use the old school building and, if a fire broke out, disaster
would result because there is no way
that the children would be able to get
out of the building. I certainly hope
tha t this year direct action will be
taken to rectify the problem.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-The grievance
to which I refer relates to the purchase
of a motor vehicle by a female constituent in Upwey in 'the electorate of
Monbulk, from Ferntree Gully Datsun
through a hire-purchase contract. She
was window shopping on Saturday
afternoon, 28 August, and she was
talked into purchasing the vehicle that
afternoon. Her brother tells me that
she is a fairly gullible person on consumer matters. On returning home and
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speaking to her brother, she realized
that the financial obligations on the
purchase of the car were approximately
$100 a week over the next five years,
which would leave her approximately
$60 a week from her present salary to
live on for the next five years.
Obviously, that was totally untenable,
and later that day, in consultation with
her brother, Miss Shepherd decided that
the contract should be rescinded.
As that discussion took place late on
Saturday afternoon, the Shepherds were
unable to speak to representatives of
Ferntree Gully Datsun until the following week. They then went to see the
sales manager of Ferntree Gully Datsun,
Mr Weresay, and put to him the financial hardship that would be involved
and pointed out that Miss Shepherd was
unable to proceed with the contract.
The sales manager stated that the contract had been signed and that the
financial obligation within that contract
must be adhered to. The sales manager
was told that there would be no possibility that the financial arrangements
could be fulfilled, but he stated that
that matter did not concern him or
the general manager, Mr Poole, and that
the contract would have to go ahead.
Mr Weresay offered Miss Shepherd
a cheaper car with terms varying from
those of the first contract, but that
offer carried the same financial burden
as the original contract. It concerns me
that, during discussions with Roger
Shepherd and his sister, Marjorie, the
sales manager stated that, to make the
deal more attractive financially, Miss
Shepherd could state a lower purchase
price on. the notice of acquisition and
thereby pay less stamp duty. That is
deplorable!
Mr Burgin-Have you checked that?
Mr POPE-I spoke to the sales manager half an hour ago, and I will refer
to that later.
On Saturday, 4 September, one week
later, Marjorie Shepherd decided to tell
representatives of Ferntree Gully Datsun that she would not proceed with
the purchase of the vehicle, and she
was then threatened with legal action.
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According to Roger and Marjorie
Shepherd, the sales manager boasted
that the company had been involved in
similar situations in the past, they had
always won the matters in court, and
would do so in this situation.
Four days later, the Shepherds received a letter dated 8 September, which
reads:
Dear Madam,
Pursuant to section 4 of the Agreement for
sale, signed by you on 28th August 1982, for
the purchase of Datsun Bluebird GL Auto
sedan, registration number BHE 978, and as
specified in the Motor Car Traders Act you
are hereby officially advised that you have
7 days in which to collect your vehicle and
pay all monies due.
Should you not conect the vehicle within
the stipulated period legal action may be
taken.

The Shepherds were distressed at receiving that letter and had decided that
there was no possibility of fulfilling the
contract financially and that they would
not pursue the matter further.
On 28 December, Miss Shepherd
received a letter from the solicitors acting on behalf of Ferntree Gully Datsun.
The letter states:
Dear Madam,
Re: Datsun Bluebird Motor Vehicle
Registration No. BHE 978
We are writing to you on instructions from
our clients, Femtree Gully Datsun in regard
to the above vehicle.
Our instructions are that you signed a legally
binding contract on 28 August 1982 for the
purchase of the above vehicle. That contract
includes the delivery of a trade-in vehicle,
namely a 1972 LDJ Torana, registration No.
LHP 433. According to our client you have
failed to take delivery of the above vehicle
and transfer the trade-in to our client in
accordance with the contract.
Our instructions are to advise that unless
you comply with your contractual obligations
which include payment of the balance of the
purchase price, namely $7100.00 and, pay to
us the sum of $4.00 being our client's legal
costs to date within seven (7) days of the
date of this letter, we are to issue appropriate
legal proceedings against you. If it becomes
necessary to issue legal Droceedings you will
of course be faced with further costs.
We suggest that rather than ignore this
letter it may be in your best interests to contact our client to discuss this matter. It
Mr Pope
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may be that our client would be prepared to
consider settlement of this dispute on payment
by you of an appropriate compensation sum.

However, in the meantime, the car was
placed on sale again at a price of $8490
and I understand that that is within the
present law. The speedometer of the
car indicated that some 968 kilometres
had been travelled. A few days later,
the reading on the speedometer was in
excess of 1000 kilometres, which indica ted the car was being used by the
company.
On 30 September or 1 October I rang
the Ferntree Gully Datsun company but
was unable to speak to either the sales
manager or the general manager and I
asked them to ring back. That never
occurred. I was able to speak to the
sales manager today and, about 30
seconds after the conversation began,
I was told that the matter was none of
my business and he did not understand
why I should be raising the matter with
him.
I indicated to him that, as the local
member of Parliament, it was my business and I would pursue the matter with
the Minister.
The company is obviously acting
within the law. However, the arrogant
misuse of the law that is being perpetrated should be brought to the notice
of this House. The Sale of Land
(Amendment) Bill, which is before this
House, proposes to implement some of
the recommendations of the Dawson
com·mittee, one of which is the coolingoff period. I suggest that the Government should consider implementing a
cooling-off period within the legislation
controlling the sale of motor vehicles.
This situation applies not only in the
purchase of new vehicles, but also in
the purchase of used vehicles.
The relevant clause in the Sale of
Land (Amendment) Bill states:
Where a purchaser under a contract for the
sale of land signs that contract he may at any
time before the expiration of three clear bU3iness days after he has signed the contract
give notice to the vendor that he wishes to
terminate the contract and where he has signed
that notice and served it in accordance with
the provisions of this section the contract shall
be terminated.
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The Ministry of Consumer Affairs is
currently investigating the simplification of contracts and I have suggested
to the Minister that, in the total review
of the Acts, which I understand is imminent, a cooling-off period should be in~luded. There are many gullible people
In the area of purchasing consumer
goods such as motor vehicles. I hope
som ething can be done in the near
future so that the problems that have
been caused by unscrupulous and arrogant dealers, such as Ferntree Gully
Da tsun, do not OCcur in the future.
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capacity to sell a difficult commodity in
the grain area at times of glut was
well known to the industry. His job in
the. creation of the Big M campaign,
which he made famous, and his efforts
in the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority were well known. Since 1977, increases in milk sales have continued
and record sales have been recorded.
Last year was the only year when that
result was not achieved because of the
industrial dispute when milk was virtually off the market for ten days until
the Essential Services Act was invoked.
However, even last year was second to
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-The matter I a record year, and so far this year, 1982,
raise concerns the Chairman of the Vic- is indicating record sales, but the record
torian Dairy Industry Authority, Mr Des may not be achieved because of the
Cooper. At the outset, I indicate that drought situation.
Mr Cooper has made a significant contribution, not just to the dairy industry,
In removing someone because he has
but. also to agriculture generally in Vic- failed to meet the requirements of a
tona, and I hope he will continue to do petty consideration of the size of a
just that. It was because of his skills motor car, the Government is heading
ability and the contributions he mad~ on the road towards perpetuating medioto the grain industry, particularly as crity. Mr Cooper was appointed on the
Chairman of the Victorian Oatgrowers understanding that he would have the
Pool and Marketing Co. Ltd, that he independence, right and authority to
was appointed chairman of the statutory decide what kind of motor car he would
authority known as the Victorian Dairy be allowed to drive. He could choose
Industry Authority. He was appointed a motor car that was suitable for the
by the Minister .of Agriculture at the job that he held, :bearing in mind that
time, the honourable member for Warr- public relations is a large part of the
nambool, Mr lan Smith, so that he could area in whiCh he was involved. Be that
use his skills in marketing and give a as it may, I agree that some people can
fillip to the dairy industry.
argue that if one is not prepared to do
as everyone else does and to conform,
Nobody can deny that he used those one can be criticized.
skills with great effect in lifting the
What I really complain about is the
sales of milk in the period from 1977
until yesterday. An appointment of manner of the sacking in this case. As
somebody like Mr Cooper to statutory I understand it, a Governor in Council
authorities requires independence. I re- decision was made, which I imagine
cognize that governments have the right would have been on Tuesday, and on
to retain, sack and appoint people to the following day at about 11 a.m. a
these positions. However, to sack some .. letter was hand delivered by courier to
one after the first sign of that person the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority
not kotowing to what the Government, announcing that Mr Cooper was sacked
department or Minister may be telling forthwith. In other words, on 6 October,
him, is taking away the independence which was yesterday, Mr Cooper's serwhich was part of the reason for the vices were terminated inclusive of that
appointment in the first place.
day.
What would happen if an ordinary
All honourable members who have
known Des Cooper recognize that he member of a union was sacked in that
is a somewhat different character from way? An outcry would be heard. Mr
many of us. He is a volatile person, but Cooper was not given fourteen days'
it is these characteristics that make him notice or fourteen days' pay, but had
the marketing genius that he is. His his services terminated there and then.
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I grieve about that aspect more than those people is not h2ard above those
any other in this matter. I do not con- of their union leaqers, whose views are
sider that Mr Cooper will be lost to often radical, ill-timed and of complete
agriculture; I hope he will merely move detriment to the sheep and cattle infrom one area to another. However, dustries and the economy of the State as
the Opposition and I deplore the man- a whole. In modern times this seems
ner of the sacking. Whatever the inter- to be the way union officials act. They
jection of the Minister of Public Works have no consideration for anybody but
may be, I assure him that members of themselves-be it individuals, organizathe Victorian Dairy Industry Authority tions in primary industry, the business
who understand the way in which the industry or Governments.
sacking took place deplored the manner
In the middle of September, Commisin which it was done.
sioner J. L. Gough of the Arbitration
It ought to be noted that milk sales CommissIon granted a wage rise to
between 1977 and 1981 increased by workers covered by the Federal meat
about 30 million litres, which is a industry authority. That increase was
credit to the excellent marketing skills, awarded to more than 9000 meat
capacities and· abilities of Des Cooper. workers in all Australian States except
Despite what the Premier has said about Tasmania.
Des Cooper defying directives that had
The increase was $39 a week backbeen given to him by former Ministers
to 19 August. This brought that
and the former Government, I deny that dated
industry
into line with increases that
that took place at any stage while I was
Minister of Agriculture. I am sure the were granted to other unions, such
honourable member for Warrnambool as the metal trades union, and so
would say the same thing. We would on. However, that was not enough
the Victorian branch of the
certainly agree that Mr Cooper is not for
Meat Industry Employees
the kind of man who would say "Yes" Australasian
Union.
Mr
Curran
and his people took
when the answer ought to be "No".
We often had discussions, which were it on themselves to strike for more
sometimes heated, when we disagreed wages, and this week meat workers
on a matter, but there was no question have gone on strike for an additional
of Mr Cooper defying either of us during $15 a week for a 36-hour week-I
our terms as Ministers. That covers thought most meat industry workers
the total time in which Mr Cooper was worked on tally rather than hourschairman of the authority until the and with future cost-of-living adjustchange of Government. I pay the com- ments.
pliment of thanking Des Cooper for the
Now, the other side of the industry.
contribution he has made to this State the abattoir operators, are suggesting
and to agriculture generally, and par- that they will not open their works next
ticularly to the dairy industry.
week because they are sick and tired
of
union activity bringing their side of
Mr McGRATH (Lowan)-I shall
speak briefly about the meat workers' the industry to its knees. It is already
strike that is taking place at present. down on its knees because of the
Many honourable members have spoken drought.
about the hardship the sheep industry
People in the processing works are
in Victoria is experiencing because of also becoming disturbed and are about to.
the seasonal conditions at present. J sup- take serious action by not permitting
pose that if one considered trying to the abattoirs to open next week. If the
bring industrial unrest and anarchy into farmers were not in such a serious situathe industry, one would take the action tion, with no ready feed available in
that Mr Curran and his union officials the paddocks for the stock, I think they
are pursuing at this stage.
would support the abattoir operators in
Many meat workers possibly do not an endeavour to make the meat emagree with the direction of the union ployees union understand that its indusleaders. It is a pity that the voice of trial action is irresponsible and not in
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the interests of the State, the industry set up an Industrial Relations Task
or the workers who are employed under Force claiming that it would negotiate
with the unions and resolve matters
this award.
that brought about industrial unrest.
It has been stated that this week No one is criticizing the Government for
125 000 sheep will be bought through that move, but that task force does
agents in Victoria by meat processors not seem to be able to reason with the
for transport to the abattoirs to be Victorian branch of the meat industry
slaughtered. That almost tallies with union. It is a great pity that the Minthe movement of 122000 sheep by the ister for Economic Development and his
Ai Shuwaikh. Mr Curran, no doubt real- committee have not been able to show
lizing that that figure tallies up with the real muscle in negotiating with unions.
live sheep movement, is taking this If they had been able to negotiate with
opportunity of making an example of the union and been able to overcome
the industry and the export of live sheep this strike, the pastoral community
from Victoria. I believe that is part of would have said, "Yes, the Government
his motive for this strike.
is on the right path with its industrial
When the drought breaks and autumn task force", but there has been little
comes, meat workers will be looking for noise from the Industrial Relations Task
jobs, but the farmers will be wanti~g Force during this week in an effort to
to export live sheep. The farmers wIll overcome a very difficult situation for
remember that the unions were of no the sheep industry in Victoria.
help to them during the drought, and
The ma jor abattoir operators in the
they will take the opportunity of ex- State are now suggesting that they will
porting live sheep and will give no con- shut their doors this coming week besideration to the unions and its mem- cause they are tired of the industrial
bers.
action being taken by the Australasian
I believe Mr Curran is trying to create Meat Industry Employees Union. Memunrest in the meat industry, hoping bers of that union received a $19 wage
to bring about a confrontation approach. increase two or three weeks ago but
It would be a great pity if that hap- in a selfish attitude they decided they
pens. If the union continues with its wanted a further $15 a week.
present actions, that is what will hapThe State Government should strongly
pen. There has been confrontation in ' suggest to unionists that wage restraint
Western Australia and South Australia
over the export of live sheep and, if is needed in the community at this time.
this strike action continues in Victoria, One policy that would be acceptable
that confrontation will be seen here to the whole population of Victoria at
also. It will be a great pity if someone the moment would be a policy of pursuing wage restraint by all unions.
is hurt during those confrontations.
I urge the Minister for Economic
Another aspect of this dispute is that
workers are losing jobs. As I said, many Development and the Industrial Relaworkers would not be in favour of tions Task Force to endeavour to overstriking. They would know that sheep come these industrial problems that
are going out of Victoria for killing in arise from time to time and to try to
South Australian abattoirs. Animals make unionists realize that they have
produced and grown in Victoria are a responsibility to the economy and the
being lost to South Australia and Mr smooth running of the State, especially
Curran does not seem to worry about
that so long as the industry is brought to the sheep and cattle industries that
are suffering the effects of the drought.
to its knees.
I know it is perhaps too late in the week
It is time the State Government took to do anything now. Animals are living
extreme action to intercede in the under stressed conditions in paddocks.
actions of the Australasian Meat Indus- They have very little fodder. It is
try Employees Union. The Government almost criminal that the meat industry
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union leaders should resort to this sort
of action which brings about disruption
in the whole community.
Mr HASSETT (Dromana)-I raise a
matter of deep concern to me. It concerns the Angel of Mercy helicopter
ambulance which serves the Mornington Peninsula. Recently spurious claims
have been made by the honourable member for Westernport-it is a pity the
honourable member is not here to listen
to my remarks! The media also deserves
to be criticized for making spurious
claims. I refer firstly to the Sunday
Observer which made a claim that as
part of a programme aimed at restructuring the Peninsula Ambulance
Service the Angel of Mercy helicopter
would no longer be available.
Those types of claims have a very
serious effect on the morale of the
members of the ambulance service, particularly those working in the Peninsula area who do an excellent job. They
work under extreme pressure. Severe
demands are placed on them, par. ticularly when they have to dash along
the Nepean Highway to Portsea when
the roads are choked with cars. Also
some concern should be shown for the
other drivers on the road. The Angel
of Mercy helicopter is of particular help
to ambulance drivers because it can
pick up an accident victim and flyover
the traffic to deliver the patient to
hospital.
That raises the question of the
Frankston Community Hospital having
to transfer large numbers of patients
to the city because it cannot cope with
them. That is a severe indictment on
the former Government which would
not allow the hospital to expand to
meet the needs of the community.
Mr Tanne!'-What is your Government going to do about that?
Mr HASSETT-It is certainly not
going to get rid of the Angel of Mercy
helicopter.
The Minister of Health has said the
helicopter ambulance service will remain available for the Momington
Peninsula and that if and when the
services are restructured, the people on
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the Mornington Peninsula can be assured that a service of some kind will
be maintained for the Mornington
Peninsula area. The Minister is quoted
in the Peninsula- Westernport Post of
29 September this year as saying:
The way peninsula people have helped maintain the Angel of Mercy not only for themselves but for thousands of visitors is commendable . . .

The Angel of Mercy helicopter has been
in operation for twelve years and has
survived from year to year on the same
funding basis. It has never had a firm
financial programme in all the time it
has been in operation.
Mr Saltmarsh-What are you doing?
Mr HASSETT-The present Government is committed to restructuring ambulance services in Victoria. There are
areas of extreme waste and duplication
in the provision of ambulance services
which must be considered.
I remind the honourable member for
Westernport that the continual spurious
claims he makes badly affect the morale
of the employees of the ambulance
services on the Mornington Peninsula.
I ask the House to take note of that
comment.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)I raise a matter for the attention of the
Government. It refers to the appointment of a permanent administrator of
Grace McKellar House in Geelong. I
understand the appointment of the chief
executive officer of Grace McKellar
House has been delayed due to the lack
of co-operation by the Health Commission following a difference of opinion
with the board of management.
I draw the attention of the Health
Commission to the fact that the appointee, Mr Synot, has been understudying
the former director and administrator
for twelve years. Grace McKellar House
has been in existence for 23 years. Mr
Synot has given valuable service and
the board of management, in recognition of his valuable work, has from time
to time sent him on courses of study,
even involving overseas travel, to
broaden his credentials and experience.
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He has wide administrative and managerial experience in the care of the
aged and disabled. He is a good team
leader who commands respect from staff
and the general community. He has a
proven track record in managerial work.
He has the ability to communicate in a
professional manner in technical and
general reporting to the hoard of management and has been praised for his
innovative efforts in the care of those
at Grace McKellar House.
The Health Commission must give
due weight to the fact that he has
grown with the organization over many
years. For this reason credence should
be given to his experience as distinct
from the shortfall that may be seen in
his academic qualifications.
Mr Synot is currently studying for a
major in administration at Deakin
University. He is a Provisional Associate of the Australian College of Health
Service Administrators, an Associate of
the Australian Society of Accountants
and an Associate of the Chartered Institute of Secretaries and Administrators.
I again draw the attention of the
Health Commission to the fact that Mr
Synot not only has been Acting Manager of the Grace McKellar House for
twelve years but has worked there for
all the time it has been in existence,
which is 23 years.
I urge the Health Commission to confirm the appointment. It is a most unfortunate situation. I refer to correspondence with the board of management. The last letter dated 10 August
1982 from the Health Commission, addressed to Mr W. H. Kenworthy, Acting President, and signed by the secretary, Mr Wilkinson, the Health Commission again stressed the need to abide
by section 51 of the Hospital and Charities Act and stated:

statistics. Experience in hospital administration, hospital law and hospital planning and
organization essential and study in these subjects desirable."

"It shall not be lawful for the Committee or
Managers of a subsidised incorporated institution to appoint a person to the office of Secretary of the institution without the consent
of the Commission first obtained."

Mr Ross-Edwards-The timber workers said that?

The letter also stated:
Grace McKelIar House is regarded under
those guidelines as a "level three' institution
and, for such an institution the requirements,
in respect of a Chief Executive Officer are:
"appropriate academic qualifications at degree level including study in finance, personnel
management, management theory and applied

In short, I believe the Health Commission should abide by the strong and
firm recommendation of the board of
management, which is well placed to
judge the work of this man, who has
served the board so well for twelve
years. I urge the Health Commission to
review the situation and confirm the
decision of the board of management.
Mr McNAMARA (8enalla)-The issue
I wish to discuss is the timber industry.
I am sure all honourable members are
aware of the severe difficulties that the
industry is going through at present, but
the Government has put yet another
nail in the coffin of the industry by suggesting an increase of 15 per cent in
the royalties charged by the Forests
Commission.
Mr Ross-Edwards-What did the
timber workers have to say about that?
Mr McNAMARA-They had a lot to
say about it, and I shall get to that in
a moment. I understand that the Government has deferred any decision until
November, but there has been great
distress and annoyanc~ amongst the
members of the Australian Timber
Workers Union, which, I point out, is
a body that is affiliated with the Australian Labor Party.
To bring honourable members up to
date, the members of the Australian
Timber Workers Union held a meeting
last Saturday at which they called upon
the Minister of Forests to resign. The
executive of the union said that the
union no longer had any confidence in
him.

Mr McNAMARA-That is right, and
that union is affiliated with the Australian Labor Party. I know it has been
the fashion to call for resignations
recently and there have even been one
or two suggestions in these precincts,
but it shows the concern being felt by
people in country Victoria at present.
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There is massive unemployment in
the timber industry. According to the
Sawmillers Association of Victoria, in
January 8500 people were employed in
the Victorian timber industry; by the
middle of the year, 700 had lost their
jobs, and a further 600 had lost their
jobs by the end of September. That is
a total of 1300 workers who have lost
their jobs in the first nine months of
the year out of a work force of 8500.
If my calculations are correct, it is a
drop of 15 or 16 per cent, which is a
massive drop.
The Government must reappraise its
whole attitude to the proposed increase
in royalties. It should defer any increase
for twelve months. I am glad the Minister of Housing is present, because it
may be possible that his Ministry could
be of some assistance to the Victorian
timber industry. We have to be sure
that any new construction in Victoria
uses Victorian timber, not imported
timber.
I should like the Premier to take up
with the Prime Minister the problem of
timber imports. I should like reports I
have received to be investigated. It has
been suggested to me that New Zealand
timber is being imported into Australia
and sold more cheaply in this country
than it can be in New Zealand. The New
Zealand Government is providing export
incentives and New Zealand timber is
being dumped in Australia.
Everyone can understand the need
for a free trade agreement between
Australia and New Zealand, but when
the system' is abused something has
to be done. What they are doing, virtual1y, is importing jobs from Australia. New Zealand timber workers
ate being employed while workers in
Australia, particularly in Victoria, are
losing employment. I realize that it is
a Federal issue, but I ask the Premier
to take up this matter with the Prime
Minister so that there can be an investigation of these allegations and so that
the Federal Government can ensure
that New Zealand timber is not dumped
here. American spruce is also being
imported. People would be horrified
if they took a survey and learnt the
Mr McNamara
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amount of non-Australian scant ling
timber being used for timber frames
in Australia.
I welcome the initiative the Government has taken in the housing area,
by providing for an additional 2500
units of public housing this year, compared with an average of 1500 in each
of the past three years, but that will be
no help to the timber industry if imported timber is used rather than
Australian timber.
When the excuse given by the Minister of Forests was reported to Mr
Cyril Weekly, the Secretary of the
Australian Timber Workers Union, he
said that that excuse was "the greatest
load of rubbish he had ever heard".
What a way for an affiliate of the ALP
to talk about a Labor Minister!
Things have now reached a stage
where jobs are more important than
party loyalties and the timber workers
are terribly concerned. The problems
affect virtually every town in the Benelectorate--Benalla,
Seymour,
alIa
Mansfield, Alexandra and Euroa. All of
those towns have a component of the
timber industry being carried on-logging or processing or milling or some
other component of the timber industry.
The industry is a major employer in
all of those towns. In one of them,
Alexandra, almost 500 people are
dependent on the timber industry. The
effects of the problems are bping felt
throughout the local economy. We have
heard a lot about multiplier effects and
so on, and there is no doubt that the
businesses in the town are greatly
affected when the pay packets are not
coming into the area. It is time the
Government took some action.
Members of the National Party are
most concerned about the suggestion
that the Government intends to reopen
the guidelines for the Land Conservation Council in the areas zoned as
alpine areas. The 1979 report of the
Land Conservation Council was bad
enough but, if the Government extends
the area, it will virtually eliminate the
timber industry in many sections of
the State. The whole situation must be
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reappraised. There must be a reappraisal of the way in which the use
of alpine forests and alpine parks is
regarded. It is all very well for people
to sit in ivory towers in Melbourne
and dictate what should happen out in
the bush, without having any practical
knowledge of how things operate, but
the effects will be horrifying. The
trouble is that the State is being run
by academics. The people in the field
understand the bush and conservation,
but the academics who call themselves
conservationists have often never been
farther than Broadmeadows. I do not
believe they should have any influence
on how the Forests Commission should
be run. It is disgraceful that the Government should take advice from these
truculent and idiotic advisers.
Now is the time for the Government
to take firm and positive action. As
I said, we have to reassess our use of
alpine parks. It is not simply a matter
of putting a fence around an area and
saying, "We will never touch it again".
Nature did not intend forests to be
isolated like that. Any natural resource
has to be harvested and farmed. If
the timber is taken down and replanting
is carried out, there is a continuing
resource. The only way in which one
can get mountain ash to grow again
is having a fire destroy what is there
so that a new lot can come up. If the
alpine areas are closed off for 50, 60
or 70 years, the timber will just fall over
and nothing will grow to repJace it.
There has to be a good fire to replace
it.
The Forests Commission had an
excellent method of operation. It
cleared the forests. The bulldozers
came through and pushed up all the
old timber, which was then burnt. The
area was re seeded so that we could
again have a magnificent forest. That
is how nature works. One only has
to look at the areas that were devastated in the 1939 fires. They bear
magnificent stands of alpine ash, which
are now being harvested. We have to
get more of that timber.
It is also vital that the Government
should assure the timber cutters that
they will have assured supplies. The
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previous Government offered leasesguaranteed supplies-for periods of 21
years, but the present Government has
suggested three-year leases. That is
absolutely ridiculous. There is no incentive to invest the huge amounts of
capital that have to be invested in the
timber industry. Anyone who has seen
how that industry operates would know
that.
Mr Sidiropoulos-I have seen it.
Mr McNAMARA-I am glad the honourable member has been out of Rich'mond. Honourable members opposite
should go and take a look. Huge capital
investments are required to be made in
bulldozers, sawmill equipment and so
on. If leases are based on three year
operation, no one will be prepared to
invest any .money in case a conservationist comes in and says; "Logging
should not go ahead". The Government
should be providing confidence for the
timber industry.
The Government should look after
the workers. It is a bad state of affairs
when the Australian Timber Workers
Union has to call on .the Minister of
Forests to resign. That does not say
much for the organization of the Government.
The increased allocation of 35 per
cent in capital works in the Budget will
be of little value to timber workers
and sawmillers in Victoria unless the
Government ensures that Victorian
timber only is used. The suggestion of
once only logging is a ridiculous one.
Logging areas must be harvested over
and over again and replenished so that
the next generation can carry on. I hope
the Minister of Forests and the Premier
will take up the proposals I have made
to ensure that the dumping in Australia of overseas timber is halted. Sawmilling practices should be carried out
in Victoria so that supplies of timber
can be replenished. The suggestion of
21-year leases is a good one, and the
harvesting of timber in alpine parks
should be carried out. The Government
should take immediate action to protect the jobs of all Victorians, particularly the jobs of its own supporters.
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Mr SALTMARSH (Wantirna)-The
first grievance I have concerns the
operation of the Government in endlessly appointing committees and boards
of inquiry. Whenever a matter arises
which seems controversial or presents
the
Government
some
difficulty,
appoints a committee or some form of
review process takes place.
Government departments are full of
committees, so much so that the Ministers seem to be bogged down and do
not know which way to turn. Even the
Minister of Transport, who is at the
table, is fully aware of the problems
and difficulties he must face because of
the conflicting views of various committees. He does not know how many
different areas of research are being
carried out at once. The result is that
the State is plugging along and one
always receives excuses that the Government is waiting until some committee
or another reaches a finding.
Mr McNamara-Mr Deputy Speaker,
I ask you to request members of the
Government to come back into the
House; I. have concluded my remarks
and draw your attention to the state of
the House!
A quorum was formed.

Mr SALTMARSH-The Government
has a problem which in many ways
could be likened to navel gazing. Instead of governing, the Government is
leaving all sorts of matters to the consideration of committees and boards of
review. This crazy process is leading
the Government into confusion. Uncertainty exists in the area of health administration, despite the voluminous
reports that the Minister of Health
seems to be producing from all sorts of
committees and commissions. For
example, a story has been circulating
that Prince Henry's Hospital is likely to
be closed down. Many of the staff at
the hospital are concerned because the
Minister of Health has not responded to
that rumour. Many residents in the
Williamstown and Newport area across
the Bay from the West Gate Bridge,
who tend to use Prince Henry's Hospital virtually as their base hospital, are
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afraid they may be deprived of an important health service. Because of the
plethora of committees and boards of
inquiry, answers are not forthcoming
and the Minister cannot respond to the
allegations and deep concern within the
area of health administration. The only
way of handling the situation is for the
Minister to make a clear-cut statement.
A further grievance concerns education. The Commonwealth Budget contains a line entry entitled "Knox College
of Technical and Further Education". I
shall outline the history of the proposal.
In the past few years the Technical and
Further Education Board of Victoria,
along with the Commonwealth Board,
was required to investigate the establishment of an additional TAFE college in the outer eastern suburbs of
Melbourne. A survey was undertaken
and a report was presented to the TAFE
Board by a body of independent consultants. The location identified as most
suitable for a new TAFE college was
considered to be within the Knox area.
This decision was reached because of
the numbers of people living in the
region, cohorts of different age groups
would benefit from the facilities of
a TAFE college, the patterns of apprenticeship development at present, the
availability of public transport, roads
and so on and the availability of appropriate land.
As a result of the independent report,
the State Government was invited to
respond to the recommendation that a
portion of land in Wantirna be set aside
for a TAFE college. The former Minister of Education, the Honourable Alan
Hunt, gave his approval to the proposal
and that approval was also confirmed
by the present Minister. As a result of
the approval of both Ministers of the
transfer of land from the Education Department to the TAFE board, the Com-.
monwealth Government proceeded to
allocate funds in its current Budget to
the preparation of plans for the development of a TAFE college. This was done
with a view to providing an amount up
to $12 'million for this project in the
next Budget.
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However, in the process' of discussions, a group of people in the Upper
Yarra Valley indicated that they had not
been properly consulted by the consultants appointed to the original investigation. This group felt aggrieved that
it had not been consulted despite
evidence that it had been involved in
discussions. Despite all the evidence
produced in the report, pressure has
been brought to bear on the Government to review the situation of whether
the proposed new TAFE college for the
outer eastern area should be located at
Knox.
This is a further example of the confusion in the Education Department.
It is difficult to ascertain what is going
on, and the Minister of Education has
not presented an adequate Ministerial
statement about the direction the Education Department is taking. The Minister has not made an adequate response
on the policy developments. Confusion
and uncertainty abound in the Victorian
education world about the lack of clear
guidelines.
Commitments to the project have been
made by the Federal and State Governments. Therefore, I fail to understand why a further review process
has been ordered and why further time
will elapse when there is an urgent need
for the project to commence. If that
project were commenced immediately
it would provide invaluable 'assistance
for the development of new skills that
young persons could use to enter the
work! force. However, it appears that
the Government is not totally committed to the development of new
schemes for the work force.
I call on the Government to make
every effort to provide certainty on
the planning for the proposed Knox
college. Indeed, I call on the Minister
of Transport, representing the area of
Knox, to use all his influence to ensure
that the proposal is fulfilled.
An important debate has not occurred
so far in this House and I refer to the
proposed national crimes commission.
The Government has been quoted in the
press as indicating that it will not support the establishment of a national
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crimes comm·ission. The State Government has been supported in its approach by the Western Australian
Government, which is notorious for its
attempts to block anything that may
be used to effectively fight organized
crime in Australia.
There has been inadequate public
airing of the views and concerns about
the proposed national crimes commission, how it will function and what its
powers will be. The Costigan report
and various other reports of Royal
Commissions have demonstrated the
imperative need for a crimes commission to effectively combat organized
crime. It is imperative that the Government provide a more effective judicial
means of responding to the problems
of organized crime.
The Government has made attempts
to provide additional resources for
certain sections of the Victoria Police
Force. According to the Costigan report, the Victoria Police Force is leading the police forces of other States
in combating the problems of organized crime.
There should bea greater response in
Australia to the establishment of a permanent crimes commission to fight
crime. That commission should consist
of experts who would be supported by
an investigative team of specially
selected persons who have investigative
skills. Those persons could be drawn
from the Federal and State police
areas. This investigative arm would
need to be supported by persons
selected from the community who have
special expertise in accounting, computer programming, law and whatever
other special needs that may be required. Therefore, the task forces that
would be seconded would be able to
work! with the investigating police to
perform a thorough investigation of
organized crime. However, the task
force and the police investigative team
would need the support of crown prosecutors to ensure that the evidence
gathered would lead to prosecutions in
the courts. It would be only at that
time that the community would in any
way be made aware of the nature of
the investigations and the prosecutions
to be laid.
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There would be no breach of civil
liberties; no naming of persons in the
press and no public trial of persons, as
in the "Star Chamber". Those safeguards would have to be enshrined in
legislation so that the civil liberties
of people would be maintained and, at
the same time, an effective means of
investigation leading to prosecutions
against organized crime figures would
be undertal~en. I raise this matter in an
endeavour to prompt thoughtful dis-cussion on the establishment of a
national crimes commission. I trust the
Government will take note of the three
matters I have raised.
Mr Kennett-Mr Deputy Speaker, I
draw your attention to the state of the
House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr SEITZ (Keilor)-I urge the Minister of Immigration and Ethnic Affairs
to bring to the attention of his Federal
counterpart the hardship the Federal
Government has caused through removing the financial subsidy for local
municipalities to conduct citizenship
ceremonies. As a result of the removal
of that subsidy a number of municipalities have found it necessary to
abandon the citizenship ceremonies.
Traditionally the expense of those ceremonies had been met by the Federal
Government.
It is appalling that the Federal Government does not consider the citizenship ceremonies as being worth-while.
The abandonment of the ceremonies
by many municipalities has placed
hardships upon many immigrants who
wish to take out Australian citizenship. Many migrants have experienced
various traumas in severing their
physical and emotional ties wi th their
home countries. The citizenship ceremonies are of extreme importance to
those immigrants.
Citizenship ceremonies in municipalities are important because the persons
partaking in the citizenship ceremonies
can identify with the local area and
their friends and acquaintances in that
area. Many local councils conducted
citizenship ceremonies in the evenings
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so that the prospective Australian
citizens could attend the ceremonies
with their families and associates from
the various clubs and organizations
with which those persons have become
involved.
The local citizenship ceremonies are
joyous occasions for the participants.
The participants are proud to share
that moment with their friends, which
is not possible when those persons have
to attend the Commonwealth Centre
in Spring Street, where citizenship
ceremonies take place in a little room.
For those reasons I have raised this
matter which perhaps should be not
only taken up with the Federal Government by the Minister but also by
the Premier. Those who have not experienced this situation will find it difficult to understand how significant it is
to drop one's country of origin and
accept another country. At the tender
age of eighteen years I accepted Australian nationality and was the first
member of my family to do so. The
ceremony was held in our local community and my family was able to be
present to witness what was a courageous step for me at that time. They
have since followed my example and
decided to become permanent ci tizens
of this country.
Since then the position has changed.
When I became a municipal councillor,
I attended these ceremonies and met
the people and their friends. Now, as
a member of the Legislative Assembly,
I am unable to do so. I have been
informed by the City of Keilor that it
cannot find the funds for the naturalization ceremonies, which is unfortunate, as Keilor has a large population
of migrants. Staff is not provided by
the Federal Government to carry out
the actual ceremonial function and the
municipal council does not have the
funds to put on sandwiches, tea and
some form of entertainment for the
people who take the big step of becoming Australian citizens. It is reprehensible of the Federal Government not to
encourage migrants who come to this
country to become citizens and to have
the full rights of this land.
The question was agreed to.

Residential Tenancies Bill

RESIDENTIAL TENANCIES
(AMENDME.NT) BILL
Mr SPYKER (Minister of Consumer
Affairs) - I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

A major element of the Government's
election platform was that section of
the housing policy relating to residential tenancies.
In the Governor's Speech following
the election of the Government, it was
made clear that tenancy laws which
affect more than 750 000 Victorian
households will be reformed. Although
the process of reform was begun six
years ago the present Act must be
strengthened. The Government intends
to thoroughly remodel this legislation,
which will be undertaken in two stages.
Firstly, and this is the purpose of
the Bill now before the House, to
restore protection for occupants of
prescribed premises, whose statutory
protection is threatened by the existing
Act. Secondly, within the next year, to
give effect to the remainder of the Government's policy by completely rewriting existing tenancy law. The aim of
this second stage will be to remedy the
anomalies and injustices of the 1980
Act and introduce legislation that is
fair, simple, comprehensive and effective in practice.
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1956, provided that the tenant has not
since 1 January 1956 signed a lease for
three years or more.
Prescribed or controlled premises also
include those declared to be subject
to control by order of the Governor
in Council as a result of a recommendation of the Rental Investigation Bureau,
following a complaint by a tenant to
the bureau that the current rent is
excessive. This particular category of
premises has been gradually decreasing
in number over the years as premises
are vacated or as protected tenants
have died. A survey conducted by my
Ministry has located in excess of 700
prescribed premises.
The majority are located in the
inner-metropolitan area. For example,
we have identified 108 in St Kilda, 44 in
Richmond, 51 in the Hawthorn-Malvern
areas and 47 in the North MelbourneFlemington areas. There are also considerable numbers in such areas as
Fitzroy, Brunswick, South Melbourne,
Carlton and Elwood.
As most protected tenants first
occupied prescribed premises during or
soon after the second world war, they
are of course mostly elderly pension
recipients.
The 733 known prescribed premises
are occupied by approximately 850
protected tenants. They range in age
from around 50 to over 90 years. Indeed, there is one protected tenant of
the ripe old age of 103 years.

The new legislation will follow the
recommendations of the Community
Committee for Tenancy Law Reform.
Our policy in regard to protected tenants was clearly enunciated during the
election campaign earlier this year. This
BiJJ puts into practice our undertaking
to the people of Victoria and specifically to protected tenants that the legislation which threatens to abolish protected tenancies wiIJ be repealed without delay and that protected tenants
wiJI have secure tenure.

Approximately 84 per cent are over
the age of 65 and also 70 per cent are
over 70 years of age. Most protected
tenants are also low-income earners,
many being solely reliant on the old
age pension. At this stage these tenants
enjoy special rights, particularly in
regard to the regulation of rent increases and the restriction on evictions.

Prescribed or controlled premises are
defined under Part V of the Landlord
and Tenant Act 1958. Basically, they
are those dwellings let prior to 1 February 1954 and of which the present tenancies commenced prior to 1 January

As it stands however, the protection
and special rights are threatened by
existing provisions of the Residential
Tenancies Act 1980 and the Landlord
and Tenant Act 1958. Against the
wishes of most people involved in the
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area of housing, the previous Government included in these Acts provisions
directed at the phasing out of prescribed premises.
The 1980 Act did not immediately
remove the legislative protection under
Part V of the 1958 Act. Instead, it
established a procedure for phasing out
the system over a two-year period. It
contained provisions for the registration
of prescribed premises over a period of
six months after the commencement of
the Act. Under the Act, those premises
which were registered by 9 May
1982, would cease to be subject to Part
V of the Landlord and Tenant Act 1958
one year after the date of the commencemen t ,of the 1980 Act. Tha t date
is therefore 9 November this year.
Those prescribed premises which were
not registered would remain subject to
Part V provisions relating to rent control and eviction for a further year, that
is, 9 November 1983.
Quite clearly, although either party
could apply to register the premises,
the incentive was on the landlord rather
than the tenant to comply with this
procedure, as by so doing the premises
would be removed from rent control at
the earlier date.
Of the 733 premises located by my
Ministry, 499 had been registered by
9 May and therefore stand to be decontrolled under existing provisions in
about one month's time. The remainder,
of course, would lose protected status
in November next year.
Apart from these provisions for the
removal of protection for this elderly,
low-income group of our community,
the Liberal Government also enacted
two further amendments to the Landlord and Tenant Act, 1958, which were
also clearly designed to improve the
position of the landlords.
Section 107A of that Act provides that
premises may be decontrolled by an
order of the Fair Rents Board on an
application by a landlord who is of the
opinion that the total earnings and
income of the tenant and members of
his family ordinarily residing with him
Mr Spyker
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is such that no hardship would be
caused to a tenant by deprescribing
the premises.
The 1980 amendment to this section
provides that not only the income but
also the assets of the tenant or members of his-her family residing on the
premises may also be taken in to
account. As a result, that amendment
significantly increased the scope of
section 107A of the 1958 Act.
The second amendment established
a system for automatic six-monthly
increases in the controlled rent in line
with movements in the housing group
number in the consumer price index
for Melbourne published by the Australian Bureau of Statistics. Prior to
this amendment, landlords had to
justify each application for an increase
in the fair rent. Jurisdiction for such
applications was also at that time
transferred from the Fair Rents Board
to the Residential Tenancies Tribunal.
The provisions I have outlined were
roundly condemned by my party at the
time they were rushed through Parliament in late 1980. I remind honourable
members that the then Liberal Government used the guillotine and only
allowed a mere 1 hour's debate. The
provisions were contrary to the recommendations of the Community Committee Report on Tenancy Law Reform.
That report, as honourable members
will recall, had support throughout the
community including from churches,
welfare agencies, economists, lawyers,
tenants groups, local government and
indeed many landlords and estate
agents. That report had involved careful consideration, expert advice and
extensive community consultation.
However, the then Government
decided to substantially dilute the legislation to meet objections from vested
interests notwithstanding that the vested
interests had been represented on the
committee that developed the report.
To ignore those recommendations and
to threaten the future accommodation
of protected tenants was cynical and
callous. To threaten serious hardship
to a group of elderly, low-income
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tenants was to abrogate the then GovThe SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
The
honourable
ernment's responsibilities, as an Age Edmunds)-Order!
editorial said at the time, "To protect member for Burwood is out of order.
the weak and help the needy".
I suggest that the Minister of Consumer
Affairs ignores interjections. If honourMr KENNETI (Burwood)--On a able members persist interjecting, I
point of order, as a matter of accuracy, shall name them.
the Minister of Consumer Affairs is
misreading the second-reading speech
Mr SPYKER-I have seen situations
and has used an "a" instead of a "the" in which elderly people have had to
to the effect of giving a different pur- move and they become depressed and
pose to its contents.
suffer loneliness. This often leads to a
dramatic decline in health. To impose
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton) significantly increased rents or possible
-Order! There is no point of order. eviction on such people would be
The honourable member for Burwood intolerable.
knows full well that he will have ample
As my colleague, the honourable
scope later to refute any part of the
document.
member for Albert Park, said during
that stifled debate in this House in
Mr SPYKER (Minister of Consumer 1980:
Affairs)-On a further point of order,
This treatment should not be meted out to
the honourable member for Burwood is
these people as they do not deserve this type
not the Opposition spokesperson in of
worry at this stage of their lives. These
that area. The matter clearly comes people
have served their country and helped
into the area of consumer affairs, for it to grow and in return for their effortswhich the honourable member for
Liberal Government was prepared
Burwood is not the Opposition spokes- The
to
allow
them to be treated in this
person.
fashion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order!
The Labor Government is not preThere is no point of order. I suggest
that the Minister continues with his pared to accept this situation. It is the
Government's policy that the protection
second-reading speech.
afforded to prescribed premises will be
Mr SPYKER-I understand that it maintained. Its solution to the problem,
hurts the Opposition very much. The which I will spell out, is more humane
interjections from members of the
more constructive than that of the
Opposition demonstrate their concern and
previous
Government. I will now deal
for the elderly. As many of my colthe
Bill clause by clause. Clause
with
leagues would know, many protected
1
requires
no explanation. Clause 2
tenan ts besides being elderly and relatively poor, are also frail, sick and repeals sections 153 (1), 155, 156 and
vulnerable. Eviction from their tradi- 157 of the principal Act and makes a
number of consequential amendments
tional homes would be traumatic.
to the Landlord and Tenant Act 1958.
A document released by the Protected Section
153 (1) was that section which
Tenants Association late last year,
dealt
with
the registration of prescribed
"Unprotected!", pointed out:
premises and the consequent cessation
They are deeply attached to their homes, of prescribed status. Section 155 dealt
which they have painted, repaired and maintained at their own expense. It is common for with automatic increases in rent for prethem to have installed their own stoves floor scribed premises. Section 156 dealt with
coverings, wallpaper, and in some case~ they the takipg into account of not only
have paid for new kitchens, bathrooms, roofs
and floors. If these tenants are forced to leave income but also assets and liabilities of
their homes they will be separated from their protected tenants in the consideration
lifelong friends, and the neighbourhood which of describing applications. Section 157
has been so familiar to them for so many involved transitional provisions. As
years.
such, clause 2 preserves the rights of
Honourable members interjecting.
tenants in prescribed premises.
Session 1982-31
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Clause 3 is a machinery provision
to amend a drafting error in the principal Act. Clause 4 is an amendment to
the Landlord and Tenant Act 1958
which gives the Residential Tenancies
Tribunal jurisdiction to hear eviction
cases in relation to prescribed premises.
At present, the Residential Tenancies
Tribunal acts as a fair rents board in
matters such as rent increases for these
premises, but eviction matters can be
heard only by a Magistrates Court.
As the Residential Tenancies Tribunal adjudicates on other matters in
relation to protected tenacies, the
Government believes it should be the
body which deals with applications to
terminate these agreements. I stress
that the Government is also mindful of
the needs of owners of protected premises. Clearly, tenancy law should
reflect community values and the
acceptance of the principle that decent
and secure housing is a basic right of
all. It should also recognize and balance the legitimate interests in rental
housing of both landl,ords and tenants.
The Government's clearly stated
policy is that, while it will continue the
legal protection of protected tenants,
it intends at the same time to gradually
acquire protected premises by a programme of spot purchasing.
In maintaining protection, fair rents
and security of tenure by way of the
Bill which I have just outlined and the
programme I will now outline, neither
landlords nor tenants need suffer.
The Liberal Government had 27 years
in which to deal with the question of
prescribed premises and did not include
any provision for alternative accommodation for protected tenants. Its Residential Tenancies Act aimed to take
away a long-established right without
providing suitable alternatives. That
was both cruel and short-sighted.
In retaining protection, my Government is providing alternatives, in this
case, for the owners of precribed premises. Any owners of protected premises
who believe these amendments will
cause financial hardship to them or
Mr Spyher
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their families will be able to apply for
consideration under two Ministry of
Housing schemes.
Firstly, if a landlord who believes
this action causes financial hardship is
willing to sell the prescribed premises,
those premises will be considered under
the spot purchase guidelines laid down
by the Ministry of Housing. If the property meets the policy, procedures and
guidelines of that scheme, the Government will purchase the property.
A protected tenant will then be
allowed to continue occupying the property for the remainder of his or her
life. These premises will then be utilized
to provide inner suburban housing for
low-income groups for future generations.
Secondly, if the owner believes the
amendments will cause financial hardship and is willing to sell the property,
but that property does not satisfy the
policy, procedures and guidelines of the
spot purchase programmes of the Ministry of Housing, consideration will be
given to assistance by way of that
Ministry's rent relief programme. In
this way, the Government is making a
financial commitment to back up its
proposals.
Consistent with the Government's
stated aim to consult with and properly inform relevant sectors of the
community on all issues, I am today
forwarding a letter providing details
of the Bill and its effects to all known
protected tenants, landlords of protected tenants, estate agents and relevant organizations such as the RESI,
VCOSS and the Combined Pensioners
Association.
Landlords will be able to ring a
special hotline at the Ministry of Housing for details of the spot purchase and
rent relief programmes. Details of the
Bill itself will be available to all
through a hotline based in my Ministry
of Consumer Affairs.
As I said at the outset, the Bill is
the first stage of the Government's
implementation of its policy on residential tenancies.
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It is a crucial and urgent Bill. For the
reasons I have stated, the Bill must
pass through both Houses of Parliament
by the end of this month .. I remind
honourable members in this House and
another place, that this Bill has the
clearest possible mandate from the
people of Victoria. On humanitarian
grounds it is imperative that it passes
speedily through both Houses.
It would be a tragedy if members
of the Opposition here, and perhaps
more possibly in another less democratic place, were to use it as a political
football for their own ends, with the
inevitable consequence that hundreds
of elderly and poor people suffered
trauma and homelessness.
The people of Victoria and, in particular, protected tenants, have justifiable expectations that the Government
will implement its policy. The Bill is a
start. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion of Mr TEMPLETON
(Mentone), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until Tuesday, October 19.
STATUTE LAW REVISION BILL
The message from the Council transmitting a resolution relating to referring the proposals contained ·in the
Bill to the Legal and Constitutional
Committee was taken into consideration.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I move:
That the resolution be agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
APPROPRIATION (1982-83, No. 1)
BILL AND WORKS AND SERVICES
APPROPRIATION BILL
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) on the motion of Mr Jolly
(Treasurer) for the second reading of
these Bills was resumed.
Mr EBERY (Midlands)-This is the
first time this House has had the opportunity of debating these Bills together
for 27 years. I listened intently to the
Premier's comments during the debate.
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During the majority of his contribution
he maintained that the past 27 years
indicated that the Liberal Party had
no knowledge of finances. The term he
used was "financial mismanagement".
He also said that within a few days
of the Labor Party coming to office
it became aware of a $400 million
deficit, and that after the end of the
financial year it was approximately a
$7 million surplus. So far as he was
concerned~ that proved that the former
Administration was responsible for the
problem.
Honourable members should consider
the responsibility taken by the Liberal
Government over 27 years. Which State
in the Commonwealth has had the lowest unemployment rate? It is Victoria.
Victoria has also had the highest savings rate and the highest home ownership rate.
Mr Tanner-The highest in the
world.
Mr EBERY-I agree that Victoria
has had the highest home ownership
rate in the world. That is a tremendous
achievement.
I shall reflect on the promises made
by the Labor Party prior to the election
and what happened afterwards. One
of the first promises w'as to reduce
gas charges by 4 per cent, but they
were increased by 18·5 per cent. Is this
the mandate that the Government considers it has a right to pursue? What
happened to the more equitable electricity charges that were mentioned?
There has been a 15 per cent increase
in the charges. Another promise that
has been broken relates to control of
housing interest rates to assist home
buyers. What happened to hospital
costs and control of health insurance
premiums to assist contributors? The
increase in that area has been 37·5
per cent. What happened to the $30
a week new employee subsidy for
employers? It was promised that taxes
and charges would not be increased.
After reading the Budget document, one
realizes what the exact position is.
When the Government came to power
one of the first things it said was that
it was faced with a deficit caused by
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the mismanagement of the former Government, which it did not know about.
I shall read an article by Douglas Wilkie
that appeared in the Sun of Thursday,
15 April, which sums up the position.
It states:
Mr Cain went to the polls hoisting the Jolly
Roger as it were, to promise more government
spending, by a raid on the reserves held by
Victorian statutory authorities.
Now Labor's Treasurer complains that a
spendthrift Liberal Government left behind
hidden debts, adding up to more dollars than
can be raised to honour Labor's election
pledges.
Mr Jolly's plea that it caught him unawares
is hard to understand.

The main thrust of the article is:
He must surely have had access all along
to Treasury figures to inform him of the
realities. How else could he have so knowledgeably llanned that raid on the reserves of the
Boar of Works, SEC and the rest?

If the Government considered that those

funds had not been fully utilized, surely
the Premier went to the polls with
full knowledge of the fact that those
funds were not available. He now believes that because of the former Government's so-called mismanagement the
State is faced with a problem and it
is necessary to increase charges.
It ,is also interesting to note that
the Government refers to efficient
modern mehods of financial management techniques and redeployment of
resources. I ask the Government what
happened with these types of methods
with the Bourkes-ACTU store. Did it
use the same sorts of techniques? It
does not give one confidence in the
ability of the Government to allocate
and utilize funds. The Bourkes store
project of the ACTU was an economic
disaster.
One should examine the differences
between the present Budget and the
many Budgets introduced by the Liberal
Party over the past 27 years. One
should understand that the Budget is
reallocating about $800 million from
private enterprise to the public sector.
This cannot always be done. One
of the differences which is worthy
of consideration between the Socialist philosophy and private enterprise
Mr Ebery
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philosophy is that the followers of
Socialism believe that Governments can
spend money far more wisely than
private enterprise. An important factor
that Socialists do not understand is
that private enterprise is contributing
75 per cent of employment opportunities in the State. If private enterprise has the opportunity of employing
initiative and innovation, it allows an
individual to promote schemes, and
sometimes to fail, but in the process
it is the self-satisfaction the individual
receives that is important, and at the
same time it assists communities, cities,
towns and the State. That is the fundamental difference between Socialist
philosophy and the private enterprise
philosophy that Opposition members
fully support.
The Liberal Party philosophy creates
an economic climate in which private
enterprise can prosper. It provides the
opportunity for people in the various
walks of life to get gainful employment.
When Governments become dominant
and Significantly involved in many
areas, devastating effects can occur in
the long term. I warn the Government
that 'if it continues on the plane on
which it has been operating, its policies
will not be beneficial in the long term.
Mr Cathie-What about housing?
Mr EBERY-I will deal with the
housing issue later. I refer to Budget
Document No. 1, which deals with
natural gas. Prior to the election the
Labor Party said that if it were elected
to Government it would not increase
taxes. Document No. 1 on page 13
states:
For many years Victoria has enjoyed very
cheap gas . . .

Where is the consistency in a Government that makes those sorts of
comments when, prior to the election,
the Labor Party said that it would
reduce gas charges by 4 per cent?
On the last page of Budget Document No. 1, it is stated:
The taxation measures introduced in the
Budget have been selected because, of all the
available revenue raising options, they were
judged to have the least impact on the
economy and the people of Victoria.

Appropriation Bills
The re-deployment of resources and a
lli,mited increase in current expenditure has
enabled the new Government to introduce a
social programme which meets the greatest
needs of the Victorian community.

The limited increase in current expenditure mentioned in that quote is
a small increase of 24 per cent. Again
the Government has not been clear in
what it proposes.
I now refer to Budget Document No.
2, and under the heading of "Land
Management", there is mention of unused roads licence rents. In 1981-82
the revenue received from these
licences amounted to $306 353. This
year it is estimated at ,$330000, which
is an increase of a little under 10 per
cent. The cost of those licences have
been increased from $15 to $50. Therefore, it seems to be a little out of
kilter if the revenue is to be increased
only by this amount. In my view, this
Budget document is inaccurate.
I turn now to Budget Document No.
4, page 30, under "Land Management
-Review of Grazing Licence Rents"
which reads:
'
For too long the State has not been obtaining
an adequate return on land that it licences to
farmers to enhance their productivity.
The minimum licence rents will be increased
from $15 to $50 per annum with the rents to
be charged being based on a formula which
takes into account potential productivity to be
derived from the rented land, and for the first
time introduce 'a formula that can be applied
to aB regions of the State on an equal basis.

One property owner in the electorate
I represent pays $1800 a year in municipal rates. He is now having to pay
over $1000 for unused roads. Another
property owner, with a small river
frontage that he is leasing from the
Lands Department, is having to pay
$50 for the lease of a quarter acre
river frontage. If he has four river
frontages scattered around his property, he will have to pay 1$200 a year
rent in licence fees for 1 acre. This
will be counter productive because
farmers will not pay those exorbitant
fees, and how the Lands Department
will administer this policy is beyond
my comprehension because it is a matter of physical impossibility. Under the
Session 1982-32
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Crown Lands Act the Lands Department has the power to remove fences
and so on from properties, but that
department does not have the man
power to carry this out. These licence
fees are a tax in disguise.
I wrote to the Minister of Lands
asking whether he wou1d be prepared
to review this iniquitous licence fee
increase and he replied stating that he
was not prepared to review it because of
the administrative costs. If that is so
why is it an annual licence fee? Th~
common-sense approach would be to
have these licence fees operable for
three years, and that would cut adminstrative costs by one-third. If the
~i~ister ~as .not thought of doing that, .
~t IS an Indictment on his ability to
Improve efficiency in his department.
Budget Document No. 4 at page 30
also states:
F.rom the increased revenue it is proposed
to mcreas~ the provision for the management
of. approximately 2500000 hectares of uncommitted Crown lands and approximately 10000
reserves covering a further 500 000 hectares.
. This arrangement will provide a self-generatIng fund for the better management of Crown
lands and enable the Department to protect
some of the State's natural resources from
degradation and illegal uses and to conserve
the ,land for a wide range of possible future
uses.

I do not believe that property owners
should be asked to subsidize the management of Crown lands which are of
limited value to farmers. Those funds
should not be coming from one section
of the community. The Minister ought
to examine the policy on this matter
closely before he proceeds with it because it will create unhappiness
between landowners and the Lands
Department, which is completely unnecessary.
The Victorian Government has recently indicated that it intends to
amalgamate the two fire services in
Victoria and institute ·an inquiry by the
Public Service Board. I ask what knowledge has the Public Service Board in
relation to fire-fighting services in Victoria, and particularly in relation to
the Country Fire Authority. There is
no question that this inquiry has been
instigated by the firefighters union.
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In a report emanating from the
United
Firefighters
Union,
the
union maintains that Victoria's' emergency services have been subject to
conflicting Government relations and
administration leading to wasteful
duplication and poor co-ordination.
The. report also maintains that these
deficiencies were recognized as long
ago as the Royal Commission into the
1939 bush fires.
The United Firefighters Union has
sought one fire service for Victoria for
over 30 years and has put a lot of
effort into submissions for earlier inquiries into the fire brigades. The Australian Labor Party has also recognized
the problem of maintaining two completely separate. fire services and its
policy states that:
A State Labor Government will integrate fire
services under a single organization.

The first Royal Commission into fire
services was conducted in 1939 when
Judge Stratton said it was a pity to
destroy the volunteer service.
The Australian Labor Party supports
the integration of the two fire services.
The volunteer system has proved successful over many years. In fact, the
Metcalfe Fire Brigade will be celebrating its centenary shortly.
The United Firefighters Union circular dated 24 March 1972, states:
Most of these local councils will oppose a
permanent M.F.B. station in their area because
at the moment they are on a very good thing.They pay nothing relatively for a fire service.
That they get relatively nothing in return is
not important to them.

What an indictment! The circular goes
on to state:
After al1. they can show that "30 firemen
answered the cal1" or at Mt Eliza. we can
get 7 or 8 for every call (M.F.B. men have
never lost a fire station yet. but Mt Eliza Fire
Station burnt down in 1971) ...

The union is indicating that the volunteer system is a second-class system.
The members of the urban fire -service
in Bendigo are very professional, top
class individuals who turn out to fires
very promptly. It is completely unwarranted, unfounded and untrue to
say that the volunteer system is a
second-class system.
Mr Ebery
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The Labor Party is supporting the
view of ensuring that the volunteer
system is downgraded and on the way
out. That is very damaging to the
morale of the members of the volunteer
services in Victoria. The volunteer system was introduced and after the inquiry in 1939 by Judge Stratton, in 1944
the Country Fire Authority was set up
under an Act of Parliament and since
that time it has proved beyond doubt
to be the most efficient cost-saving type
of volunteer service in any part of Australia for the suppression of fires.
It is completely wrong that the Public Service Board should be the group
to decide on the amalgamation of the
fire services. It is interesting to examine the operation costs of the professional and volunteer fire services.
In the 1981-82 financial year, the cost
to operate the Country Fire Authority,
which is the volunteer group, was $28·8
million and in 1982-83 the estimate is
approximately $35·5 million. This represents an increase of approximately 23
per cent and of the $35·5 million, 42
per cent goes into salaries and wages.
The cost of operating the Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board for the
1981-82 year was $48 million and the
estimate for the 1982-83 year is $69·6
million. This represents an increase of
approximately 45 per cent, and of the
$69·6 million, 72 per cent goes into
salaries and wages. That figure of 72
per cent does not include items such
as uniforms, superannuation contributions and pay-roll tax which would, no
doubt, add significantly to the costs of
the board because its staff have to be
paid.
The Government should give some
clear indication to the Country Fire
Authority, which works efficiently with
the brigades in country Victoria, that
it is not going to get its sticky fingers
into the service. That would boost the
morale of the service. This matter
should be resolved as we are coming
into the fire season. The Government
stands condemned for allowing this
matter to go on for such a long time.
The Public Service Board has been looking at the best way amalgamation
should take place and, as I said, I do
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not believe that is the right body to
be considering the matter. Surely an
interim report should be prepared to
give the Government and the Parliament the opportunity to assess the
reasons for amalgamating the two
services!
There is one other matter I wish to
mention and it relates to the promise
made by the Government to introduce
a $30 employment subsidy. The Government decided not to proceed with
that policy but instead introduced a
number of schemes, such as a local
government wage subsidy scheme,
which will provide a subsidy of $70
a week on a pro rata basis for parttime work up to six months for each
additional job created. Preference will
be given to those with a history of
long unemployment. After discussions
with local councils, it is my understanding that they are very upset because
they will have to find $200 a week
for each employee engaged and the
conditions applying are very stringent.
One condition is that the person involved must have been unemployed for
six months. Other problems are the
appropriateness of the programme,
cost benefits, suggested priorities and
so on. Why has the Government again
put an enormous financial responsibility
on the
local government
area?
After all, the revenue that must be
obtained by local government is collected through rates.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Hocldey)
-Order! The honourable member's
time has expired.
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-This is
an exciting Budget that has taken
seriously the challenge of putting Victoria back on the road again and has
paid. a lot of attention to the creation
of employment. Before proceeding
with my general comments, I shall
reply to some of the points made by
the honourable member for Midlands,
particularly those relating to the
Country Fire Authority, which he maintained will cease to exist under the
Government's proposals.
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If the honourable member had cared
to listen to a number of answers given
to questions-the matter has been
raised on a number of occasions-he
would have been able to tell his constitutents and the volunteers involved
in the service that the present inquiry
is to examine the feasibility of the administrative functions of the authority
being incorporated with those of the
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Board. That
will not interfere with the voluntary
service, which is extremely valuable.
The enormous value of that service is
recognized in country areas, particularly in the area I represent.
Although the honourable member
was speaking during the Budget debate,
he did not have the grace to mention
that this Budget will provide for the
construction of a new fire station in
Bendigo and also includes a substantial increase in the funds made available to the CFA for the purchase of
fire-fighting vehicles. That demonstrates
that the honourable member has not
bothered to make an analytical examination of the material accompanying
the Budget. During the course of his
speech, he revealed that he did not
understand much of the information
contained in the Budget documents.
Along with many of his colleagues
who have contributed to the debate,
he also exhibited a lack of understanding of economics. He said that the
private sector would not benefit from
the Budget. That sort of remark illustrates the narrow view of economics
taken by members of the Opposition,
or perhaps their lack of comprehension
of the subject. The major beneficiaries
of the injection of funds provided for
in the Budget, through the increased
capital .works expenditure in areas such
as transport and housing, will be private industry. That injection of funds
will generate growth in those areas
and provide works associated with
those industries.
The low calibre of the pOints made
by members of the Opposition during
this debate so far is a reflection of the
typical Liberal Party schizophrenia
about what Governments should do.
On the one hand, they often ask the
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Government to provide all sorts of
services in the electorates they represent yet, on the other hand, during
the course of the Budget debate, they
moan about the imposition of fair
taxes that will enhance the Government's capacity to provide the sorts
of services that they are so keen on
having ~he Government provide in
those electorates.
Harking back to the comic performance of the honourable member for
Westernport last night, he seemed to
be particularly touchy about those
sorts of taxes. One of the taxes about
which he may well be touchy, as are
other members of the Opposition, is
the quite equitable tax increase that
is to take place in stamp duty payable
on conveyances beyond a level of
$125 000. That increased tax will be
imposed on people who are able to pay.
Their responses to the Budget debate so far have also typified the
approach of members. of the Opposition
to placing a value on resources. They
seem to believe that resources such as
coal are totally inexhaustible. The
people in the Morwell area have always
been anxious to ensure that coal
should be given a true royalty value
because they are aware that it is a
resource that belongs to the people of
the State and that, therefore, the industries using the resource-and industries other than the State Electricity
Commission are ·likely to do so in the
future and certainly have done in the
past-should contribute by way of a
resource tax to the welfare of the
people of the State and the area and
should pay royalties that accord a fair
value to the resource. The resource
cannot be considered to be a free
resource, although that was the attitude of the previous Government.
During his speech, the honourable
member for Westernport referred to
the Department of Youth, Sport and
Recreation. As the honourable member·
raised the subject, I refer him to the
recent report of the Auditor-General,
to which he also made reference. I
make these remarks in the context of
the comments made by the Treasurer
during his Budget speech when he said
Miss Callister

Appropriation Bills

that one of the hallmarks of the previous Government's latter-day administration has been the waste and mismanagement with which it had imbued
the services of the State.
The honourable member for Westernport must acknowledge that that was
one of the key issues that brought
about the downfall of the previous
Government and it is one of the main
reasons why members of the Liberal
Party now occupy such sparsely populated benches in this House, whose
members are elected by the people
every three years.
Page 155 of the Auditor-General's
report deals with the Department of
Youth, Sport and Recreation at a time
when it was controlled by a now departed former Minister who also controlled another Ministry referred to by
the Auditor-General with little esteem.
I shall deal with that matter later. Page
155 states:
The department failed to observe a directive
from the Public Service Board that all engagements of consultants, contractors and persons
employed through non-public service areas
be referred to the hoard for approval.

That is an example of the mismanagement that was carried on under the
previous Government.
There seems to be some relationship
between electioneering and the matters
revealed by the Auditor-General's report in the Ministry of Employment
and Training during the past financial
year. On this matter, the AuditorGeneral said:
In the course of audit examination of expenditure, celtain unsatisfactory features, in
particular, tendering and contractual procedures were noted in respect of the project.
An audit query requesting certain information
from the ministry was subsequently raised.

In response to those queries, the director-general of that department made an
observation about the "Plan Ahead to
Get Ahead Campaign". I should add
that that campaign did not create jobs
and could hardly be said to measure
up to the goals of the department. The
director-general stated:
By the time the initial campa<ign was near
completion, and proving successful, the State
election date was subject to considerable speculation. The Mi,nister decided to give further
support to the campaign (in tenns of buying

Appropriation Bills
more media time) on the basis that industry
had indicated it would not wish to contribute
funds to plan ahead in an election environment.

The former Government decided that
$250 000 was a fair amount of money
to put towards that employment creation campaign-I am being facetiousand ended up paying $850000. Of
course, the scheme .was disbanded by
the Labor Government upon assuming
office. The Labor Government took the
view that the scheme did not create
employment.
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As I said, the works and services programme in the transport area will
herald a new era of quality public transport. The allocation to the capital works
programme in the transport field has
increased by 96 per cent and country
rail services will subsequently be upgraded. As a country rail user I am
only too well aware of the need for
improved trains.
Mr Jona-What about metropolitan
public transport?

Miss CALLISTER-The Budget also
The Budget allocated $30 million provides for substantial improvement
directly towards ensuring job creation. in public transport in that area. A sum
People who have suffered unemploy- of $11-5 million for country passenger
ment will be given the chance of gain- rolling stock will contribute to the coning some skills and contributing to- struction of new carriages and engines.
wards the achievement of the goals of This will be vital to country users of
that department. The New Oppor- public transport. The upgrading and
tunities for Work scheme initiated by manufacture of country passenger rollthe former Government did not create ing stock-as any country member
employment and squandered scarce would endorse--is vital, and will republic resources. One of the true ceive an infusion of $7 -6 million. A sum
strengths of the Budget is that its of $10-5 million will be allocated tothrust will create jobs. The "Plan Ahead wards the relaying of country rail lines.
to Get Ahead" campaign and the sub- The Budget includes provision for a
sequent comments of the Auditor-Gen- two-way radio programme on trains.
eral about that campaign illustrate the This is also good news for country
limited ideas that the former Liberal rail services.
Minister and his Government had about
The housing allocation is truly one
Ministerial responsibility and job of the vital factors in the Budget. The
Latrobe Valley area received a special
creation.
allocation of $5 -5 million. As honourThe Budget will try to achieve the goals able members would be aware, the
which the Government rates highly. former Government did not pay any
Those goals are to provide better services attention to the social and housing
and to increase job opportunities for needs of the people in the Latrobe
Victorians. The Government intends to VaUey and funds were also needed to
streamline Government administration assist people who came to the area with
to ensure cost-effective use of the tax- the development of the Lay Yang power
payers' dollar and improve efficiency. project.
This is in stark contrast to some of
A huge imbalance existed between
the details contained in the report of demand and supply of housing in the
the Auditor-General. If one further area, which resulted in huge leaps in
analyses that report one discovers a rental prices in the private market.
number of other areas of expenditure Many people lived with unsatisfactory
that came about, apparently, at election housing arrangements. Many were
forced to live in caravan parks and,
time, which supports the reason why although
it is acknowledged that some
the people of Victoria became rather chose to live there, many people did not.
cynical about the. approach of the A survey undertaken by the Department
Liberal
Government. The Budget of Community Welfare Services ascerwill put Victoria into an economic tained the figure to be over 75 per cent.
equilibrium.
The former Liberal Government left a
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hefty legacy in that area. It found last
year it had to inject a significant amount
of expenditure into public housing in
the Latrobe Valley. This year the
amount set aside in the Budget for housing in the Latrobe Valley should bring
the demand and supply balance for public housing into line. I am sorry, Mr Acting Speaker, but I appear to be losing
my voice.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) (By
leave) -It is obvious that the honourable member for Morwell is having
difficulty with her voice and the Opposition would be quite prepared to facilitate an arrangement whereby the honourable member may suspend her
speech and resume at another time.
Mrs SIBREE (Kew) (By leave)-I
suggest that the honourable member for
Morwell be allowed to conclude her
speech on the resumption of the debate.
Therefore, I move:
That the debate be now adjourned and that
the member for Morwell be permitted to continue her speech when the debate is resumed.

The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the debate be
adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Children's Protection Society-Alleged
police harassment-Milk contractnrs
-Nunawading ambulance stationRacing industry-Theft of jewellery
-Point Lonsdale jetty-VandalismVFL Grand Final
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Employment and Training)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr JONA (Hawthorn)-I raise' a
matter for the attention of the Minister
for Community Welfare Services, who is
unfortunately not present in the House.
I trust the Minister will be present in
the House w'ithin a few minutes because
the matter I wish to bring to the
attention of the Minister relates to
funding for the Children's Protection
Society. As the Minister would be
aware, the annual meeting of the
Children's Protection Society is to be
held tomorrow.

Adjournment

Having regard to the need for the
Children's Protection Society to adequately safeguard its planning for the
future with adequate funding from the
Government, I. ask the Minister for
Community Welfare Services to give
urgent attention, if the Minister has
not already done so, to having an
announcement made at that meeting
tomorrow on the funding for the immediate future of the society.
The Minister would be aware that
the Children's Protection Society is an
unique organization in the community
because it is the only accredited agency
for the purpose of receiving and responding under the legal proce~ses. complaints or reports of child maltreatment
and child abuse.
Over the past few years the expansion and development of the Children's
Protection Society has enabled it to
move into eleven of the eighteen regions
of Victoria. I am delighted to note that
the Government proposes to extend that
development by creating a further two
regions in the forthcoming year, which
will be consistent with the planning
that was announced by the former Government.
Nevertheless, despite the additional
funding that the present Government
will be making available to the Children's Protection Society to facilitate
that development, the financial pressures upon the society, through the
necessity to raise additional resources
to cope with residential care and other
types of important activities, including
the child protection units themselves,
makes it imperative that the Government seriously and urgently review the
present funding allocation.
The Minister would be aware that in
1980-81 the former Government allocated almost $700000 to the Children's
Protection Society for all of its activities. The funding was directed towards
residential care, child protection units
and the Family and Community Services
programme. In the following financial
year, the Government made a special
allocation of $250 000 to $300 000 to
cope with the serious, important and
urgent requirements of the Children'S
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Protection Society. I note that the Minister has returned to the House. Therefore, I urge the Minister to consult
with the Treasurer, if necessary between
now and 11.00 a.m. tomorrow and
announce a similar special grant over
and above the Budget allocation to
enable the work of the society to be
guaranteed, and to ensure that its important statutory obligation will not in
any way be jeopardized as a result of
financial problems.
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invited by the Whittlesea Shire Council
to discuss the problem of vandalism
in the district.

The youth I have spoken to have
indicated that they are having problems
not only with unemployment but also
with being questioned by members of
the Police Force, which they interpret
as harassment and an infringement of
their democratic rights. This action
could undermine the liaison that has
been developed between the police and
Mr McDONALD (Evelyn)-I raise the youth of the district. I ask the
with the Minister for Police and Emer- Minister for Police and Emergency Sergency Services an incident that occurred vices to indicate what action he bein the area that I repres'ent. I have a lieves could be taken to overcome this
flat in Epping and a few weeks ago problem.
my family was staying with me. On
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-I raise
a Sunday morning I asked my young
Minister for Local Governwith
son if he would mind picking up the ment, the
representing
of
Sunday papers. He proceeded to the Agriculture, a matterthethatMinister
has
been
shopping centre at Epping and on his
brought to my attention by a group of
return he informed me that, whilst dairy
farmers in the Bacchus Marsh
he was going to the shops, which are area. This
group represents approxisituated a couple of hundred yards mately 550 to 600 milk contractors with
from the flat, a police car pulled up the Victorian Dairy Industry Associat the kerb and one of the two police ation. There are only approximately
officers inside the car beckoned him
500 to 600 milk contractors left from
over and started to question him about an
original number of 6124 who existed
where he was going; what he was
before
commenced being
doing; where he was staying; his name, phased contracts
out on 30 November 1976.
address and so on.
It appears that these contract holder
While the questioning was going on, dairy farmers can forfeit their contracts
the second police officer in the car took for a lump sum payment but they predown the particulars in writing. I am fer not to. They prefer to maintain it
concerned that a person can be carrying for the forthcoming four years because
out his or her norma] duties of business it is worth more money to them. Howin Victoria and be interrogated for no ever, this year, because of the drought,
they are having much difficulty in mainapparent reason.
taining their contracts. The dairy
I have questioned youth in the dis- farmer who spoke to me has a 100
trict and have ascertained that the gallon contract and, to maintain that
incident I have described appears to 100 gallons a day, he is currently buybe normal police procedure. I commend ing milk from neighbours who do not
members of the Victoria Police Force have contracts.
for the job they are performing in the
Is the Minister of Agriculture preWhittlesea and Epping districts. There pared to discuss with officers of his
is excellent liaison between the youth department and the Victorian Dairy
of the district and the police officers Industry Authority an arrangement
through the Blue Light Discos and so whereby some proportion of the contract can be waived for the duration of
on.
this drought period? The drought is yet
There is a grave concern about van- to strike many people in that its ramidalism in the Whittlesea and Epping fications will not be felt for at least
districts. Last week, the Minister for twelve months. In this instance farmers
Police and Emergency Services was have no hay left and cannot purchase
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any because none is available, and no
grain is available. The farms will not
cut hay this year and the crops that
have been grown are doomed to failure.
They will, therefore. not replenish their
fodder stocks until this time next year,
providing it rains in the meantime. It
appears that in the 1976 drought the
Victorian Dairy Industry Authority
made some allowance for contract
holders. It reduced its obligation for
the contract to 75 per cent and, a
few months later, to 50 per cent.
Would the Minister of Agriculture be
prepared to reconsider this matter on
behalf of the almost 600 contract holders in Victoria and. in particular, my
constituents at Bacchus Marsh, so that
they will be able to exist through this
bad drought period and maintain their
contracts, thereby not incurring any
under-supply penalty for dropping below their milk: contract level?
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham) - I
refer to the Minister of Health the
question of the Nunawading Branch
Ambulance Station in Springvale Road,
Nunawading, and an article that appeared in the local press this week in
which it was alleged the Government
has shelved the ambulance station pro.iect and has rejected requests for funding. The article read:
State Health Minister Mr Roper has written
to IO'cal MPs and Nunawading Rotary Club to
say the State Government will not fund the
station.

Further on in the article, reference
was made to a letter that I have
received from the Minister in which it
allegedly said that the money for the
station would simply not be provided.
These totally unfounded suggestions
have, unfortunately, been compounded
today by the honourable member for
Forest Hill who raised the matter in an
earlier debate and added the point that
the Government has refused to provide
vehicles to such a station. He referred
to something in the order of one-third
of the cost. I point out that the State
Government is contributing two-thirds
of the capital cost.
The previous Government delayed
the project for a long time. I make
special mention of the role of the
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Rotary Club and Nunawading City
Council in this matter. The Rotary
Club raised about $78 000 towards the
capital cost of the project and that
money is being held in trust. The club
is anxious to see the project proceed.
The city has acquired a site for the
station. I pay tribute to those groups.
The only letter I received from the
Minister of Health was in response to
representations by me to him on 15
July that the progress of the project to.
comm'encement should be as early as
possible. The reply received from the
Minister reads:
I appreciate the interest shown by the local
community through the Nunawading Rotary
Club and the City O'f Nunawamng in providing
funds and land for the project and I agree
that there is a need for an ambulance branch
station in Nunawading.

However, the main issue which must be
resolved before construction commences, is the
provision of the necessary staff. It is most unlikely that funds for employment of addi.tional
staff ,will be made available in the next State
Budget, but attempts are being made to provide
the ne,cessary staff from within the Service's
existing establishment.

The Minister has stated his support
for the project and in no way can it
be said that the project has been
rejected or shelved by the State Government. Therefore, I seek from the
Minister an indication of what attempt
is being made to provide the necessary
staff for the station and I seek from the
Minister his assurance o.f his continuing support and the support of this
Government for this important project.
The people of Nunawading and the
Mitcham electorate are at present serviced by ambulance stations at East
Camberwell and Ringwood and there is
a great need for this facility in the
City of Nunawading. It has the strong
support of the local community, my
strong support as the local member, as
well as the support of my colleagues
in Bennettswood, Box Hill and Ringwood, not to mention one of the honourable members who represents Nunawading Province. I seek those assurances from the Minister for this worthwhile project.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-I raise a
matter for the attention of the Minister
for Youth, Sport and Recreation. In my
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innocence I have been given information about nefarious activities in the
trotting industry. I believe it may be
advisable for the Minister, who is knowledgeable on these matters and has the
best advice in the State available to
him, to report to the House on measures being taken by his Ministry to
regulate the greyhound, trotting and
even the thoroughbred racing industry.
I am sure that racing, gambling and all
the associated activities in this State
are fair and above board. The Totalizator Agency Board, in particular, is,
to people on my side of the House,
what the stock exchange is not. If one
is knowledgeable, and I pretend to be
knowledgeable on the stock exchange,
that is one thing. but I know nothing
about the racing industry and am completely reliant on advisers. It may be
that some of the information I have
been given relates to the immediate
past rather than to the present past,
and I have perhaps painted too gloomy
a picture of what has occurred since
the beginning of September. I ask the
Minister to enlighten the House as to
whether criminal activities are occurring in the racing industry and, if they
are, whether action is being taken
against them.
Mr CULPIN (Glenroy)-I raise for
the attention of the Minister .for Police
and Emergency Services an article that
appeared in the Truth of 2 October
which read:
JEWELLERY 'MISSING FROM BODY'
A 67-year-old man is considering having his
wife's body exhwned to solve the mystery of
three missing wedding rings.
Bruce Smith, a retired baker from Glenroy,
in Melbourne, said he had "lost all faith in
human nature" over what he believed was the
theft of the rings.
Mr Smith's wife, Carla, died of cancer in
the Austin Hospital a month ago.
Somewhere between the removal of Mrs
Smith's body from the morgue and her arrival
at a funeral parlor, the rings disappeared.
Efforts to trace them at the hospital and the
parlor have been in vain.
After his wife died, Mr Smith was told the
rings were in the hospital safe and could be
picked up the next day.
Later they couldn't be found, so he contacted
the funera·l parI or, Giannarelli and Sons, of
Lygon Street, Brunswick.
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EXHUMED
Mr Smith said a company spokesman told
him there was no jewellery on the body when
it was collected.
"Neither the hospital nor the funeral parlor
will admit to knowing where the rings are, so
if the worst comes to the worst I may have to
try and have my wife's body exhumed:' Mr
Smith said.
"The whole affair has destroyed my fiaith in
human nature. It must have been a very brave
man to have stolen the rings off the finger of
a dying old lady," he said.
Mr R. H. Kronborg, general manager of the
Austin Hospital, said extensive inquiries had
been carried out.
"The evidence is that the representative from
Giannarelli who pi.cked up the body was told
there were three rings to be collected by Mr
Smith," he said.
No comment from the Giannarelli company
was available, despite repeated calls to the firm.

I have had discussions with Mr Smith.
He is extremely upset and honourable
members will understand that he has
gone through the trauma of losing his
wife and now this has happened. I
request the Minister to examine his case
and to determine whether this is an
isolated case or whether jewellery has
disappeared in similar circumstances.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-I
direct a matter to the attention of the
Minister of Public Works. The Point
Lonsdale jetty is in a bad state of repair
and I am concerned for the safety of
the public. Twelve months ago, residents
were assured that the jetty was programmed for repairs to be made to it.
At the time, concern was expressed at
the many severely damaged piles at the
end of the jetty as well as the complete
lack of cross bracing. The jetty is in
urgent need of attention.
The com'munity is concerned that,
during the height of the summer season,
there may be a major collapse at a time
when many people go to the Rip to
observe ships going out to sea. I urge
the Minister to examine this matter and
to ensure that repairs are made to the
jetty before the next summer season.
Mr NEWTON (Bennettswood)-I 'refer the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to a letter I received from
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a constituent, a home builder, concerning vandalism of partly-constructed
houses in Mount Waverley and surrounding suburbs. The constituent
stated:
During Saturday night, Sunday morning 11
and 12 September. eight window panes of
glass were broken; this brings to a total
sixteen windows vandalised and broken since
the house has been under construction.
Unknown persons have also entered the
premises by means of climbing on top of the
roof and by forcing windows open. Once inside
they proceeded to spread plasterers glue over
all and everything.
Natura])y, every time the house has been hit.

I have reported the incident to the Mount

Waverley Police.
It would appear that the police force is
spread too thin in the vandal prone area of
Mount Waverley.

In support of the local police, I add that
in the several instances to which I have
referred the police, they have acted
promptly and efficiently. I do not think
the problem lies so much with the
efficiency of the Police Force, although
it would be well worth inquiring into
whether the staff is sufficient.
The police at Mount Waverley were
very good on a matter of vandalism at
local schools and caught vandals at the
Ashwood High School, who are now in
custody, and acted responsibly on
matters of trail bike offences. I was very
pleased with the response on those
occasions. However, there appears to
be further spots of vandalism and the
constituent's letter continues:
I have remained hidden within
numerous Saturday nights in an
sight the hooligans in the act
damage. I have been unsuccessful
I have kept vigil.

the house on
endeavour to
of property
on the nights

The problem has reached proportions
where the gentleman has had to stay
overnight in a partly-constructed house
to try to apprehend the vandals. He
states:
It must be quite obvious that builders cannot
be expected to carry the financial losses of
umpteen broken windows every time they
build. Insurance companies will quit.

The constituent also gives examples of
another partly-constructed house across
the road that incurred eight broken
Mr Newton
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windows and suffered other forms of
vandalism. Quite rightly, he has asked
me what measures and actions the Government will take to ensure that acts
of property vandalism are stamped out.
I urge the Minister to indicate how the
Government will combat th~se problems
in Mount Waverley and other areas.
. Mr REMINGTON (Melbourne)-I refer the Minister for Youth, Sport and
Recreation to a campaign being conducted by the Victorian Football League
to convince its members that they
should put pressure on members of
Parliament representing them in support
of the 1984 grand final being played at
VFL Park at Waverley instead of at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground. It is obvious
to me that the ca'mpaign has backfired
because nine out of ten of the letters I
have received strongly oppose any
change in venue for the grand final.
Most people recognize that the Melbourne Cricket Ground is the Mecca for
football finals in the country. I quote
from some of the letters I have received.
One respected knight of the realm said:
The grand final should remain at the MCG.

A minister of religion said:
I object strongly to the VFL's bullying
tactics. I agree with the Cain Government
stance.

A firm of chartered accountants wrote:
Far from urging you in this direction, I want
to state that I am very much opposed to final
matches being played at the ground.

A lim'ited company said:
I object to this method of gathering interest
in the move for the grand final to be played
at the VFL Park in 1984.
In my opinion the grand final should be continued to be played at the MCG.

Another person wrote:
I am certain that the greater majority of
people would prefer the grand final to be
played at the MCG.

Another citizen wrote:
VFL Park is a disgrace to football-keep
finals at MCG.

Another person wrote:
I request you in that capacity to firmly
sUpJ:ort the stance of the Premier, Mr Cain.
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Another citizen wrote:
Please do everything in your power to
ensure that the grand final continues at the
MCG.

It is apparent that the Victorian Football

League is becoming a powerful bureaucracy and that it is out of touch with the
feelings of football supporters. I suggest
that the league executive gets out of its
smoke-filled boardroom and goes to
where the real supporters of the game
are. The Victorian Football League fell
on 'its face when it tried to have another
team playing at Carlton and when it
tried to introduce Sunday football at
the Melbourne Cricket Ground. It is time
that the league executive woke up to
itself and acted in the best interests
of football.
Mrs TONER (Minister for Community
Welfare Services) -The honourable
member for Hawthorn raised the question of the difficulties facing the
Children's Protection Society. Indeed,
that matter has been raised with me by
a number of my colleagues and by the
honourable member for Caulfield. References have been made to a circular letter
that was sent by members of the society
to all members of Parliament in which
is articulated the difficulty that the
society has because of the formula for
funding set by the former Government.
My Government increased by 31·7 per
cent in this year's Budget the allocation
for the children's protection programme.
The expenditure in this area under the
Liberal Government in 1981-82 was
$730400; the allocation for 1982-83 is
$962 000. Part of this major increase is
for two maltreatment units, one in the
north-western suburbs and one in the
ou ter eastern region. The former Minister and his Government made a swag
of promises; however, the Government
did not deliver.
The honourable member for Hawthorn has appealed to me to make a
decision, after approaching the Treasurer this evening, and to offer a handout tomorrow at the annual meeting
of the Children's Protection Society.
That is not the way my Government
operates and the Opposition should
have learned that by now. The Liberal
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Government was thrown out of office
because of its modus operandi in the
past. I clearly recollect that, three days
before the election, the former Minister signed a $100000 contract for
pUblicity for the family life programme.
Indeed, it was from the retrieval of
some of those funds that I had the
capacity to fund the children's protection units that have been extended this
year. The honourable member for
Hawthorn asks how much the extra
allocation is.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order!
The
honourable
member for Hawthorn is out of order
in barraging the Minister with further
supplementary interjections.
Mrs TONER-The Budget. allocation
for the children's protection programme
represents an increase of 31'7 per cent.
My department is prepared to negotiate
with the Children's Protection Society
and to examine its needs. That is· the
way in which funding will occur· in the
future, and not by way of last-minute
handouts by a desperate Government,
such as the former Government. A
proper balance will be maintained
between preventive services, support
services and the social planning that
the Labor Government is committed to
providing.
When faced with many services and
urgent needs, it is always difficult to
determine priorities. My Government is
attempting to preserve a proper balance
between those needs and to provide
whatever it can for this excellent
society, as well as for the many other
organizations which provide for children and families in this State.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Employment and Training)-The honourable
member for Gisborne referred to the
reduction in contracts by 50 per cent
to 75 per cent in respect of dairy
industry problems arising from the
drought. I will raise the matter with
the Minister of Agriculture, who is a
rational and reasonable man, and I
believe
the
honourable
member's
rational and reasonable proposal will
be favourably considered.
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Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)- Again, the commitment to Lilydale
The honourable member for Mitcham needs to be emphasized. The Director
raised the question of the proposed of the Finance Division continued:
Nunawading ambulance station. The
In view of the uncertainty of ex'pansion funds
proposal is for a six-unit, 24-hour for 1982-83 it is recommended that no combe made to Nunawading unless the
ambulance station and dates back to mitment
Treasurer
prepared to make a special
1978 when the Rotary Club of Nuna- allocation ofisrecurrent
funds.
wading conducted a feasibility study
into the need for an ambulance station It is significant that, on the very day
that memorandum was prepared, the
in Nunawading.
then Premier and Treasurer, in the
The honourable member referred to dying hours of his Government, wrote
the unfortunate article that had one of his $5 letters. I call them $5
appeared in local newspapers in that letters because it cost $5 each to write
area which had been unnecessarHy them and endless amounts would have
worrying to people of the outer eastern been necessary to carry out the
contained in them. Those
suburbs. In 1979, following deputations promises
letters went all over the place and
to the then Minister of Health, the there were no funds to back them up.
Health Commission approved in prin- In that letter, the Treasurer said that
ciple the establishment of a station on the building would go ahead. He then
a $2 for $1 formula. The Rotary Club continued:
raised $78000 as its share of the cost,
of funds to phase in the staffing
and that sum is still held i.n trust. The and"provision
equipping of the station will receive further
Nunawading
branch
station
had consideration when building work is under
appeared on capital works priority lists way."
ever since.
How unfortunate one can be! The
potential
existed for a station at NunaHowever, in 1981-82, under the
wading.
and
the building could be proformer Government, the Lilydale station vided. but there
were no funds to
was granted a higher priority by both staff it.
the Ambulance Service, Melbourne, the
My Government takes the view that
Health Commission and the then Government. It is significant that it was the capacity to staff and open a service
the former Government that lifted the must be part of the planning process;
priority of the Lilydale station above that capacity must be there before it is
built. The Government would not want
that of the Nunawading station.
to have all over the State top floors of
Title to the land acquired by the hospitals, such as at the Alfred
City of Nunawading for the station has Hospital, or hospitals like the hospital
now .been transferred to the Health at Essendon, which cannot be used, and
Commission; that transfer was approved it especially would not want to have
by the Governor in Council on the them in Nunawading.
advice of my Government in July this
On 28 April, Mr Berry, the head of
year. The latest estimate of the cost of the Ambulance Service, Melbourne, sugthe project is $245000. However, the gested that twelve extra staff would be
problem is staffing. As early as 1979, required at a cost of more than
the Secretary of the Hospitals Division $230 OOO-almost as high as the cost of
said it may be possible to operate the building the station, but that no addinew station without extra staff for the tional vehicles would be required. In
Ambulance Service, Melbourne. On 12 any event, the Government had begun
March 1982, the Director of the Finance a vehicle replacement project to ensure
Division said:
that the condition of all vehicles owned
by the Ambulance Service, Melbourne,
It is now doubtful whether A.S.M. can reand by ambulance services throughout
deploy further staff for a station at Nunawading in view of its commitment to Li'lydale.
the rest of the State, was adequate.
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It is suggested that the Government
I have found that the police are
has rejected the proposal. That sugges- extremely conscious of the need to
tion is given the lie by my letter to develop good relations between themthe honourable member for Mitcham, selves and younger members of the
from ·which he quoted, and by a letter community. Significant efforts are being
to the Combined Services Clubs Com- put into ensuring that good relationmittee for the North Essendon station ships flourish. The people who ensure
on 23 August, in which I said:
that effort is put into good relations
At present, it is assumed that Nunawading wi th young people would deplore the'
will be the next branch development, and I sort of incident that the honourable
do not foresee that its priority will be altered. member for Evelyn has described. I will
take an early opportunity of directing
It is the Government's intention that the honourable member's remarks to the
the next station in Melbourne will be
of the chief commissioner and
the Nunawading station. Discussions are attention
the
that I know he will
enlist
proceeding with the Ambulance Service, be eager assistance
to provide in ensuring that
Melbourne, on its capacity to provide what has happened is investigated and
the service within its existing resources that repetitions do not occur in the
with the Government providing the future.
capital funds.
The honourable member for Glenroy
Mr Richardson-When will it happen? directed the attention of the house to
Mr ROPER-I have searched the file an ugly incident in which the husband
of a woman who died recently in the
~arefully and I can find no representations whatsoever from the honourable Austin Hospital has been forced to the
member for Forest Hill. Perhaps his extreme position of considering having
representations are contained in some the body of his wife exhumed in order
other file, but they are not in the to ascertain the whereabouts of her
Health Commission's file on the subject. three wedding rings. His constituent, a
My colleagues, the honourable member resident of Glenroy, has been unsucfor Mitcham and the honourable mem- cessful in establishing the whereabouts
ber representing Nunawading Province of the three wedding rings, either from
in another place, are working to ensure the management of the Austin Hospital
that the building is provided, as it or the undertakers, G. Giannarelli and
would have been if the former Govern- Sons. It should be a source of concern
ment had not altered its priorities to to all of us that a bereaved person can
favour Lilydale, which saves the finan- find his grief exacerbated in this way.
cial resources of the ambulance service I will have the matter investigated by
of Melbourne. The service has now been the police.
asked for further advice and I expect
The honourable member for Bennettsthat within the next few weeks.
wood raised the problem of vandalism
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police in the Waverley area and cited the exand Emergency Services)-The honour- perience of a builder constituent who
able member for Evelyn raised what he has repeatedly had extensive damage
done to houses in the course of their
has reason to believe is a serious break- construction.
The problem is not condown in relations between the police
and some young people in the elector- fined to Waverley, as the honourable
ate that he represents, particularly in member for Evelyn pOinted out. Only
the Whittlesea area. He was able to this week I was invited to discuss
draw on direct personal experience to the manifestations of violence with the
provide the House with an example. council of the Shire of WhittIesea. This
The matters he brought to light are year, an attempt is being made to come
a source of concern to me, as they will to grips with the problem arising from
be to the Chief Commissioner of Police inadequate policing in the Waverley
and to all police personnel who have area and a start will at long last be
the good name of the Victoria Police made on the construction of a 24-hour
at heart.
police station in that area.
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Mr SIMPSON (Minister of Public
Works)-The matter raised by the honourable member for South Barwon concerns the Point Lonsdale jetty. Honourable members would be well aware of
its location on the western side of the
Rip. It is an historic area of Victoria,
famous for the Buckley's Cave that is
situated there, and is well known in
the early history of Victoria. It is a
matter about which I have recently
become acquainted as I went on a twoday tour with senior officers from the
Ports and Harbors Division of the
Public Works Department in mid-July
this year. That was one of the areas
to which my attention was di~ected. It
is a picturesque and historic part of
the bay.
It would be difficult to have large
amounts of money expended for comuse of that jetty. However, I told
Hopeful signs have emanated from mercial
the
officers
of my department that I
the success of the police community in- wanted the facts
and figures of what
volvement programme in the Frankston money would be required for the rearea where a significant reduction in tention and proper maintenance of the
vandalism has been brought about by jetty. I assure the honourable member
thirteen police personnel who have been that when the report and all the informainvolved in a programme initiating a tion are made available I will forward
whole variety of activities over the past the relevant material to him.
eighteen months. Last Saturday, the
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Youth.
Minister for Employment and Training Sport and Recreation)-The honourable
and I, together with the Minister of member for Doncaster, who is a
Housing, who represents the Carrum guardian of law and order in this State,
electorate, were present at the opening for which I commend him. raised an
of the off-road bike track, which has issue concerning honesty in the racing
been provided by the Frankston City industry of Victoria. It is an important
Council in .conjunction with the police industry with a turnover of about $2000
community involvement programme. It million a year, and it employs about
represents a significant initiative in pro- 30 000 people directly. This afternoon
viding for the needs of young people he mentioned Mr Lalor and that he
who are likely to appear in courts on should ensure that the "trots" are
charges of vandalism and breaches of kept on a high scale. Mr Lalor has been
chief steward of the Harness Racing
road laws.
Board for only approximately seven or
The vandalism task force of the De- eight weeks. He has the confidence of
partment of the Premier has produced the sport and is doing a good and
a videotape of the development of the active job. If he copies his brother,
freeway motorcycle club track right Pat Lalor, who is the head steward of
from its inception to its final opening the Victoria Racing Club, Victorian
last Saturday. I commend that material trotting will receive an uplift. I will
to all councils and honourable members speak with Mr Lalor to assure him that
who have experienced vandalism and all sides' of Parliament are closely
would like to do something constructive observing the future of the trotting
about the problem.
industry, which must be kept honest,
In the Budget currently being dis-'
cussed by this House, the Government
has been able to arrange for an additional 334 operational police officers
to become available in the course of
the year. The honourable member for
Bennettswood, along with his colleagues
from Monbulk and Bendigo, have already approached me about a possible
allocation of police from this additional
strength to their areas, where it is
rightly recognized that problems exist.
The allocation of additional police is
a matter involving the operational control of the Police Force, which is under
the direction of the chief commissioner.
I will take the opportunity of directing
the honourable member's concerns to
the chief commissioner, as I have done
for the honourable member for Monbulk
and Bendigo.

Mr Mathews

Adjournment

as must also the greyhound and
racing industries, to protect the confidence of the people of Victoria.
The honourable member also asked
me as the Minister representing the
Government in the racing industry-the
greyhound, trotting and galloping industries-what I was going to do to
ensure that Victorian racing is kept
as honest as possible. I am conscious
that Victoria is the No. 1 racing State
in Australia and the top chief steward
of Australia is Mr Lalor. The Police
Racing Squad, which is under the portfolio of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services, has been very
active in recent months in ensuring
that wrongdoers in any racing code
are kept in check. For example, Senior
Sergeant Kneebone has made investigations on behalf of the squad.
There are a number of matters that
I cannot tell the House about because
this squad works underground to ensure that its investigations are not
known to those wrongdoers they are
chasing.
I often hear the cry that the Police
Racing Squad seems to be doing nothing.
I can give three or four examples of
the squad's activities. Charges have
been laid against three persons in
Warrnambool-this has been publicized
in the Warrnambool paper, so it is not
a private matter-on a conspiracy
charge over the running of a greyhound race at Warrnambool in recent
months.
The Police Racing Squad has also
taken action in respect of two separate
hard drug dealings by people in the
racing industry. The squad has also
dealt with, and acted upon, a theft of
a large amount of money from the
racecourse in recent months. It is also
investigating a person who came here
from overseas and sold a racehorse,
took many thousands of dollars from
the would-be owners, but the horse has
never been produced and the money
has not been returned. Action has
almost been finalized on that issue.
The Government and the racing industry, in consultation with others, are
watching the racing industry closely.
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Each week the Police Racing Squad consults with racing officials and stewards
to ensure that any investigation that
needs the backing of the police squad
is carried out. Last week this squad
had discussions with interstate police
who are coming to Melbourne within
the next couple of weeks to oversee
the spring racing carnival. These discussions concerned keeping an eye on
pickpockets, or other vagabonds, who
may come to Victorian racecourses and
act to the detriment of the Victorian
public.
I can assure the honourable member
for Doncaster that the Government
wants to keep Victoria's racing industry fair and honest and I suggest
that if he can provide any confidential
information to me to keep the racing
industry clean, it will be well received.
The honourable member for Melboure raised a matter concerning the
Victorian Football League grand final
being conducted at Waverley in 1984.
He said that in correspondence he has
received 90 per cent of the public
favour the Melbourne Cricket Ground
as the grand final venue. This is in
accord with the views expressed by
the Government, and I think it would
be in accord with the views of the
Opposition and the National Party. It
is in line with a poll taken on grand
final day at the Melbourne Cricket
Ground where 80 per cent of the people
said they would prefer to keep the
grand final at the Melbourne Cricket
Ground. However, that is in contrast
to a poll taken by the Victorian Football League, which showed that people
would prefer the grand final to Le held
at Waverley.
I believe that Victorians, under the
present traffic conditions at Waverley,
would prefer to have 120000 people at
the Melbourne Cricket Ground watching a grand final than have 80000
people at Waverley.
It has been stated publicly that it
is a matter of the Victorian Football
League versus the Government opinion.
That is not so. The Waverley council
is opposed to the Victorian Football
League extending its grounds at
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Waverley and the Government has
stated repeatedly in recent months that
it is not prepared to spend millions of
dollars of public funds on road works
to service the Victorian Football
League Park when it believes there is
a higher priority 'for road works in all
parts of the State. That view would
be backed by 95 per cent of Victorians,
and all parties in this House.
Despite the remarks of the honourable member about the hierarchy of
the Victorian Football League-that is
his view and he can express that

Adjournment

wherever he likes-the Government
the
Melbourne
Cricket
supports
Ground under present circumstances.
It believes the Victorian Football
League built the ground at Waverley
to get a better deal from the Melbourne Cricket Ground. I hope we can
produce a better deal for the Victorian
Football League before 1984.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 6.6 p.m.
until Tuesday, October 12.

Questions without Notice
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Teachers Tribunal retired on 18 August
and the new machinery under the
Service Act provides for an
The SPEAKER (the Hoo. C. T. Education
mechanism. However, it will
Edmunds) took the chair at 2.7 p.m. and appeal
take some time for that machinery to
read the prayer.
be established because of the due process of law that has been followed in
the determination of bargaining units
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
and bargaining agents.
Accordingly, I have sought advice
TAX EVASION
from Parliamentary Counsel as to what
Mr THOMPSON (Leader of the Opposi- alternatives are available, either of a
tion) -Following the Premier's hi~hly legislative or some other nature, to set
publicized statements on tax evaSIOn, up an interim appeals mechanism to
can the Premier give a firm assurance ensure that there is not an undue delay
to members of this House and the people in the hearing of these appeals. 1 hope
of Victoria that S'ince 3 April no persons we will be in a position by the end
appointed to Government posts by the of the week to know the quickest and
Governor in Council have been involved most expeditious way of handling this
in tax evasion or "bottom-of-the-har- difficulty inherited from our predebour" schemes?
cessors.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I can only say
DISCRIMINATION IN SPORTING
to the House that to my knowledge no
CLUBS
persons appointed by this Government
Mrs
SETCHES
(Ringwood)-Can the
have been so involved. There has been
no attempt to vet appointees, or to filter Premier advise the House what action
them "in all cases. 1 can only add that if the Government has taken in prothe Leader of the Opposition suggests moting its policy of equal rights for
such a person has been appointed, he women in sporting clubs on Crown
should advise the Government so that land?
Honourable members interjecting.
inquiries can be made.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I first want to
APPEALS BY MEMBERS OF
say that I should have thought honTEACHING SERVICE
ourable members opposite would have
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the wished to know the answer. I should
National Party) -I direct a question to have thought they would be anxious to
the Minister of Education. I refer to the ensure that, so far as it was possible,
fact that the Teachers Tribunal ceased discrimination did not take place on
to function in August this year and that Crown land.
there are presently in the vicinity of 300
The facts are that we cannot do as
appeals pending descending from assist- much as we would wish about some
ant regional directors and principals to areas but we can certainly do somesecondary school teachers, and that thing about Crown land. The three
after those appeals are heard and deter- race clubs involved have made conmined, there will no doubt be many siderable progress. The Moonee Valley
resultant appeals, depending on the out- Racing Club moved of its own volition
come of each of the 300 individual some time ago. I am delighted that
appeals. Will the Minister of Education the Victoria Amateur Turf Club and
inform the House what steps he intends the Victoria Racing Club have both
to take to ensure that a teachers appeal moved to open membership to women.
board, Teachers Tribunal or some other I am also delighted that the Melbourne
organization is set up immediately to Cricket Club, albeit slowly, is moving
ensure that chaos does not reign in the same direction, having appointed
supreme in the Education Department in a committee to examine the matter.
respect of this matter?
I am hopeful that there will be some
Mr FORDHAM (Minister of Educa- positive response from that quarter,
tion) -The situation is that the also.
Tuesday, 12 October 1982
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It would help if those of us who
are trustees of the Melbourne Cricket
Ground were supported in our views
in that regard by those honourable
members on the Opposition side of the
House who are also trustees.
Mr Kennett-Is that a threat?
Mr CAIN-No. If members of the
Opposition have a strong view about
it they should express that view. I
am pleased that those initiatives have
been taken. We will continue to do all
that we can, as a Government, to
encourage that action. We will also be
moving to effect some amendments to
the Equal Opportunity Act to ensure
the removal of discrimination in other
areas.

TAX EVASION
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-As the
Premier indicated in answer to the
Leader of the Opposition that he had
no vetting procedures for Government
aPPointments by the Governor in
Council, is the honourable gentleman
able to assure the House that he has
inquired of Cabinet Ministers and members of the Parliamentary Labor Party
to ensure that none of them have been
involved. in "bottom-of-the-harbour"
schemes or tax evasion?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! I am not sure
whether the Premier is responsible for
this matter. I will call the Premier to
reply to that part of the question that
deals with Cabinet Ministers.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The answer to
that part of the question is, "No". I
have not made such inquiries. In regard
to appointees of the Executive Council, no such inquiry has been made, as
I said earlier, except on occasions
when a particular matter has been
drawn to the attention of the Government prior to an appointment.

Questions without Notice
that the interests of country Victorians
will be adequately represented on the
board?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister of Education) -An announcement has not yet
been made other than in relation to
the appointment of a chairperson. I
am delighted to advise that the chairperson will be Dr Ken McKinnon. Victoria is indeed fortunate in having a
man of his calibre and experience heading the board. I anticipate making an
announcement about the final composition of the board next week. I assure
the honourable member that country
and city Victorians alike will be taken
into account and covered by our
appointees to the board.
INTEREST RELIEF SCHEME
Mr mLEIN (Sandringham)-Will the

Minister of Housing provide details of
how the Government intends to provide
mortgage relief to those persons who
are having difficulty in meeting their
mortgage payments?
Mr CAnIIE (Minister of Housing)As all honourable members would
know, interest rates on home mortgages
have risen substantially in the past few
years from 9·5 per cent to 13·5 per
cent. That increase has placed an increased financial burden upon many
home purchasers and prospective home
purchasers in Victoria.
As a result, the State Government
has joined with the Federal Government in providing a sum of $2·65 million to provide short-term financial
assistance to existing home buyers who
are experiencing financial difficulty in
meeting their mortgage payments.
Last year the State Government initiated a similar scheme and allocated
only $1 milion for that purpose. Those
funds were made available for interest
free loans to families, and the scheme
operated under restricted criteria. With
the new scheme, the criteria have been
STATE EDUCATION BOARD
expanded and, although the scheme will
Mr HANN (Rodney)-Will the Min- be run along similar lines, assistance
ister of Education advise whether will still be in the form of interest
appointments to the new State Educa- free loans. The maximum amount is
tion Board have been finalized? If so, $4000 and interest free loans of up
what are the names of those persons to $2000 may also be provided to pay
and will the Minister give an assurance for existing arrears.

Questions without Notice
As well, second mortgages or personal loans, which are operating in conjunction with first mortgage loans,
could also be taken into account when
considering assistance. To be eligible
for assistance, applicants must demonstrate that they are paying in excess
of 25 per cent of the gross family'income in loan repayments and that the
mortgage loan does not exceed $45 000.

The scheme, which will be of considerable benefit for Victorian home
purchasers, is one to which the Government is committed. I regret that,
although the Commonwealth Government is making sympathetic noises
about falling interest rates, as yet it
has failed to take any decisive steps
to reduce home mortgage interest rates
through the banking system.
TAX EVASION
Mr KENNETI' (Burwood)-My question to the Premier follows the answer
he gave to the Leader of the Opposition.
As the Premier has supposedly led the
attack on tax evasion in Victoria on
a report initiated by the former Government and, as the Premier has called
for the resignation of Senator Durack
and Mr Howard because of their supposed inability to manage their departments, will the Premier inform the
Parliament and the people of Victoriahe is prepared to slam the Federal Government and Federal Ministers-why
he is not able to put in operation a process to vet senior appointments in Victoria by the Governor in Council?
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The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! Will the honourable
member for Mitcham repeat the question?
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-I
refer the Treasurer to statements made
this morning on the radio by the honourable member for Burwood that
proceeds from the refinancing of assets
of VicRail will be used to finance salary
increases for persons already employed
in the Public Service. I ask: Is that a
fact?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I thank the
honourable member for Mitcham for
his question because, as usual, the honourable member for Burwood has displayed his inaccura'cies and his ca'reless
approach to financial management. The
realities are that none of the funds
raised in that way will be used for
current expenditure. The funds will be
used for capital expenditure in the area
of roUing-stock associated with the railways.

The Opposition has an obvious and
complete m'isunderstanding about how
the affairs of this State should be managed. The Government does not engage
in practices, like the former Government did, of running down the Insurers
Guarantee and Compensation Supplementation Fund to finance current expenditure. The fact is that the moneys
raised through these financial techniques
will be used for capital expenditure in
the area of transport.

INSURERS GUARANTEE AND
COMPENSATION
Mr CAIN (Premier)-Where a matter
SUPPLEMENTATION FUND
has been drawn to our attention, we
Mrs SIBREE (Kew)-I refer to the
have examined the position. I have answer the Treasurer gave to the prenothing further to add.
vious question, when he said that the
Government did not run down the
funds in the Insurers Guarantee and
STATE FINANCES
Compensation Supplementation Fund.
Mr HARROWFIELD (.Mitcham)-In On 30 June 1982, the Treasurer authorview of statements made this morning ized the transfer of $30 million from
on radio by the honourable member for that fund to the Consolidated Fund. Will
Burwood, will the Treasurer advise the Treasurer act on the Auditor-Genwhether it is a fact that proceeds from eral's report of 1981--82, in which report
the refinancing of VicRail assets will the Auditor-General stated ,that the
be used to increase salaries of people transfer did not comply with the proalready employed in the Public Service? visions of section 68 of the Workers
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Compensation Act in that the Trea,surer
had not appeared to have formed the
opinion that the amount standing to the
credit of the fund was in excess of the
amount presently required to meet the
liabilities of that fund? If the Treasurer
has so formed that opinion now and
since the Auditor-General has reminded
him, can he inform the House how that
opinion was arrived at and whether or
not he has now sari;sfied the requkements of the Auditor-General?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I thank the
honourable member for Kew for her
question because it highlights one of the
financial deficiencies the new Government inherited from the former Government. Let me remind the Opposition
what was said by the then Premier and
Treasurer in his 1981-82 Budget speech,
when he said that up to $35 million would
be taken from that fund to be used by
the Government as expend'iture in the
financial year 1981-82. As everyone is
well aware, in order to bring the Budget
into balance by 30 June 1982, the new
Government had to follow the policy of
the former Government to ensure the
fund was run down to $30 million. The
Opposition appears to have difficulty
in understanding tha,t it was basic to the
Budget strategy of the former Government to ensure that $35 million was
available for current expenditure.
With respect to the 'issue raised by the
Auditor-General, after di'scussion with
the Director of Finance, it was indicated that there were sufficient funds
for present requirements. Therefore,
there is no question of the Government
being inconsistent with the Act, so far
as my judgment is concerned, and that
money is used only because of the policy
of the former Government which was
announced in the 1981-82 Budget
speech.
BUSINESS UNDERTAKINGS
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-

I ask the Treasurer whether or
not it is the policy of the Government that Government bUSiness
undertaking,s must provide a real rate
of
return
on
capital
invested.

Questions without Notice
so, will the Treasurer make a
Ministerial statement indicating which
aspects of Government are considered
to be Government business undertakings? Are some of those undertakings exempt from this requirement
and, if so, can the honourable gentleman indicate which are exempt and
will he give the House the opportunity
of debating the merits of the Government's proposal in this regard?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-As the honourable member will be aware, Stateowned business organizations which
are essentially self-financing and which
provide a particular service to consumers in Victoria should receive a 5
per cent real rate of return on investments.
If

The policy is spelt out in the Budget documents and, when the dividend
taxing Bill is introduced, the matter
will again be raised in the secondreading speech and I should certainly
be glad to debate the matter with the
honourable member.
LEVERAGE LEASING
Mr W1LTON (Broadmeadows)-Can
the Minister of Transport reoort to
the House what progress the Government has made in the use of leverage
leasing?
/

Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)As honourable members will know,
leverage leasing has not been available
to State Governments in respect of
instrumentalities since the date of the
Premiers Conference, which was 24
June. However, it is worth drawing to
the attention of the House that that
facility is still available to private railway companies and other organizations
in the private sector. However, we
were able to place a substantial
leverage lease the day before the
Premiers Conference. Since then, the
Government has been investigating
other forms of leases, including equity
leases, cross-border leases and index
leases.
The honourable member for Berwick, who is interjecting, might well
be an expert on tax fiddling but it is

Questions without Notice
not a matter in which this Government
involves itself. The Government will
continue to use all -the forms of leasing
available to it, which are advantageous
to this community. By using leasing
techniques we can, firstly, obtain funds
at lower- rates of interest than by
other means and, secondly, it is an
appropriate way of funding depreciating assets, such as railway rollingstock, over the lifetime of the assets.
DROUGHT
Mr SMITII (Warrnambool)-I refer
the Premier to a press statement he
released on Monday, 4 October, relating
to the drought, in which he said that,
of the fifteen members of the Drought
Advisory Committee, eleven members
were opposed to a slaughter levy. If
that is so, who are the four members
of the committee who are in favour of
this slaughter levy?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I do not propose
to offer any further information to the
honourable member for Warrnambool
than I have already given. What I
said, to emphasize the strength of
opinion among those who were advising
the Government, was that I had been
advised that of the fifteen members
the only persons on that committee
who were not of that view were the
representatives of the farmers and
graziers and the stock and station
agents, and they numbered four.
INSURANCE BROKERS
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo)-Given the
continual refusal of the Federal Government to control the activities of
insurance brokers, can the Minister of
Consumer Affairs inform the House
what action this Government has taken
in this area to date?
Mr SPYKER (Minister of Consumer
Affairs) -In 1980, the Law Reform
Commission called for Federal legislation to be introduced to protect
people from the consequences of broker
insolvency and financial malpractice. In
May
last
year,
Senator
Evans
introduced a private member's Bill
into the Senate, which was passed.
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Following the statement by the Federal
'f.reasurer, Mr Howard, it has become
clear that the Federal Government is
refusing to take action in the area.
Strong support has been expressed by
all State Governments, regardless of
their political make-up, by unions and
consumer groups and by the industry.
I have written again to the Treasurer,
to the appropri-ate Minister in each
other State and to consumer groups
seeking support for representations to
the·;Federal Government to ensure the
passing of legislation to protect consumers. Obviously, the Opposition is
not interested in protecting Victorians
who have financial problems in this
area. The Government will consider an
appropriate course of action when I
have received a response from the
Federal Treasurer.
NURSING HOMES
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-I refer
the Minister of Health to a series of
news reports on HSiV Channel 7 in
which reporter Illona Komessaroff has
drawn attention to the obvious lack of
adequate patient care in some nursing
homes-and I emphasize "some". I hope
the Minister -already knows of the reports. Is the honourable gentleman
aware of the nature of the alleged
sub-standard nursing care in those
homes, and will he agree that urgent
action is needed? -Further, will he consider introducing a system of peer
review for nursing of the aged in this
State and establish a working party
comprised of representatives of the
Commonwealth, the State, the health
authorities, the nursing homes and the
Royal Australian Nursing Federation
with a view to introducing any other
controls that working party recommends?
Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)When I saw those programmes, I was
concerned, and I made im'mediate inquiries. I was especially concerned
about the photographs that were shown,
and I was somewhat more concerned
to learn that those photographs were
.twelve to eighteen months old. Indeed,
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the nursing home from which they
originated had been closed by the -former Government, as it should have been.
In an interview with the reporter,
I made the point that the photographs
'were old and that people should be
made aware that the problem was one
in respect of wbich action bad already
been taken. Unfortunately, that part
of the interview was not shown, nor
was the section which pointed to an
investigation currently being undertaken
by officers of the 'Health Commission
into the person making the complaints
about nursing homes and the financial
arrangements that are proposed in relation to that particular nursing home.
However, I am concerned-and have
been for some time-about the way in
which inspections of nursing homes
occur. The Government is considering
new regulations, which it is hoped will
overcome a number of problems. Indeed, I am currently examining documents which have been prepared for
me by the Health Commission.
I welcome the honourable member's
suggestion of Commonwealth-State cooperation in this area. The Commonwealth pays 'most of the nursing benefits and nursing home costs but has
no inspectorial role in ensuring that
elderly people receive adequate services. I hope the Federal Government
will agree to examine not only standards but also proper arrangements of
funds for nursing homes with a v·iew
to maximizing their benefit to the community and to improving domiCiliary
services.
As a result of the passing of the
Health (Amendment) Bill by the Victorian Parliament, additional funds will
be available for the appointment of
additional staff 'in this area. It is the
Government's intention, once those
funds are available, to appoint additional inspectorial staff for nursing homes
and special accommodation houses.
I am concerned about the matter, as
is the Government, which will take
whatever action it can. I add that HSV
,Channel 7 has kindly sent me further
material as a result of the articles and
investigations that are now occurring
about tho~e compJaints.
Mr Roper

Questions without Notice
FORESTS COMMISSION ROYALTIES
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-Is the
Premier aware of the concern expressed, especially in country areas,
about the proposed increase of 15 per
cent on royalties by the Forests Commission? Is he also aware that the
Australian Timber Workers Union, an
affiliate of the Australian Labor Party,
has called for the resignation of the
Minister of Forests and that the union
has stated that it no longer has any
confidence in the Minister? Will the
Premier defer any increase and ask
for the Minister's resignation or disaffiliate the union from the Australian
Labor Party?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)--Order!
The
honourable
member raised four or five queries
within the question and the last one is
out of order.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am aware of
the matter to which the honourable
member for Benalla refers. He should
examine the rate of increases on
timber royalties over recent years. He
would then realize that the increase
for this year is less than that last year.
As I recall, the increase last year was
17 per cent and it has been no more
this year than the average increase
over a number of years. The increase
this year was deferred for two or
three months-I cannot recall whichto overcome those problems.
The increase has been consistent
with indexation in that area and both
sides of the industry understand that
matter. I will not be asking for anyone's resignation. The whole of the
industry and the union movement have
the utmost faith in the Minister of
Forests and in all Ministers of the
Government. The whole industry sees
the move for what it is-no more than
a proper increase and one that has
been imposed in recent years in the
same magnitude.
TRAINING FOR NEW TECHNOLOGY
Mr KING (Springvale)-I direct a
question to the Minister for Employment and Training. What is being done
by the Ministry of Employment and
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Training to assist industry in identify- regarding the Appeals Board, its coming new training needs as a conse- position and its mode of operation, the
quence of the new technology?
uncertainty surrounding salary mainthe unrepresentative nature of
tenance,
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Employ- the selection
panels and the unsatisfacment and Training) -The Ministry has tory selection procedure.
a system of grants for development of
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
operations to service industry in the
implementation of new technology. Edmunds)-Before I call the Minister,
Nine programmes of that type are cur- I advise the House that reading of
rently in operation and an amount of questions is not in order.
$18 000 has been provided for the
Mr FORDHAM (Minister of Educaprinting industry for a study in that tion)--I
would like to say 'at the outset
arena and $68 000 has been provided that I have
the utmost confidence in the
for technology being introduced into senior officers
of the Educ'ation Departthe dairy industry.
ment who have had to work in a diffiThe grants are based on a $1 for $1 cult environment over a number of
basis and I am conscious of the need to years pending a review of the adminsupport the analysis of changing tech- istration of the department. Honournology. In addition to those pro- able members will be well aw'are of the
grammes, the Ministry has reconstituted Green Paper, the White Paper, and
the Victorian Employment Committee other review processes that have been
under the chairmanship of Mr 'Peter under way for an extended period. I
Marsh of the Victorian Trades Hall 'am very pleased that that process will
Council. Input from that area will be of be completed by the end of this year.
some assistance, as will be input from
I have recently met with representathe Victorian Technology Advisory Com- tives from the various organizations
mittee, which has r.ecently been recon- representing senior officers of the
stituted and had its first meeting under department, and explained the timethe chairmanship of Mr Spicer. One table and the processes being followed.
incident involving the ,transmission of I believe there is now better underdisease as a result of technology being standing of the reasons for the delays
introduced in the dairy industry has that have occurred, both prior to the
caused concern. Both of those commit- election 'and since.
I reiterate that I antiCipate all senior
tees will be involved in providing inforappointments
being well and truly in
mation on the Government's policy on
place by the end of this year.
occupational health and safety.
RESTRUCTURING OF
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest HiU)Is the Minister of Education aware of
the widespread concern expressed
among senior officers of the Education
Department at the efforts of the restructuring of the department that is
presently being undertaken by the
Government? To use the words of those
officers, it has left them with no clear
role, sense of satisfaction or career
structure. In their view, it is no longer
tolerable that there should be a continuing lack of communication from
the director-general and Minister of
Education. Other matters relate to the
lack of response to communications

ADULT FRANCHISE AT
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS
Mr McDONALD (Evelyn)-Can the
Minister for Local Government advise
the House what stage has been reached
on the introduction of adult franchise
at Victorian municipal elections and
what allocations did the Budget provide
for the introduction of this key provision of Government policy?
Mr WILKES (Minister for Local Government)-It is well known that the
Government's expressed intention is to
involve more people in local government elections, and to demonstrate its
bona fides it introduced universal
franchise in the Bill relating to the
Melbourne City Council that passed
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through this Parliament ~uring the last
INSURERS GUARANTEE AND
sessional period. In respect of universal
COMPENSATION
franchise for the whole of Victoria, the
SUPPLEMENTATION FUND
Government is in the process now of
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer
preparing rolls through my department to the Treasurer to questions asked
that will be used in the 1983 election. earlier in question time today relating
To do this, the department has involved to the Insurers Guarantee and Compenthe resources of the Federal Electoral sation Supplementation Fund and the
Office, the State Electoral Office, and pilfering of $35 million from that fund
street files will be presented to the to bolster the consolidated revenue. I
State Electoral Office in November so remind the House that the Government,
that they can be checked and processed now in Opposition, and the Opposition,
through the computer to enable now in Government, supported that
universal franchise to apply across the legislation, but the National Party
board in the 1983 election. To do this, opposed it.
the Treasurer has provided $20 000 up
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
until now, and I have every confidence Edmunds)--Order!
The
honourable
of obtaining more assistance from the member for Murray Valley is proceedTreasurer to complete this project before ing to debate his own question. The
November 1983.
honourable member should get to his
question.
CURRICULUM SERVICES
Mr JASPER-Is the Treasurer aware
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-Can the that the previous Government indicated
Minister of Education advise what that interest would be paid on this
curriculum service unit facilities will money? Will he indicate to the House
be provided to Victorian schools from the interest rate and the amount of
the central facility, what curriculum interest to be paid on money loaned
services will not be provided from the from this fund, which is employers'
central facility, what curriculum ser- money? Also can he tell me when the
vices will be provided from regional interest will be paid to the fund?
facilities and whether over-all staffing
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The position
levels will be maintained in the proviof the Labor Party needs to be clarision of curriculum services?
fied. During that debate, when the
Mr FORDHAM (Minister of Educa- Labor Party was in Opposition, it indition)-It is evident from the way the cated that LaborParty members were
question was asked that the honourable unsatisfied with the proposed legislamembers does not understand to what tion. Members of the Labor Party
he is referring. The reality is that under moved an amendment to the Bill. In
the situation inherited from the former respect to the operation of that fund,
Government, there were to be major the Consolidated Fund general revenue
changes, both in the structuring of is available to underwrite any demands
curricula services 'and the number of on the operation of that fund. As has
appointees to be working in this area. been indicated, interest will be paid on
I received, prior to the election and those funds.
since, submissions from teachers working in that area and from other
AUSTRALIAN MEDICAL
officers of the Education Department,
ASSOCIATION
seeking an examination of the
Mr
ER.NST
(Geelong East)-Can the
desirabHity of that restructuring as
Minister
of
Health
inform the House
itafiected the curriculum serivces
unit Those discussions are continuing what steps he has taken to consult
in 'conjunction with the Executive with the Australian Medical Association
Director of Educational Programmes. and when next he will be meeting with
I anticipate that I will receive advice that organization?
Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)from him and the director-general on
this subject some time within the next Since coming into office, the Governtwo to three weeks.
ment has made it a practice to meet
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regularly with important unions involved in the health field, one of which
is the Australian Medical Association.
I have met with the association on three
occasions since July. I have also met
on five occasions with the association
in its capacity as one of the unions
under the auspices of the Trades Hall
Council, and officers of the personnel
and industrial division of the Health
Commission have met with representatives of the Australian Medical Association on ten occasions since June. In
addition, the Health Commission meets
with association representatives regularly. It has met with them twice since
the election, and will be meeting with
them again before the end of the year.
After receiving the open letter from
the Australian Medical Association last
week, I regarded the matter so seriously
that I asked for details of the anecdotes
and problems that were referred to.
Mrs Sibree--Anecdotes!
Mr ROPER-The letter mentioned
that it was anecdotal information and,
if the honourable member for Kew has
not read that letter, I will make a copy
available to her. I am surprised that the
Australian Medical Association did not
send a copy to her before sending it
to me. It was certainly given to the
press before it was given to me.
The Government will meet with
representatives of the Australian Medical Association at the first opportunity,
and will be meeting with them tomorrow. It is the intention of the Government to discuss many of the matters
that the association regarded as less
important at the meeting in July, and
it is also the Government's intention
to discuss with it, as it has discussed
with the association's representatives
at the meeting with the Trades Hall
Council the week before last, the problems of financing a public hospital system under the Fraser health scheme.
I hope to persuade the Australian Medical Association to write an open letter
to the Prime Minister setting out that
this State has health funding requirements as do other States, and that the
Commonwealth needs to totally revise
its present attitude towards health funding. I hope that the Australian Medical
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Association will have specific information to place before both me and the
commission. I also hope that it will be
able to assist in a number of areas of
fianancing that are currently under discussion.
HOSPITAL SERVICES
Mr BROWN (Westernport)-Has the
Minister of Health corresponded with
members of Parliament in Victoria
threatening to axe hospital services in
their respective electorates? Has he
written only to Liberal Party members
of Parliament in this vein and not to
his colleagues in Labor Party electorates and not to members of National
Party electorates? As this is the second
time the Minister has chosen to make
similar decisions on the basis of political representation, will he inform the
House why, and will he withdraw his
threatened action and make an unreserved apology to the Liberal Party
members of Parliament concerned, to
the hospitals in the respective electorates I have mentioned and to the
constituents in those electorates? The
letter to which I refer was dated 16
June 1982.
Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)Some time ago I raised with my colleagues in the Labor Party the fact
that there were difficulties in funding
health services and asked them to
suggest any areas of duplication or improved services that could be advised to
myself and the Health Commission for
investiga tion.
A number of my colleagues has been
able to make useful suggestions. I am
not invi ted to Liberal Party meetings
so was not able to make that request
at one of its party meetings. What
I did was take up the remarks of the
honourable member for Benambra
about the fact that there may be areas
of duplication in the system and I
wrote the letter that is referred to. I
must say that I have received useful
response's from members of the Opposition who treated the letter in the way
in which it was intended, namely, that
if they did have suggestions they would
be properly examined.
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I have also visited most National
Party electorates in company with
members of the National Party who
have made most helpful suggestions.
Indeed, a number of improvements are
already in train in some of those
National Party areas.
The Government is concerned to
make the heal th system as effective
as possible. My colleagues on the Government side of the House are making
suggestions for both chang'es and improvements. A number of members
of the Liberal Party have made useful
suggestions about the electorates they
represent.
I hope that those honourable members of the Liberal Party who have not
as yet responded to that letter will do
so.
I have no intention of apologizing to
anyone for trying to ensure that the
health system is adequate. If the honourable member for Westemport has
interpreted the letter in that way, I am
sorry for the way in which he has
done so and only wish he had consulted with me and with his colleagues
who have answered the letter so that
any misunderstanding could have been
overcome right from the word go.
PETITION
The Clerk-I have received the following petition for presentation to
Parliament:

Termination of bus service
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND
MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE AssEMBLY IN
PARUAMENT ASSEMBLED:

The humble peti.tion of undersigned citizens
of the State of Victoria supported by the South
Eastern Ratepayers Alliance sheweth that we
protest strongly against the termination of the
bus service between Gardiner, Darling, Carnegie
and Mackinnon ra.ilway stations.
Your petitioners therefore pray and request
the immediate restoration of our bus service
and its continuation 'along organized lines. We
don't need a big bus. A much smaller oneeven a mini-bus would do.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound will
ever pray.

By Mr Thompson (611 signatures)
It was ordered that the petition be
laid on the table.

Petition
PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the
direction of several Acts of Parliament,
were laid on the table by the Clerk:
Australian Building Construction Employees'
and Builders Labourers' Federation Royal
Commission-Order in Coundl authorizing
maximum expenditure of the Royal Commission to Inquire into the Australian Building
Construction Employees' and Builders'
Labourers' Federation.
Co-operative Housing SOCieties-Report of the
Registrar for the year 1980-81-Ordered to
be printed.
Co-operative Societies-Report of the Registrar for the year 1980-81-Ordered to be
printed.
Postal Voting at City of Richmond Council
Elections-Order in Council authorizing maximum expenditure of .the Board of Inquiry
into Postal Voting at City of Richmond
Council Elections.
State Bank of Victoria-Reports, Statements,
Returns, etc., for the year 1981-82-Ordered
to be printed.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Abattoir and Meat Inspection Act 1973No. 312.
County Court Act 1958-No. 317.
Magistrates' Courts Act 1971-No. 321.
Marine Act 1958-Nos. 339 to 343.
Public Servire Act 1974-PSD Nos. 185, 187,
188, 190.
Registration of Births Deaths and Marriages
Act 1959-No. 333.
Second-hand Dealers Act 1958-No. 335.
Strata Titles Act 1967-No. 329.
Supreme Court Act 1958-Nos. 330, 331.
Town and Country Planning Act 1961:
Geelong Resional Planning Scheme, Amendment 32 (1981).
liUydale-Shire of Lillydale Planning Scheme
1958, Amendments Nos. 103 (Part 2)
(1978), 141 (two papers).
Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme,
. Amendment Nos. 140 (Part 2c), 173 (Part
lA), 218 (three papers).
Pakenham-Shire of Pakenham Planning
Scheme (Part 1), Amendment No. 9.
Portland-Shire of Portland (Heywood Township) Planning Scheme 1976, Amendment
No. 6 (1981).
Woorayl-Shire of Woorayl Planning Scheme,
Amendment No. 58.

HEALTH (pRIVILEGES) BILL
The message from the Council relating
to the amendment in this Bill was taken
into consideration.
Council's amendment:
Schedule, page 3, item 7, paragraph (b),
omit "Executive Council" (where twice occurring) and insert "Executive Committee".

Medical Practitioners

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)-

I move:
That the amendment be agreed to.

I might expla'in to the House that, when
copies of the Bill were sent to all registration boards and the Victorian Nursing
Council, the council pointed out that
"Executive Council" should read "Executive Committee". While the proposed
legislation was in the other place, the
opportunity of making the appropriate
amendment was taken.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-There
is no objection to that course being
taken, and the Opposition supports the
amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
(PRIVATE HOSPITALS) BILL

The resolution of the Council was
taken into consideration.
Council's resolution:
That this House declines to refer the Medical
Practitioners (Private Hospitals) Bill to the
Social Development Committee in the fonn
and manner proposed by the Resolution of the
Assembly but that the Council wou1d give
favourable consideration to a resolution in
usual form to provide for reference of the
proposals cntained in ,that Bill ,to the Committee for inquiry, consideration and report by
1 March 1983.

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)-

I moveThat-

(a) The resolution of the House of 15 Septem-

ber 'last, referring the provisions of the

Medical Practitioners (Private Hospitals)
Bill upon enactment to the Social Development Committee be read and rescinded;
and
(b) The House do now agree to the following:
That the proposals contained in the Medical
Practitioners (Private Hospitals) Bm be
referred to the Social Development Committee for inquiry, consideration and report
by 1 March 1983.

The Bill, as passed by thiis House, was
not to come into effect until at least
1 July next year. During the secondreading debate, the Government indicated that it would be prepa·red to have
the matter referred to ·the Social Development Committee and, if the committee
was against the proposed legislation or
had any specific comments to make,
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this could be taken into account during
the spring and autumn sessional periods
next year. The matter was subsequently
discussed by my colleagues, representatives of the National Party and me, and
it was agreed that the motion would be
moved in the other place and that the
proposed legislation from thi·s House
would remain on the Notice Paper until
the spring and autumn sessional periods
next year when it could either continue,
if the committee is in favour of it, or,
alternatively, be amended if required.
I hope the committee is presented
with a considerable amount of evidence.
As I have mentioned on a number of
occasions, I am sure many people will
be prepared to present evidence about
the problemis involved in the ownership
of private hospitals. I look forwardas does the Government-to its appointment by 1 March next year.
Mr UEBERMAN (Benambra) - It
would be an understatement if I said
that I was pleased wi,th the motion.
Indeed, a lot of blood, sweat and ,tears
went into the second-reading debate on
the Bill a few weeks ago. At times the
matter tried my patience because the
logic the Opposition presented was that,
although the issue was of importance,
the Government and the Minister had
readily admitted, by their responses to
the debate, that many areas of concern
still needed to be resolved before the
legislation could be fully supported. No
evidence existed to justify what could
be considered a Draconian istep of outlawing a practice which is now legal in
Victoria. Therefore, the Opposition considered this to be an eminently suitable
matter for consideration by the newlycreated joint standing committee on
social development.

That plea was rejected by the Government and the Minister. However, I am
delighted to now hear that, since the
passage of the Bill and the second-reading debate in another place, the Government, with the prompting of my colleagues in the Legislative Council and
the full support of the National Party,
which was available to the Opposition
in the debate in this place, has proposed

844 ASSEMBLY

12 October 1982

a course of action parallel to that proposed by me in the second-reading
debate in this House.
It is interesting to note that an allparty Select Committee will be charged
with the responsibility of reporting
promptly to Parliament on the contents
of the· Bill and the issues involved in
the proposed legislation. The report is
correctly required by the Government
at an early date and the suggestion is
that it be received by 1 March 1983.
The Opposition is pleased with that
course. It does not countenance for one
second any abuse of privilege by any
med'ical practitioner who may have an
interest in a hospital and be guilty of
over-servicing, over-referring or prolonginR the stay of patients in hospital.
The view of the Opposit'ion is that if
any evidence of this practice exists, it
should be dealt with severely. The
Opposition wants to support measures
based on logic, common sense and research to achieve effective means of
controlling and ending such abuse.
Th,ere is as yet no evidence of that
abuse and the committee will have
ample opportunity through wide pub.:
licity to receive evidence. As the Minister of Health has stated, he is confident
that evidence will be made available
from a wide section of the communitv.
The Opposition will do all it can to publicize the inauiry throup,hout the community and to' pncoura~e persons to
come forward with constructive ideas
and hard evidence, if there is any
hard evidence to put forward.
A renort that is about to be made
available through the Commonwealth
Parliament wiIJ enhance and assist the
inauiry of the Social Development Committee. That report is the result of a
Senate committee that has been investigating the ownership of nursing
homes 'and privat'e hospitals and other
related matters. Evidence has already
been given to that committee. and it is
my hope that the report of that committee will be made available soon
and certainly before the end of the
present sessional period of this Parliament. That report will be of invaluable assistance to all honourable memMr Lieberman

Medical Practjtioners

bers, especially to those who are
members of the Social Development
Committee.
It may well be that the content of
that report could indicate further areas
of inquiry and research into the question of doctor ownership and doctor
participation in hospitals. If the Minister considers, on receiving that report,
that he would like to discuss with the
Opposition the possibility of widening
the terms of reference for the committee to explore any further areas that
are not presently included in the terms
of reference to the committee, the
Opposition would be prepared in principle to look at that with a view to
having the Social Development Committee examine the matter on a comprehensive basis and perform a
thorough job rather than undertake an
investigation on a piecemeal basis. The
Opposition is sure that any proposed
legislation that is finally introduced into the Parliament on the vexed
question of doctor ownership of hospitals will be considerably enhanced
in reputation, strength and effectiveness
as a result of the study by the Social
Development Committee.
However, the Opposition believes
that the medical profession has a duty
not on Iv to itself but also to the community'to act itself before the proposed
legislation is enacted and before any
report of the committee is available.
It is not good enough for the medical
profession to simply sit and wait until
any report is made available or until
any legislation is introduced.
It is the hope of the Opposition that
the medical profession will move
speedily to introduce controls of a selfdisciplinary nature, recommendations
based on ethical standards and practice that require doctors who have an
interest in a private hospital to disclose
that interest on the notice board in the
hospital, and to inform any patient in
writing that they do have an interest
in any hospital, and to obtain from
either the patient or a responsible relative a signed acknowledgement that the
doctor has disclosed the interest in the

Medical Practitioners
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hospital and that the patient nevertheless desires to be admitted into that
particular hospital.

put before it. The National Party supports the proposal and trusts it has
the desired result.

It is the wish and the hope of the
·Opposition that the medical profession
of Victoria will do that without being
prompted by legislation, because it is
fundamental common sense and it
would relieve the anxiety of some persons. It appears to be a matter of
common sense, and it is my intention
to contact Professor Aubrey Pitt of the
Australian Medical Association and
urge him to take on board those suggestions and not to wait until the
legislation is enacted. It is fundamental
and common sense that there be full
disclosure, with patient acknowledgment, so that there can be no question
that the patient knew and chose the
hospital to which either he or she
has been admitted. Indeed, the results
of that particular activity could be
useful to the committee in preparing
its report and hearing evidence on the
matter.

Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-I support
the remarks of the honourable member
for Benambra. It is a pity that I cannot congratulate or thank the Minister
of Health for his actions in this matter.
The Minister's previous manoeuvres in
trying to have this Bill enacted prior
to its consideration by the Social Development Committee are unfortunate,
and it is only because of the work
of the Upper House that this matter
will now go before the committee without the committee having a shotgun
held at its head with regard to its
deliberations.

Mr WHITING (Mildura)-The National Party is in favour of the resolution because it floated the idea during
the second-reading debate. Only good
can come from an investigation by the
Social Development Committee of the
propo~als contained in the Bill.

The only other query I have is the
reason for the other House setting
the date of 1 March 1983 for the
return of the report when it could have
been set for 1 April 1983, which would
have given an additional four weeks
of investigative time for the committee.
When the report is returned, all that
will be required will be that a new
Bill be drafted and introduced into
both Houses so long as the matter is
carried into effect before 1 July 1983.
One can hope that the more time made
available to the committee, the better
the report will be. In view of the extended sittings of the House at present,
as most committees are finding difficulty in getting time to meet, I wonder
whether thi~ time will be too short
for the Social Development Committee
to research adequately the proposals

It is unfortunate that the Minister
was not present during much of the
debate on this Bill. Nevertheless, he
would not have taken much notice of
what was said because he did not even
take much notice of the recommendations of the Australian Medical Association, the Health Advisory Council
or the Director of Consumer Affairs,
contained in his report of 1980. Those
groups recommended a full disclosure
of all interests in private hospitals of
medical practitioners to ensure there
was no malpractice concerning potential
conflict of interest. The Minister has
attempted to ensure that there is a complete ban on such interests being held
by medical practitioners. Nevertheless,
this matter will now be forwarded to the
Social Development Committee, which
will be able to give the matter its full
consideration and ensure that no abuse
occurs by medical practitioners who
have interests in private hospitals. The
committee will be able to recommend
to Parliament what action ought to be
taken in future. It is said that the
Minister was not prepared, in the earlier
debate on this matter, to enable this
Bill to be referred to the committee
without it being enacted. The Upper
House ha<:: taken a stance on the matter and the Minister has acquiescedobviously not willingly. I support the
comments of the honourabl'e member
for Benambra and commend the motion
to the House.
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Mr JONA (Hawthorn)-I join with
honourable members on this side of
the House who have spoken in endorsing the action now proposed by
virtue· of this resolution. The resolution
highlights the significance and importance of the Upper House in preventing what would otherwise have
been hasty legislation being passed
through this House purely on the
basis that the majority of· numbers
were held by the Government party.
During the ~ourse of that debate, a
number of important matters were
raised with the Minister. In fact, I
raised one anomaly that is contained
in the Bill. A medical practitioner may
own equipment-not even complex
equipment, but perhaps just a microscope-that is permanently housed in
a hospital to which he refers patients.
By doing so, he could quite innocently
leave himself open to a severe monetary
penalty if the powers incorporated in
the Bill were exercised, thus jeopardizing the professional integrity of that
practitioner.
The Minister of Health did not attempt to answer any of the serious
anomalies presented to hi'm by the honourable member for Benambra and
other Opposition members during the
course of the second-reading debate.
The Upper House has acted responsibly
and, in this sessional period alone, has
demonstrated good reason to justify
its e~istence as a House of review by
preventing the passage of hasty proposed legislation.
Mr Roper-Why didn't you make
your views clear?
Mr JONA-I made clear what my
views were. They were put to this House
on the basis of limited evidence. After
the inquiry, I will be happy to make
available to this House my views based
on what I hope will be substantial evidence from all sides of the question.
Unfortunately, the Minister came to this
House with his mind already made up
and without having listened to the
evidence that was available. I am delighted that Government members in
the Upper House, assisted by the persuasion of the Opposition and the
National Party, have now convinced the
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Minister-reluctant though he may be
-to accept the resolution of the Upper
House.
As a member of the all-party Social
Development Committee, I see this
matter as 'a fit and proper reference
from Parliament to that committee. I
hope the Minister will get off bis backside and refer the Bill to the committee
in the next few days.
Miss Callister-Not the Minister-the
Parliament.
Mr JONA-No doubt the Minister will
have to initiate this action.
Mr Roper-No. You should know the
legislation.
Mr JONA-When the Minister gets
himself out of his administrative confusion, I am sure the Sodal Development Committee will prove to be competent to deal with the matter.
Mr ROPER (l\-1inister of Health)Obviously, the honourable member for
Hawthorn does not understand the legislation. I do not have to refer the
matter or write to the committee. That
task falls to the Clerk of the Parliament
who will write to the committee outlining the decision that the House has
made. I should not w'ant to interfere
in the proper operation of the Parliamentary committee structure, as it is
being suggested by the honourable
member for Hawthorn that I do.
I hope the committee will undertake
this reference without delay and will
hear a variety of evidence. Indeed, I
have heard the variety of evidence on
both sides of the question. It was on
the basis of the Health Commission's
judgment that the Bill was introduced.
I was persuaded that the Bill should be
referred to the comm,ittee--'in fact,
when the matter was before this place
-as a result of approaches by the
honourable member for Mildura, and
that is now occurring. As a result of
those and further representations, I prepared the resolution that has been
passed by the Upper House.
The motion was agreed to, and it
was ordered that a message be sent
to the Council acquainting them with
the decision of the House and seeking
their concurrence therein.
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APPROPRIATION (1982-83, No. 1)
BILL AND WORKS AND SERVICES
APPROPRIATION BILL

The debate (adjourned from October
7) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the second reading of these
Bills was resumed.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-I advise the honourable
member for Morwell that she has 10
minutes remaining of her time.
Miss CALUSTER (Morwell)-I thank
the House for its indulgence when I
lost my voice on Thursday last. It
seemed to collapse under the memory
of the lack of planning of the former
Government to meet the needs of the
Latrobe Valley. I was commenting on
the policies that this Government has
adopted in this area. These policies
will contribute substantially towards
bringing harmony between the supply
and demand for public housing in the
area. The Budget also outlines a wide
number of other initiatives which the
Government will take and which will
affect people in a positive way,
wherever -they live in the State. Those
people 'will include not only family units
but -also young people who find themselves in homeless situations.
The Ministry of Housing will be
establishing a youth policy unit with a
spot purchase programme up by
$310000 for use in this State. There
is an emergency accommodation programme that commits $2'3 million from
a Budget line that showed nil for the
previous year. Substantial money will
be made available also for spot purchase programmes, rental accomodation and co-operative programmes.
The Budget, in the housing area,
indicates that the Government will be
spending substantially more on the provision of community facilities, which
are so important. When developing public
housing estates, the Government has a
responsibility to ensure that those
housing estates will provide an environment in which people can live comfortably, and without any major disabilities in services.
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There has been a huge boost to the
amount of money that 'will be made
available in the co-operative housing
field. In the electorate I represent, it
was announced some months ago in the
first allocation of $14'6 million that the
Co-operative Housing Society, Moe No.
6, at Traralgon would receive $400000,
and then in the last round of ,allocations
that particular co-operative housing
society received $550000; the Hazelwood No. 3, based in Morwell, received
$450 000 and an amount of $500 000
was given towards co-operative housing
for Aborigines from the Narigold No. 2
society, also b~sed in Traralgon.
It is obvious that the Labor Party
Government is making a substantial
contribution towards the welfare of
people in the area I represent, and for
the welfare of people throughout the
State, in meeting their housing needs
-and working towards rectifying problems that occurred under the previous
Administration.
As I represent the energy rich area
of Victoria, the minerals and energy
Budget allocations are always of
particular interest to my constituents
and to the over-'all use of resources by
Victorians. I therefore noted with
approval that the Government has put
aside $300000 fora Victorian energy
plan. This will be the first time that a
comprehensive long term energy plan
will be formulated for Victoria.
The allocation of $1· 7 million to the
Victorian Brown Coal Council will contribute to the functions of research and
to examining the wider uses of coal
resources. Some time ago the former
Government promised that the research
facilities of the council would be moved
from Richmond to the Latrobe Valley
at the .Gippsland Institute of Advanced
Education. I hope the promise, which
was well received in the local community, will be able to be met this financial year because the institute has approved the expenditure of loan moneys
to establish that facility, which will
then be rented by the Victorian Brown
Coal Council. It will mean that the
skills and expertise of brown coal
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studied will be part of a body of knowlege that is available in the area
where brown coal is found.
It was pleasing to note the Budget
allocation to the Victorian Brown Coal
Council. I will be making strong representations to ensure that the research
.facility is located in the Latrobe Valley,
where it should be. A frequent and
well-founded call has been made from
the area I represent for research and
matters of Government administration
to be located closer to the resources.
For too long, Victoria was administered
by the former Government, which was
particularly keen on centralized Government administration. It is the present
Government's intention and desire to
carry out the process of decentralization in managing energy development.
The National Energy Conservation Programme under the minerals and energy
Budget allocation revealed some hitherto unbudgeted items. An amount of
$100000 was allocated for the National
Energy Conservation Programme, which
is separate from the Liquid Fuels Conservation Publicity Campaign, which
has received funding previously. This
year, the allocation has increased by
$254389. That increase is needed when
one considers the value of the resource
and the fact that the resources of Victoria, such as brown coal, gas and oil,
are not renewable. They must be used
with conservation in mind. The children
of this generation and their children
will require the use of resources, just
as this generation does. We must ensure that we do not plunder the resources while we are on this planet.
It is pleasing to note that within the
conservation programmes an amount of
$450 000 will be expended on the Home
Energy Audit Programme.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) - Order! The honourable
member has only 2 minutes.
Miss CALUSTER-It was a tragedy
that I lost my voice the last time I was
contributing to this debate because I
wanted to make many more comments.
Another matter that has gained public
attention has been the Latrobe Valley
development fund. Last year, $1·6 million was spent from that fund and this
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year the allocation is $2·1 million. Some
of that amount is carry-over expenditure but, even so, the allocation to the
development fund will contribute substantially towards the provision of the
works and services that are required in
a rapidly developing area such as the
Latrobe Valley, where in the past there
has been a mismatch between develop;.
ment taking place and the resources
of the Government to provide for the
social needs of that development.
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-This is the first
Budget brought down by a Victorian
Labor Government for 28 years, and I
believe there was an expectation afoot
and a great deal of concern about the
general philosophy and thrust that
would be behind the Budget. Since the
Budget was introduced, it has been
reasonably well received by various
interested groups and the community
throughout the State. I do not wish to
knock every aspect of the Budget, but
I point out some of the areas that I am
concerned about and make it evident
that, given time, this State will feel some
detrimental effects from certain aspects
of this Budget.
I believe the editorial of the Age of
23 September sums up the situation
when it states:
If the Labor Government quietly settled into
office in i·ts first few months, this Budget sees
it leaping into action. For in every sense, this
is an activist Budget. It consoiously sets out to
stimulate the flagging economy as no State
Budget has tried to do in recent years.

I hear "Hear, hear" from Government
back-benchers. The article continues:
It tries to redistribute income by taxing the
rich and giving it to the poor.

No doubt members of the Government
would again say, "Hear, hear." The
article continues:
It proposes to bump up State taxes by
23'5 per cent in order to increase State spend-

ing by 24 per cent. Whether it succeeds or not,
it is 'an ambitious attempt to fulfil Labor's
policy goals, and one which is unique not only
in Victoria, but in Australia.

That an:icle sums up some of the thinking and philosophy behind a Labor
Party Socialist Budget.
It has been claimed that members of
the Opposition have, at times, found it
trying to fit 'into the role of Opposition
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after 27 years of Government. However,
it can equally be said that the former
Opposition has found it extremely
strange fitting into the role of Government. It has been extraordinary to members of the Opposi tion that the new
Government still appears to regard the
Opposition as the object of the main
thrust of its attack in Parliament. What
is disappointing about that is that those
attacks-which are continual and are
heard each week of the si·tting of Parliament-are ofter unfair, inaccurate and
misleading. Nothing shows that to a
greater extent than the claims by the
Government about the state of the
economy and the so-called economic
mismanagement of the previous Government.
In attempting to emphasize their point
in that regard, Labor Party supporters
have continually said, both before and
after the election, that the State Treasury was in such a mess tha·t there would
be an extremely large deficit. They
claimed that ,the deficit would be something in the order of $400 million.
History has shown that at the end of
the financial year there was a $6 million
surplus rather than a deficit. That
demonstrates the economic responsibility of the Liberal Party when it was
in power, and there is no way that there
could have been that sort of turnaround
in the first few weeks of a new Government. The Government cannot claim any
great wizardry or credit for that fact.
To demonstrate that the Treasurer and
other members of the Government have
been playing politics in this matter, I
will quote from the Budget Papers. At
page 51 of Budget Document No. 5, it is
stated:
The overall pellformance of the Victorian
economy in 1981-82 was broadly similar to that
of the Austral~an economy. The strong growth
which occurred in 1980-81 continued in the first
half of 1981-82 but weakened significantly in
the second half as the outlook turned increasingly pessimistic. Important in tms regard was
the continuance of depressed international
economic conditions, lower demand for Australian exports and intensified import competition. The visible result Wlas a progressive
worsening of the labour market, reflecting
declining a'ctivity levels and prospects for the
manufacturing and rural sectors.
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Those sectors were not previously
recognized by the Government which
was intent only on blaming its predecessors. Of even greater importance,
the document goes on to say:
Within this framework, the Victorian
economy displayed somewhat greater resilience
than that of the economies of other States. The
Victorian economy is not so exposed to the
volatility of the mineral and rural sectors and
has a more diverse industrial base. Consequently, while Victoria did not register the
more visible signs of growth associated with
resource-based developments in other States,
equally it has not recorded declines of the
magnitude recently experienced in these same
States.

It is obvious from those words-those

are the words of the Treasurer-that
under the previous Administration Victoria was way ahead of the other States
and all talk of a $400 million deficit
was hog-wash.
Every year the former Treasurer was
faced with a similar circumstance to
that faced by the incoming Labor
Treasurer. He was faced with a situation that when the Budget was being
drawn up at first glance there was
always a deficit of $300 million or
more. This comes initially as a shock
to the system but the Treasurer has
always had the task of either pruning
the resources and services that are
provided or of raising and obtaining
greater input by way of taxes and
charges.
The Budget documents also put to
rest another of the Cain Government
myths-that Vitcoria was losing population to other States because of what
was alleged to be a decadent economy.
Honourable members will recall many
occasions when the then Oppositionthe Labor Party-continually attacked
the Government on this so-called flood
of people leaving the State to go to
either Western Australia or Queensland.
The figures that are incorporated in
the Budget show that instead of people
leaving the State, in the year to
December 1981, the Victorian population rose by 1·1 per cent. That was
the highest growth rate since 1973.
The net outflow to other States was
the lowest since 1978-79! That position
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which was achieved by the Liberal would carry out its expansionist proGovernment is unlikely to be main- grammes without raising taxes and
tained in the current financial year. charges. It has done an excellent job
In fact so marked was the outflow- of the exact opposite.
particularly the outflow of investment
In its national accounting statement
capital-in the first months of the
under
the heading "Taxation", the
current financial year, that the Government in what was a panic move Budget reveals that State taxes and
reversed its decision to reapply probate charges will be raised by a total of
$557·7 million to $2609·6 million. That
duty.
is being done by a Government that,
Recently the Premier of Queensland, prior to the election, said categorically
who was quick to realize the implica- that it would not raise taxes and
tions the Budget might have on invest- charges. The Government proposes to
ment capital, made a flying visit to squeeze from the private sector a masMelbourne to explain to industrialists sive $3454 million, which is an increase
and manufacturers how much better of 39 per cent over 1981-82. That will
off he believed they would be in Queens- have a staggering effect on all elements
of the private sector. To transfer hunland~ It will be interesting to learn what
the r~sponse of those investors will be dredsof millions of dollars from the
when they consider the effects of the private sector to the public sector may
Budget on their operations in Victoria. well give some temporary fillip or gain
I certainly hope there will not be that to some sections of industry. No doubt,
outflow of people to Queensland, but the housing and building areas will
it is a real danger.
benefit and jobs will be created in the
building industry. but the effect on
This Budget-and I do not believe commerce and industry in general will
this can be questioned-is a· high spend- be disastrous.
ing Budget. Its estimated outlay is up by
What is revealed in this Budget is
a massive $1402·2 million to a total of
$7179· 6 million, which is an increase just the first instalment. This year, the
of 24 per cent. The Government makes milking herd will include the Gas and
great play of the Budget's capacity to Fuel -Corporation, the Melbourne and
assist in the creation of additional jobs. Metropolitan Board of Works, the State
The Government spokesman has been Electrici ty Commission and the Port
at great pains to endeavour to convince of Melbourne Authority. Next year, that
Victoria that, as a direct result of the milking herd will be expanded and
will be levied on and moneys
Budget, some 23 000 new jobs will be charges
extracted from the Port of Geelong
created. When I asked the Minister for Authority and from country water and
Employment and Training some weeks sewerage authorities, in particular.
ago how the Government intended to There could then well be a further ex:'
honour its pre-election promise of creat- pansion to include the Victorian Dairy
ing. 23 000 new jobs after coming to Industry Authority, the Grain ·Elevators
office, in an almost smug way he said, Board and other produce bodies. In
"Wait for the Budget. That will make passing, I point out that the State
it clear" . Once again, time will tell Superannuation Board should also
whether that objective can be accom- watch closely to discover what the
plished.
Government will do about its funds.
What is true, however, is that money Any action in that area could well
raised from the private sector must affect everybody involved in .superannuinevitably eliminate jobs, and that is ation.
a matter of grave concern. The revenueBudget Document No. 5 refers
raising methods employed in the Budget to the Government's new initiative
are contrary to what the Government of the Cash Management Account.
has claimed. Time and again the Gov- Its purpose is to redirect investments
ernment promised categorically that it of Victorian public bodies. This year
Mr Austin
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the total grab from these bodies by the
Government will be $97·7 million. The
much talked albout-suddenly it has been
brought to fruition-Victorian Development Fund is mentioned on page 45 of
Budget Document No. 5. It is interesting
to note that for the first time the Cain
Government admits that investment in
securities forms part of the Australian
Loan Council allocation. I am sure the
Treasurer knows that any device which
he may use will result in an adjustment
when over-all Australian Loan Council
allocations are being considered by the
Federal Government.
On page 22 of the Budget speech, the
Treasurer propounded a new policy
initiative, namely, the local government
wage subsidy scheme. That scheme
amounts to a lot of hot air. Regardless
of whether one is critical of the Government, a close examination of the
scheme reveals that it has nothing
going for it. An employee of a municipality costs between $15000 and
$16000 a year. If one takes the average
of $15500 and examines the role of
the scheme, one discovers that $70 over
26 weeks-that is the basis of the
scheme-amounts to $1820, or 12 per
cent of the total. The net cost to the
council for each new employee is still
88 per cent, or $13680. The scheme is
a three-card trick; the municipalities
will not be interested in it and will not
take it up because there will be no
benefit for them:. The real contributor
to the scheme is the ratepayer.
Budget Document No. 44 deals with
transport and, in my view, the estimate
of the railway operating income is inaccurate. The estimate provides for an
increase in income of $12·1 million,
which is based on the June estimates
of the current harvest. At that time
the harvest estimate for wheat was
1·9 million tonnes; more recently this
has been revised to 0·4 million tonnes,
or 400 000 tonnes. The revised estimate
was made some weeks ago and by now
the amount would be even less.
The total grain' estimate, which
would normally be 2·5 million tonnes
at $17.80 a tonne, amounts to approximately $45 million. The Budget review
estimate allows for a reduction of $20
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million, which is certainly a long way
from reality.
I now turn to what is perhaps the
most important aspect of Victorian life
-the drought. In s'aying that I emphasize that many Victorians do not fully
understand the magnitude of the
drought. To understand the drought
people need to live within the areas
most affected by it. Only farmers, or
those closely connected with farming
activities, can fully understand the
effects of the drought.
The drought has occurred earlier than
expected. That is an important factor
because the conditions that are being
presently experienced are not normally
experienced until another six weeks
from now or even longer. Hence, the
potential damage of the drought is even
worse than most persons would
understand.
Past droughts have had their origins
during the autumn and winter months.
If one examines the drought statistics
for the past 100 years, one discovers
that on only one occasion during the
past 100 years has Victoria received
rains of any significance in October.
One of the errors that the Government has made, and it may be that
some of its advisers have also fallen
into the same trap, is that it has continuously believed that there was a
high percentage chance of Victoria
receiving some relief from the existing
weather conditions. The Opposition has
continually said that the drought is
only just starting and that it will get
worse and worse.
The general attitude of the Premier,
the Minister of Agriculture and the
Minister of Soldier Settlement in another place has been to adopt a wait
and see approach, not to take too
much action at present but to wait and
see how things develop in the weeks
ahead. The effects of drought are felt
firstly by the farming community. The
farming community has experienced
many droughts before and the farming
community has a capacity and an
ability to adjust.
Farmers are resilient; in times of
drought they tighten their belts and
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stop spending in the knowledge that
they face a tough haul against the
drought. The next sector of the
economy to feel the effects of a
drought is the rural towns. Small and
large rural towns throughout Victoria
are already feeling the effects of the
drought. Many businesses in those
towns have had to either reduce substantially their levels of staff or they
have had to close completely. That
situation is likely- to continue for many
months ahead.
The effects of a drought then become widespread and the entire
economy is affected as incomes fall,
spending stops in rural areas and jobs
disappear. Victoria will witness a much
more disastrous effect on its economy
than the Government understands.
The present drought has all the hallmarks of being the worst drought in
history and of being a drought of the
longest duration. Yet so far the Government has spent only a paltry
amount on drought relief. The Government has so far spent approximately
$50 000, when it knows that it will
have to spend $7 million before it is
eligible for the $3 for $1 Federal
Government subsidy.
The Opposition -finds it hard to
understand why the Government has
not spent $7 million for drought relief
to qualify for the Federal Government
subsidy. Last year when floods affected
a limited part of the State, the former
Government spent more than $8 million
on flood relief. The Budget reveals an
allocation of only $6 million for
drought relief. That allocation demonstrates the lack of concern and understanding by the Government of the
total severity of the drought.
There has been much discussion both
in the Parliament and outside on a
slaughter bounty. The most significant
move and initiative that the Government could take now would be to introduce a slaughter bounty. However,
there are opponents to the slaughter
bounty. It appears that some members
of the Drought Advisory Committee
are still adopting a wait and see
approach to the slaughter bounty.
However, those persons are not
Mr Austin
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realists
because
they
do
not
understand the true situation on
the farms in drought declared areas.
Of course, there are also some farmers
who would share that attitude because
they are not in the most hard-hit areas.
The Federal Government has said a
slaughter bounty would be part of its
core measures and it would accept a
bounty of up to $3 a head for sheep.
In 1978, the South Australian Government introduced a slaughter bounty,
which was a success at that time. When
the current drought hit that State, the
Government immediately introduced a
slaughter bounty of $1.10, 10 cents of
which goes to the municipalities, 50
cents to the farmers and 50 cents to
whoever disposes of the stock. The
total amount does not go into the
pockets of the farmers. I am always
amazed that people think that a
slaughter bounty is a handout to farmers. That is not the case. It merely
assists farmers in making proper management decisions-to dispose of their
stock immediately. That is the whole
point of the exercise--to assist the
farmer in making a decision immediately. Although the Federal Government has made provision for $340 million towards a subsidy for fodder,
which is expensive, the taxpayer is
really up for a lot of money to provide
that subsidy. However, if a slaughter
levy is introduced, the stock that will
not get through in the long term anyway will be taken off the farms. Those
sheep will be removed now and the
net saving in money terms will be considerable. I suggest that this Government would be wise to examine that
aspect.
In the beginnings of a drought-and
this is the beginning of a drought-we
tend to think that we can carry through
far more stock to the other end than
will be the case. I should like to see
that .interim and old stock removed
from the farms now rather than their
being removed gradually over the
months ahead, after a great deal of
money has been expended in trying
to keep second-class stock alive at the
expense of the well-being and health
of the major part of the breeding flock
which must be maintained.
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Many people have suggested that
farmers will have to feed their stock
until the autumn break, and talk about
that break occurring in April or May
next year. We might hope that th~
break will come then but, certainly,
from the history of autumns in this
State, there is no guarantee that that
will occur. It is worth noting that even
if the break occurred then, with the
harsh winters experienced in this State
there .will be no fodder in reserve to
cope with the conditions in the months
ahead.
Years ago, we used to say that Australians rode on the sheep's back. In
recent. times, it has been popularly
thought by many hundreds of people
that that is no longer the case. I assure
the House that that is still the case
and that the economy of this State and
this country very much depends on the
health and well-being of the rural sector.
I should like to criticize the fact
that the Government has raised from
$15 to $50 the rent on the leasing of
Crown land. That is a disgrace. Many
farmers who have very small leases
which are of little value will recei.ve
bills for $500, which is more than the
total value of the land concerned. I
should like the Minister of Lands to
re-examine that policy.
With regard to water restrictions and
the drought generally, there could well
be an extremely serious water shortage
throughout the State. It is time that
water restrictions were introduced in
Melbourne and that everyone recognized
the fact that water is a very scarce commodity. We in this State use more water
per capita than is used anywhere else in
the world, 2.nd we should recognize
that, in a drought situation, aquifers
of Gippsland will be affected unless
there are substantials rains. The great
lakes of Gippsland will become smelly
swamps unless' there is sufficient water
to flush them out. I reiterate that the
drought could have a worse effect on
the economy of this State than has
ever before been known.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-The honourable member'S time has
expired.
Mr A. J. SHEEHAN (Ivanhoe)-The
Budget introduced by the Treasurer
on 22 September will mar~ a milestone
in the implementation of Government
economic policy in Australia. It m:arks
the end of the seductive simplicity of
supply side economics in Victorian
Government decision making and, it is
to be hoped and anticipated, heralds
its decline at the national level.
The Budget is aimed at creating jobs.
As such, one expected it to receive
bipartisan support, but that is not the
case. From the conservatives one hears
the usual reaction of that party and of
conservative parties generally
to
change. All around us, we hear-and
have just heard-Hanrahan-like calls of
"We'll all be rooned".
Why is this so? How does one explain the Opposition's indignation at
the Government's introduction of an
expansionary Budget in an attempt to
create jobs for the Victorian economy?
One explanation-and it is by far the
most charitable explanation-is that
the Conservatives do not understand
their own economy. Consequently, they
are incapable of conducting a worthwhile analysis of the current economic
malaise. Such as it is, Australian conservative economic theory is a mongrelized version of monetarism. It is directly
analogous to the economics of Mrs
Thatcher and President Reagan. It can
be summed up as the "pig's trough"
theory of economics that holds that
only the fat shall eat.
Conservatives have always argued
against an equitable distribution of
income, maintaining that inheritance,
income differences, competition, profit
and a pool of unemployment are essential to the success of an economic
system. These views are consistent
with the actions of the Federal Government and have been endorsed implicitly or explicitly by the Opposition
in this debate. In America, those views
became known as supply side economics or, alternatively, Reaganomics. That
theory -had its modem origins in a
swanky Washington restaurant and a
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graph drawn on a serviette. The serviette ended up in the rubbish bin, and
the theory illustrated on it is headed
the same way. The author of that
theory is an economist named Arthur
Latter.
That theory holds-and honourable
members heard it reiterated againthat excessive taxes were beginning to
discourage wor~ and investment, thus
holding down the supply side of the
economy. It is, of course, a specious
argument. Even the American proponents of the theory recognize this.
President Reagan's budget director,
David Stockman, described it as:
only new language and argument to conceal
a hoary old Republican doctrine: give the tax
cuts to the top brackets, the wealthiest individuals and the largest enterprises, and let the
good effects trickle down through the economy.

It is just an old economic theory
dressed up as supply side economics.
It was known as the trickle down effect
or as monetarism, and it had its roots
well before Adam: Smith's Wealth of
Nations. All it really means is the protection of the wealthy.
That sort of thinking predominates
on the other side of the House, and
honourable members have heard it expressed time and again. The problem is
that members of the Liberal Party
actually believe it. At least, the Americans knew it was an exercise in cynicism. Australian Conservatives simply do
not know that they are locked into the
myths and shibboleths of the past.
That is why their economic prescriptions are so inadequate. They repeat
the incantations of their forebears and
advocate the economic policies that
drove Australia into the depression of
the 1930s. Consider the contributions
of two members of the Opposition:
One of them gave a definition of production which predated Adam Smith's
Wealth of Nations which is more than
200 years old. ,Another honourable
member said that there was need for
balanced budgets. His contribution
would have the average high school
student collapsing in laughter. They do
not understand conservative economics,
let alone being capable of conducting
an analysis of our economic problems.
Mr Sheehan
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This ignorance of the conservatives
is compounded by the basic irrelevance
of what passes as serious conservative
journalism in Australia. Two examples
of this are the Age and the Australian
Financial Review, and I will turn to
those contributions now.
For some months, the Australian
Financial Review has been conducting
an attack upon academic economists,
claiming they are irrelevant. This is
based mainly on the fact that the
academic economists are not giving the
prescriptions that the conservative journalists want to hear. The Australian Financial Review, Australia's
most respected journal, was trotting
out the old line of excessive wages,
union greed and the need to restore
profits. The ultimate of this folly of
economic analysis was a leading article
on the editorial page some weeks ago.
It drew an analogy between wages and
the price of bananas, expecting the informed reader to draw some analogy
between the free market price of
bananas and wage fixation in a protected, subsidized, monopolized, oligopolized and bastardized Capitalist
system.
The Age, on the other hand, has
done what only the Age can do. In
its most sanctimonious manner it came
out with an editorial on Monday claiming that what we need is redistribution
of income away from wages and
towards profit.
Mr Kennett-Mr Deputy Speaker, I
direct your attention to the state of
the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr A. J. SHEEHAN-I congratulate
the honourable member for Burwood
-he is not very literate, but he can
count. I will continue with my remarks
about the Age. Its sanctimonious comment is matched by the sanctimonious
performance of members in this House.
The Opposition is easy enough to
dismiss because its members, are comparative lightweights in terms of economic sense, but the problem is that
these journals of which I am speaking
are reputable publications and they
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have credibility in the community. It
is a shame to see these publications
trotting out a line that has been trotted
out in every depression and economic
recession in the past 100 years.
For familiarity with economic history, one can go through the records
of Hansard in this place and in Canberra. They will show the tired old line
trotted out by the Liberals: It is always the trade unions causing the
recession; always wage demands, excessive strikes, and so on. This is just
a political exercise, and I expect it
from members of the Opposition but,
when reputable journals are in it, there
is no serious comment being made on
the malaise that affects the Australian
economy. There are a large number of
questions. A couple of questions could
be answered and investigated. One question is why Australian capital is so inefficient. The indications are that the
capital in Australia makes a low return
by comparison with the Organization for
Economic Co-operation and Development countries. Why is that so? Little
attention is paid to it, and no attention
is paid to the extension subsidization
of capital equipment investment. Does
that subsidization of capital equipment
investment lead to the displacement
of labour? If so, ,it means that the real
problem in Australia is not that wages
are too high, but that the cost of
capital is artifically low.
Mr Burgin-We have the highest
wages in the world.
Mr A. J. SHEEHAN-That was a
point I intended to mention later. In
Switzerland, wages are twice as high
as they are in Australia, but unemployment, inflation and interest rates are
lower.
The other factor is that 70 per cent
of workers in Australia do not receive
the average wage and almost 20 per
cent of them live on the poverty line.
It is therefore misleading to use a
statistical mean as an econom,ic statistic.
The average is a 'misleading figure and
to talk about the average wage in
Australia is to talk about an irrelevant
statistic.
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One should consider whether industrial accidents outnumber strikes. The
number of days lost through industrial
accidents outnumber days lost through
strikers by three to one. Industrial accidents cost the Australian economy
about $5000 million a year. No members of the Opposition stand up and
complain about industrial accidents.
However, as soon as -a strike or union
unrest occurs, Opposition members begin to union-bash because they know
no other way.
It is estimated that in Germany about
two-thirds of the unemployment rate
is due to structural change in the economy, not to wage levels. If that figure
applies to Australia, it m'ay lead one
to different conclusions about the
causes of unemployment and the sort
of action that should be taken to
remedy the situation. If it is true that
10 per cent of the population in Australia possess 40 per cent of the wealth,
how can one argue, as the Opposition
does, that wealth needs to be redistributed towards profits? If 10 per cent
of those people already own 40 per cent
of the wealth, what sort of distribution
must take place to stimulate effort from
that sector? What rationale is behind
the argument that increased profits will
stimulate the wealthy to greater effort,
but that a reducion in wages ,is necessary to stimulate the worker? The arguinent used is that the wealthy react
to getting richer, but keep the workers
a little bit more productive by holding
over them the threat of unemployment.
It is an example of the pigs' trough
theory of economics.
What about the position of the working poor as outlined by Mr Justice
Staples? People who live on the margin
of society and whose jobs exist on the
margin of the economy with award level
wages-Mr B. J. Evans-Would you put
farmers in that category?
Mr A. J. SHEEHAN-I do not ignore
farmers. The honourable member for
Gippsland East ignores everyone but
farmers, and that is the difference.
Some people care about everyone on
the breadline; he cares about a few
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of them. In contributing to the conserOne of the most important points I
vative economic stance of -ignorance and want to refer to regards the housing
ineptitude, I am being charitable to the allocation, where the increase from $104
honourable member. There is an alter- million to $231 million is a great
native explanation. Opposition members improvement on what has occurred in
understand what they are doing and the past. I certainly agree that benefits
not only preach pigs' trough economics, of general assistance have been probut eagerly anticipate, firstly, the con- vided for country areas, and good supsolidation of inherited wealth, secondly, port has been provided for a wide range
the redistribution of income tow-ards of services from a number of departprofits and, thirdly, the creation ments. I hope that regional centres will
of a large pool of unemployed. receive a fair share of these proIf the truth be known, full employment grammes, and that measures will be
threatens them; it threatens their notion taken to enable Government agencies
of privi-Iege and exclusion. So long as to employ more apprentices, increase
there is a pool of unemployed, they can education staffing and provide more
draw on these people to do the dirty facilities, and improve police and welwork in their society that they would fare services, particularly in regard to
never perform themselves. What they home help and infant welfare.
do not realize, however, is that they
Assistance in the employment of
are in danger of killing the golden
apprentices
be included in the
goos-e. The system which has served Government'scould
drought
prothem so well is in danger of depression gramme. The Governmentrelief
has
made
or collapse. We are certainly facing one provision in the Budget to train an
of the recurrent crises of capitalism. extra
225 apprentices in Government
We in Victoria cannot turn the tide of departments.
cert-ainly extend
interna'tional events or change the the concept Ittoshould
privately
employed
policy of the Federal Government, apprentices in rural areas where
the
although within a few weeks we may drought is taking effect and threatenhave the opportunity of doing so.
ing jobs.
.
What the Government can do is deal
Apprentices are in a vulnerable situawith the situation in a caring and
tion.
Their plight has been overlooked
sensitive way and do its bit to make
sure that there is some stimulation to and it is likely that some apprentices
the economy and that areas such as working on farms and some of those
employment, housing, transport and employed in industries in country
education are given their proper alloca- towns will lose their jobs because of
tion of resources. This Budget, aimed the drought. It is a severe drought and
at providing 23000 jobs in Victoria it will have severe repercussions
over the next twelve months, is an throughout this State. The sooner the
attempt to come to grips with that Government realizes this, the better
problem. It is the first time that a off the State wiH be.
Government in Australia has attempted
Employers should receive assistance
to come to grips with the problem in to ensure that their apprentices are
that manner.
kept at work and that their training is
In retrospect, it will prove a mile- not interrupted. Yesterday I spoke to
stone in Australian economic history, business people in Sale who told me
and I commend the Budget to the that, although that area has not been
as badly affected by the drought as
House.
other -areas, in the past three months
Mr WALLACE (Gippsland South)- their income and turnover has been 60
This is the first Labor Party Budget in per cent less than it was in the previous
Victoria for 28 years. The Budget con- year.
tains some good points, and I will give
The electorate I represent has recredit where credit is due. However, I
shall certainly take exception to some ceived some specific benefits from the
of the remarks of the previous speaker. Budget. The passenger service on the
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Leongatha line has been reinstated. I
am pleased to see its return, as I was
a supporter of the former service.
The Minister of Health is interjecting, but I point out to him that the
Gippsland Base Hospital is in need of
additional funding. I am sure the Minister will look into the situation in the
very near future and do something to
assist that hospital. The building is 120
years old and many areas of the hospital are experiencing problems, particularly the children's ward.
The main beneficiaries of the Budget
are the regional centres. Small centres
like those in the southern part of the
electorate I represent have missed out
and as yet have not received any additional housing funds. I have written to
the Minister of Housing requesting
specific details about where the money
is being allocated. It is probably going
to the city electorates where the votes
are!
I have also drawn to the attention
of the Minister of Education the urgent
need for facilities by the Education
Department. For example, the Yarram
High School requires new buildings and
an upgrading of its cyclic maintenance.
Most of the buildings are in a terrible
condition. I am sure the Minister will
look into the matter. The primary
school building at Toora is 100 years
old and is a fire hazard. I have also
asked the Minister to look into that
matter. Ninety children occupy the
building. There are 30 children in each
of three classes. I mentioned this
matter during the grievance debate last
Thursday and I mention it now because I do not want it hanging over
my head should a disaster occur during
the forthcoming fire season.
The electorate of Gippsland South is
badly off in terms of road funding. It
is possibly the major tourist area of
the State. It is a magnificent area. It
is unfortunate that other parts of the
State have not received the same
amount of rain that the Gippsland area
has received. It is always enjoyable to
travel from one end of the electroate I
represent to the other, because there
is always something to see. At the
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moment the grass is green. I am sure
other people would be glad to have
such green grass in their area.
The development at Port Welshpool
and the oil and gas industry service
construction area at Barry Beach
generate a heavy traffic flow. I call
on the Minister to provide additional
funds because the roads between
Yarram and Leongatha are becoming
treacherous because of the damage
being done by the heavy transports
travelling to and from Port Welshpool
and Barry Beach. With perseverance
it may be possible, eventually, to obtain the needed improvements. I understand that the Federal Minister is
visiting the area. Perhaps if we cannot
get money from the State Government,
we might get it from the Federal
Government.
Apparently the Traralgon Division of
the Country Roads Board has been able
to convince the Government that
special consideration is needed within
that area, mainly because of the
second-rate road network and the
enormous amount of rain that falls on
the terrain. Of course, road building in
the area is extremely difficult and
costly because of the heavy rainfall.
It costs almost twice as much to upgrade those roads and to bring them
to a satisfactory standard for a bitumen
surface than is the case in normal
circumstances.
Much has been said about the drastic
increases in gas and electricity charges.
People in rural areas will be facing
those increased charges as well as an
enormous increase in the licence fee
paid for some Crown leases. That is
a matter of concern to many honourable members, as well as to many
country Victorians. At present, the
licence fee payable for areas in which
roads have been closed is $15, but the
increased licence fee will be $50--an
increase of more than 300 per cent.
The end result for the Government will
be bad because many people who are
now leasing those roads will say, "You
can have them back. We don't want
them". The Government will find that
it will not receive even the $15 licence
fees it has been receiving. The care of
the roads will also create yet another
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problem for the Government. Who will
look after them and get rid of the
weeds and so on? In the past, the
person who leased the land looked
after it and worked it, but the Government will find that it will be responsible in future.
I now turn to the Latrobe Valley
fund. The allocation made to the fund
is $2'1 million, but of that amount
$700000 is a carry-over from the previous year. Therefore the fund is really
to receive an allocation of only $1'4
million, which is disastrous. The recommended appropriation was $2'8
million. As the Latrobe Valley fund is
receiving only half of the required
amount, only half of the necessary
work can be carried out. Many of the
municipal councils affected simply do
not know what they will be able to do to
finance their projects that were planned
for this financial year through the funding made available for the Latrobe
Valley. I recommend-if that is possible
-that a supplementary Budget is required to cater for the Latrobe Valley
fund. It will be interesting to ascertain
whether the Government is prepared to
make a supplementary grant to that
fund. It was an administrative council
decision to allocate $2· 8 million to the
fund, which received only half of what
it requires. That is not good enough.
The Budget virtually ignored urgent
hospital building programmes. The
Government has a poor record in this
area and I need not remind the Minister
of that. I have serious doubts about the
proposal to impose a credit duty on
institutions. The Treasurer admitted in
the Budget speech that he did not know
what the effect would be. I believe this
will be disastrous and m;any questions
remain unanswered. From the silence
of the Treasurer since Budget day, I
wonder whether he has yet found the
answer. How is the charge to be recouped from financial institutions? Will
this result in customers having to pay
higher charges than under the present
duty? What will be the effects on the
cost of retail credit? If the credit charge
on cheques is to be eliminated, how
will charges on cheque accounts be
Mr Wall ace
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assessed? I am also concerned about
the cost of credit in large retail stores
to low income earners. The people who
voted for the Labor Government are
the people who will feel the effects of
this measure. Too many doubts surround the new duty and the Government has not supplied enough answers.
I return to my opening remarks when
I said that, if the Premier and the Treasurer would like a better appreciation
of the nature and wealth of Gippsland
South, I invite them to take a look
at the special problems faced by the
rural community. I have given credit
to the Budget in part because it may
produce some employment. However,
it has a long way to go. I shall be even
more critical of the Budget if it does
not come up to expectations.
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-It
is with considerable pleasure that I
support the first Budget of the Cain
Government, which· is the first Labor
Budget in 28 years. From the outset
I point out that the Budget demonstrates a creative and innovative
approach to the economic problems
faced by Victorians.
This positive Budget takes definite
directions and the Government has a
clear idea of the sorts of areas it wishes
to tackle. The Budget is compassionate
because it addresses itself to the real
community needs which we see around
us each day. For the first time in many
years-perhaps since the last Labor
Governm:ent-the Budget features a
definite and positive strategy. It is a
Budget that knows where it wants to
go and which is consciously directed
towards job creation. One has only to
examine the devastating unemployment
figures to realize the importance of that
strategy. The Budget addresses itself
to the re-establishment and development
of the infrastructure of the State. Those
who too~ the trouble to read the statements accompanying the Budget would
know that because the infrastru'cture
of the State-community services,
transport facilities and the like-have
been allowed to deteriorate over many
years, investment has been frightened
away, thus destroying job opportunities
for Victorians.
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The Budget represents a conscious
attempt by the Government to restructure the financial infrastructure of the
State. The Budget addresses itself to the
social and economic needs of the Victorian community. I shall return to that
point shortly.
In brief, the Budget returns to a
theme that the Premier pursued during
the election campaign and one that was
reiterated in the Governor's Speech,
that is, the belief of the Government
that there is a Victorian economy.
The Government is not prepared to
wash its hands of the economic problems that confront Victoria. The Government is admitting that there are
problems with the Victorian economy
and saying that it is prepared to tackle
those problems.
Credit must be given to the Treasurer
who, in less than six months in office,
has had to tackle a whole series of
problems, and he has done so most
successfully. The honourable gentleman has had to pick up the pieces
of the mess left behind by the former
Government. That mess is well documented. I cite the example of the atrocious current account deficit of $53
million that was left behind by the
former Government. It was only
through the actions of the Treasurer
that the current account was balanced
at the end of June, as required by law.
There was a projected deficit for the
current account for the 1982-83 financial year of $400 million, which was
another legacy of the former Government. The former Administration had
no clear idea of where it was heading
in economic terms; it was an aimless
Government that did not have any
clear direction. That aimlessness was
demonstrated in its "new directions"
policy. Indeed, there were no directions
that the former Government pursued
actively.
The Treasurer has had to direct himself to creating a budgetary process.
Under the former Government, the
budgetary process lacked clear direction. The Government had to pick up
the economic threads to create an information and accounting system for
a budgetary process.
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The Treas\lrer has had to address
himself to moulding a programme that
reflects the priorities and policies of
the Government, which was given an
overwhelming mandate on 3 April this
year. The Treasurer has assisted in
creating an innovative Budget. Despite
the cynicism of the Opposition, the V,:ictorian Development Fund is being
established and it is operating through
the Budget.
The Treasurer has taken on board the
need to provide better information in
the Budget documents. I give credit to
the former Administration, which made
attempts to provide better information
in the Budget documents. However,
the Treasurer has effectively expanded
on those attempts. The Budget signals
the extension .of programmed priority
budgeting and that will place the finances of the State on a much sounder
footing in the years to come. It is a
pity that the Opposition has provided
a negative response to the Budget.
The Opposition has not been constructive in its criticisms of the Budget
and all the House has heard from the
Opposition is talk of gloom and doom.
The House has heard nothing from the
Opposition on what it would do if it
were in Government; although one needs
to look back only six months to understand what the former Government
would have done had it remained in
office. The former Government, through
its economic policies, would have sent
Victoria deeper into an economic recession.
The Opposition has given the House
totally uninformed criticism of the
Budget. It has become embarrassingly
obvious that the Opposition does not
understand economics and that it cannot grasp even the simplest of economic concepts. The Opposition appears
to have a piggy-bank mentality to the
way that Victoria ought to be run.
The methods that the former Government adopted in managing the
finances of this State would never
have been accepted in the private sector. Those methods would have sent
a private company bankrupt in weeks.
The former Government was prepared
to pursue those sorts of policies in
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running the public sector of this State. year; a decline in the dwellings comI noted one positive comment by the ponent of private fixed capital expendihonourable. member for Burwood, who ture; a real decline in investment in
referred to the Budget in a radio broad- plant and equipment; no growth in
cast this morning as a popular Budget employment and a marked increase in
-and indeed it is. To illustrate the lack the unemployment rate in this country.
of understanding by honourable memIt is laughable that the claim was
bers opposite about budgetary promade
that the Federal Budget was an
cesSes and economic processes, firs'tly,
the honourable member for Burwood expansionary document. Apart from the
talked about the State Government fact that any Budget 'with a domestic
selling off its assets and said that it surplus could not possibly be expanwas paying about $30 million to $40 sionary, one has only to look at the
million extra a year in interest rates forecasts in the Budget to see how
for assets that it already owned; recessionary that Budget was. It made
whereas the leasing arrangements of it extremely difficult to frame the State
this Government are creating flexibility Budget. One of the most apt descripin the public sector to enable the use- tions of the Federal Budget and the
ful extension of the transport system. implications it had for framing other
financial policies was the comment by
Secondly, the honourable member for Professor Perkins of the University of
Burwood said that this State Govern- Melbourne who, in a speech to a conment is adopting procedures that the ference of economists earlier this year,
previous Government would never have said:
used. That is nonsense! The previous
It seems to be generally agreed that the outGovernment was introducing some look following the budget is for further rises
forms of leverage leasing. The third in what is already a record post-war level of
point that the honourable member for unemployment . . .
Burwood misunderstood was that the
resources being freed by leasing rollingthe distributional aspects of the budget seems
stock instead of by buying it will not mU(;h like discussing the optimum arrangement
be used for recurrent purposes-to pro- of deckchairs on ,the Titanic. If one accepts that
rigbt to continue steering the shi.p closer
vide more salaries for people in the itto isthe
or that it is impossible to
public sector, as the honourable mem- reverse iceberg,
the engines, there may perhaps be
ber claimed-but will be put into something to be· said for simply doing one's
capital works, to create employment best .to see that some of the disadvantaged
passengers get a deckchair with a better view
and development in this State. The of
impending catastrophe. But it's surely
Opposition's criticisms of that convic- far the
more important to ask whether we can and
tion have lacked cohesion, comprehen- should be reversing the engines.
sion and credibility.
Unfortunately, the Federal Government
It is important to place this Budget has continued to pursue its recesin the economic context in which we sionary monetarist policy, making life
find ourselves. Australia is heading for difficult for State Governments and
a serious recession. It was regrettable making it difficult to frame the State
that the Federal Budget made so diffi- Budget. For example, in the area of
cult the economic climate within 'which pre-school education, Commonwealth
this Budget was to be framed. In funds for Victoria have been frozen;
Budget Document No. 5, reference was a 10 per cent real cut has been made
made to the economic forecasts that in those funds. There has been a 7 per
flowed
from
the
Commonwealth cent increase in Federal road funding
Budget. On page 49 of chapter 6 the for Victoria, but in real terms that is
following Federal Government forecasts a reduction of· 3 per cent. The Premiers
appear: A decline in domestic product Conference highlighted appalling cuts
in the 1982-83 financial year; a small in the health area. Health grants were
increase in real private consumption cut back by 7·8 per cent, which repreexpenditure, compared with that of last sents a cut of 18 per cent in real terms.
Mr Harrow{ield
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The Victorian economy is clearly in
recession and this has resulted largely
from the damaging monetarist policies
of the Federal Government and the
failure of the former State Government to address the implications of
those policies. Victoria has historically
high levels of unemployment. In
1981-82, Victoria suffered the worst
employment decline of any Australian
State with 11 700 jobs being lost to
the State in that year. The participation
rate fell, further reflecting the hidden
unemployment problem that is increasingly apparent in the State's economy.
Nothing could have highlighted more
starkly the correctness of the Budget
strategy than the unemployment figures
that appeared late last week. Those
figures indicate an economic and social
tragedy of devastating proportions.
The September 1982 unemployment
figure for Victoria was 128600, or 7
per cent of the work force, with 17'5
per cent of those in the fifteen to
nineteen-year age group being unemployed. Equally disturbing is the fact
that 5·8 per cent of those over twenty
years of age are also unemployed, and
that is a substantial increase on the
figures for earlier months.
It is equally alarming to note the
duration of the period of unemployment. In July this year, 19·2 per cent
of the unemployed in Victoria had been
unemployed for at least a year. It is
important to reflect on those figures,
not just for the lack of economic productivity that they represent but also
for the social disaster that flows from
extended unemployment. Of that number, 38·8 per cent had been unemployed for six months or more.
I revert to Professor Perkins' comments when he said that, although
the Federal Budget perhaps addressed
some distributional aspects of wealth
in this country, it did not restore the
economic base of activity.
The State Budget introduced by the
Treasurer addresses both of those problems. It attempts to restore economic
activity in Victoria as well as giving
attention to the distributional aspects
of the components within the Budget.
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A clear attempt is made to restore
demand; for example, final consumption expenditure will increase by
approximately 18·6 per cent, an increase
of 8 per cent in real terms. Capital
expenditure is increased by a massive
51 per cent and cash benefits to people
will increase by 14·2 per cent, as a
result of the Budget.
Clearly the State Government is prepared to tackle the serious employment and social consequences that the
Federal Government was not prepared
to tackle. This aspect is best illustrated
by reference to two areas, the first
being housing. The State Government
has had to frame its Budget housing
policies in the light of the fact that,
for example, dwelling approvals for
1982 fell by 90 per cent. The collapse
of the building industry has serious
implications for employment and for
other economic activity in the State.
It means that the accommodation
needs of many people are not being
addressed and that is a significant problem in the eastern suburbs . where
housing has been neglected for
a long time. In the City of
Nunawading a desperate need exists
for low-rental housing accommodation.
An increasing number of people are
seeking that form of accommodation.
One need only talk to local estate
agents to learn that there is an incrediible demand for local rental stock.
There are up to 30 random calls daily
to each estate agent in the area for
rental accommodation and when a
vacancy is advertised about 50 responses are received. Few properties
remain vacant for more than 4 hours
and, in most cases, vacancies are filled
from a waiting list of people who have
already contacted the agencies. There
are a number of reasons for this and
the factors underlining that situation
have been addressed in the State
Budget.
Many people cannot afford to buy
homes any more. That has been tac~led
by the Minister of Housing in this
Budget by the provision of additional
assistance to home buyers. There are
also increasing demands on accommodation because of such factors as
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marriage breakups, the alarming incidence of single parent families and
younger people leaving home earlier.
A survey conducted by the Outer
Eastern Housing Council indicated that
there was a shortage of 4000 rental
houses and flats in the area surveyed.
Another indication of the housing crisis
in the eastern suburbs is shown by the
bond scheme operated by that council.
There are 400 families on the waiting list
for bond scheme assistance, and, to
quote the words of the people on the
council, this is the tip of the iceberg.
The Nunawading council, which has
a very active welfare department, can
document also the need for additional
accommodation. Its records show that
because of the- neglect of public hous~
ing in the past in the eastern suburbs,
it has long lists of people who cannot
be adequately catered for in accommodation. The Blackburn Baptist Church
has been very active in the area in
providing accommodation, but its resources are being stretched to the limit.
These groups in the past have had
to carry on without any significant
help from the Government. Clearly,
that problem has been addressed in this
Budget in a positive way. The housing
funds provided in the State Budget
have increased from $127 million last
year to $231 million for 1982-83, an 82
per cent increase. That will have an
impact directly on employment; additional jobs will be created in the build- .
ing industry, which has traditionally
been the catalyst .for so much activity
elsewhere. There will be multiplier
effects as people move into· accommodation, furnish their homes, provide
for services and buy goods that will
add to demand in the State.
It is pleasing to note that so many
of the housing programmes in the State
area have been substantially increased.
For example, in the public rental housing programme, new construction for
families has increased from $10'5 million to $40'8 million; rehabilitation and
infill housing from $6'8 million to $20'4
million, spot purchase for family rental
and from $22'7 million to $41'6 million;
must needed estate improvements on the
Mr Harrowffeld
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housing estates from $4'7 million to $13
million; additional assistance for home
buyers through co-operative housing
societies has been increased from
$27'2 million to $34'7 million. It can
be seen that the Government has been
prepared to address the housing problem constructively, and in a variety of
ways, by recognizing the need of those
who want to buy their homes, in circumstances which are increasingly
difficult, as well as the need for more
public rental accommodation.
Under the present State Government,
I look forward to a significant increase
in Government support for housing in
the eastern suburbs of Melbourne. The
other aspect that illustrates the way
in which the Government is tackling
the economic problems of the State as
well as its distribution needs, are in 'the
small business area. Staggering claims
were made by Opposition members that
the Budget does nothing for small business. The former Government's record
in this area was that it nearly sent
small retail business broke by trying to
extend retail trading hours. The present
Government has increased funds to
small Business Development Corporation by 51 per cent to $930000. It has
also exten.ded pay-roll tax exemptions,
which will have a significant benefit for
small business people.
Even if one puts aside the specific
concessions in the Budget, it is important to note that it provides something for small business that is more
important than subsidies or concessions.
It provides working opportunities by
extending capital works programmes
and creating additional demand in the
Victorian economy. It is small business
in the private sector that will benefit
from the building and construction
·activity that will undoubtedly be
generated by the Budget. Small business firms will clearly benefit from
capital works that will be undertaken
in the education area. They will also
benefit from the stimulus given in the
Budget to consumer demand. The Government is increasing the base from
which small business may operate by
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stimulating demand. It is also addressing the need to assist small business
in a constructive and positive way, 'and
I welcome that move.
Finally, I point to the real benefits
included in the Budget for the eastern
suburbs and the Mitcham electorate,
The Government is beginning the implementation of its election commitment to provide more police officers.
There is a chronic shortage of police in
the eastern suburbs, particularly in the
Mitcham electorate. I have informed
the House in debate on adjournment
motions that the police to population
ratio in the City of Nunawading is in
the order of 1 policeman to 2500
citizens. The additional police provided
in the Budget will help alleviate that
problem. One can look forward to more
benefits in future Budgets as the Government creates additional Police Force
vacancies.
At long last a children's protection
unit wiH be provided in the eastern
suburbs.
Additional
apprenticeship
opoortunities are also provided with
225 additional apprenticeships being
created in the public sector in Government departments as a result of the
Budget. It is equally important that
more apprenticeship supervisors are
being provided. The addition of fifteen
supervisors will boost and prosper
apprenticeship development in Victoria.
I welcome the indication of additional migrant English teachers. The
Mitcham electorate has a growing
number of people from migrant backgrounds, particularly from Vietnam and
South-East Asia. It is important that
facilities are provided for them. I also
welcome the employment initiatives
scheme, which is targeting $30 million
towards long-term employment opportunities and community-based schemes
that will have identifiable benefits for
local people. Subsidies have been increased for home help and infant
welfare services. Assistance to children's services has been increased,
particularly for pre-schools. Of benefit
to people in the eastern suburbs will
be the establishment of the Queen
Victoria Medical Centre in Clayton and
the introduction of funds in this
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budgetary year for the Eastern Suburbs
Geriatric Centre. The Government has
provided a 96 per cent increase in
capital funds .for public transport. Additional staff will be provided ,to man
stations and give people the confidence
to return to using public transport.
The Government has also moved to provide $50000 for the Municipal Association of Victoria rating inquiry. That Will
have identifiable long-term benefits for
ratepayers 'in the Mitcham electorate.
I also congratulate the Minister of
Health for directing the benefit,s of the
School Dental Service to the eastern
suburbs. In the past, children in the
Mitcham electorate have been denied
access to that service, so I welcome that
move.
There is also good news for the
Mitcham electorate in the area of education. The Government has moved
quickly ,to provide additional support
for schools in the Mitcham electorate
and has provided, for example, $50 000
for maintenance work on the Blackburn
Primary School. I.t only took the present
Government six months to do that
whereas the previous Government procrastinated for several years. Some
$22 000 has also been provided for much
needed drainage to be carried out at the
Verdale Primary School. Th'is is a Government with a real commitment to
education and the school children of the
eastern suburbs.
I now return to the theme I was following earlier, namely, that the Government has had to pick up the ruins
of the econcmic mess left behind by the
former Government. It has also had to
pick up the economic mess caused
directly by the policies of the Federal
Government. The econometric forecast
of the Federal Budget shows that 18000
jobs would be lost to Victoria because
of the Federal Budget. The State Budget
has had to address that problem and has
done so effectively. Some 23 000 jobs
will be directly created as a result of
the first Jolly Budget. That is a magnificent effort. We can look forward to
more employment schemes and more
jobs being created by the Government.
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I join with my colleagues on this side
of the House who have expressed their
delight at this first Labor Budget. It is
a creative document; a positive document; a document which sets clear
guidelines and objectives and shows that
the Cain Government is in touch with
the needs of the State. It is a magnificent Budget. I regret that honourable
member.s opposite have not been prepared to concede that we have been
successful where they failed so miserably.
Victoria is in danger of heading into
a recession. The Budget has addressed
that problem in a constructive way. I
congratulate the Treasurer and the
Premier, and I commend the Budget to
the House.
Mr KENNETI (Burwood)-One can
understand the euphoric praise given
by the newly-elected honourable member for Mitcham for the fifist Labor
Budget in 27 years. Honourable members on this side of the House will look
forward to seeing how those words ring
true in three years' time, when the full
effect of the Budget is felt by the community.
We have just witnessed the bringing
down of the first Labor Budget in 27
years. We on this ,side of the House
accept that all Budgets contain both
good and bad news. This Budget is no
different. As the honourable member for
Mitcham said, it has addressed itself
well to the areas of hOUSing and cornmunity welfare services but, on balance,
for reasons I shall give, this Budget can
be described only as a time-bomb. The
full effect and ramifications of the
Budget will not be felt by many Victorians for perhaps 12 to 18 months
and then it will have a damaging multiplier effect for many years to come.
I make the point that we, as an Opposition, on behalf of not only the Victorian community but more directly the
constiotuents we represent, genuinely
want the Labor Government and the
Budget to succeed. It is against our
interests and against the interests of all
Victorians if the Government and its
Budget end up creating the same· sort
of economic and social environment

Appropriation Bills

that the \Vhitlam and Wran Governments have done before them.
The way in which the Budget has been
structured is of the greatest concern
to me as an individual, as the father
of young children and as an elected
representative of a section of the Victorian com'munity. It is a Budget that
has been put together by academics
and theoreticians, void of any practical
managerial experience, expounding and
implementing the Socialist philosophy
that one would expect of a Labor Government. It is an ignorant Budget,
because it ignores the reality of living
in the 1980s and the vital ingredients
that make up our community-the
source on which Governments must
ultimately rely to generate their revenue
in order to redistribute income.
Many of my colleagues throughout
the course of this debate have and
will address themselves to individual
areas of revenue and expenditure in
the Budget. I shall devote my time
to assessing the economic environment
in which the Budget has been structured, its general visions and likely
ra'mifications on the community.
Mr Remington-They are not your
words.
Mr Gavin-Who wrote it?
Mr KENNETI-For the interest of
honourable members on the Government side of the House: I wrote it,
my secretary typed it and I photostated
it.
I shall turn, firstly, to the economic
considerations. In assessing the Budget,
one must, first of all, take into consideration the present economic conditions that prevail throughout the
world, within Australia and, particularly, within Victoria, and one must
also consider likely economic factors
that may change jn the future. From
all the information available, any economist-even the honourable member for
Mitcham is prepared to admit it-would
agree that it must be recognized that
both the world and Australian econom'ies have a subdued future for at
least the next few years.
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Honourable members must consider
the facts as they affect the constituents
they represent. Families have been battered by the rising costs of income
tax, health fees, energy costs, sales
tax and interest rates and those families
-the families we are elected to represent-are suffering a rapid decline in
their discretionary income.
For businesses, interest rates, faHing
export markets, international competition, saturated consumer markets, rising
energy costs-imposed through this
Budget-the high costs of labour,
workers compensation, severe increases
in Government charges generally and
the introduction of labour-saving equipment and technology are all likely to
bear down heavily on employers and
are already proving to be debilitating
for industry.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-Order! I have been observing the
honourable member. I am aware that
during the Budget debate it is accepted
that honourable members should be
permitted to quote from copious notes.
However, the honourable member for
Burwood is now drawing dangerously
close to making the mistake of reading
his speech. That is not permissible
under the Standing Orders. I remind
the honourable member that he is permitted to refer to copious notes but,
when he reads his speech, he is transgressing the Standing Orders.
Mr KENNETI-What I have in front
of me, Sir, are my own copious notes
and I have to be able to read them
in order to refer to them. However, I
accept your guidance, Mr Deputy
Speaker. The Budget debate is perhaps
the most ,important debate that takes
place in this House and honourable
members have before them five Budget
documents, all in different formats. It
was necessary for the. Treasurer to
read his speech for an hour and a half..
to get his message across. Therefore, I
thought it was only correct that I
should, in attempting to make a rational
and constructive contribution to the
debate, prepare my speech in the best
way possible.
Session 1982-34
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Based on what is known today, the
next few years for the Victorian economy, are obviously not expected to
be easy. It is true that the economic
factors that affect the Australian economy also affect the Victorian economy.
However, it is equally true, as the then
Leader of the Opposition said leading
up to the election campaign, that that
is not the total excuse for the difficulties Victoria faces today. Victoria
does have an autonomy of its own. The
honourable member for Mitcham, who
has decided to leave the House, highlighted that fact.
If Victoria is to have the rapid recovery of growth that the Premier referred to earlier this year, it must be
achieved through creative and sound
management, preferably led by the
Government and, with that type of
creative management, because Victoria
does have autonomy, it could protect
itself from many of the national and
international factors that are supposedly affecting our way of life and
Victoria could move easily against the
trend.
I shall try to put that claim in perspective for the benefit of honourable
members. Only one-sixth of Australia's
annual economic growth is dependent
on exports. A 10 per cent rise or fall
in real exports has the impact of either
lifting or reducing Victoria's gross
domestic product by approximately 1·5
per cent. Therefore, in real terms, the
Victorian economy is not all that
vulnerable.
A predominantly held view within the
community is the importance often
attached to the mining sector. One
could be excused for believing that the
mining sector is a most important ingredient, yet it accounts for only 5 per
cent of our economy. Essentially fivesixths of our annual economic destiny
lies in our own hands. That is an important factor.
Therefore, the Premier is correct in
saying that in Victoria we do have an
autonomy of our own, and that is why
the first Budget introduced by the Treasurer is so important. From now on
the Premier will not be able to exclusively blame the Federal and former
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Liberal State Governments for the
Yet this Budget makes no allowance,
economic and social conditions that pre- except in one position where the Govvail in Victoria.
ernment has allowed for a reduction
in transport revenue by $20 million.
Victoria does have many natural There
is no incentive or provision to
assets, in particular its energy re- the rural
sector for small, medium and
sources, on which the Victorian eco- large businesses
Victoria
nomy, if well administered, could turn that are dependentthroughout
upon
supply
the
our situation around so completely that rural industry. Sadly, there is noto proVictoria could be basically independent vision for the increased demand on
of any Federal Government ingredient, social
welfare services that must subespecially economic policies. Regret- sequently
In that light, this Budfully, the Budget not only fails to make get could occur.
be
said
to be ill-founded and
use of these resources, but also it works unrealistic.
to destroy those resources, in terms of
the competitiveness of Victoria, and the
Another area that will ensure that
Government is now in the poSition of this Budget can be seen only as a timeusing the energy authorities as a tax bomb is that the Labor Party which
collection agency that must move said, prior to the election of 3 April,
against the interests of Victorians both that up to $3000 million of reserves
in terms of employment and security.
was under utilized in this' State and
Mr Cathie-Victoria still has the which, as a Government, has obviously
been unable to locate those moneys. It is
cheapest gas in Australia.
not surprising, as those moneys never
Mr KENNETf-There was no reason existed, but to admit that prior to ·3
for the Government to increase the
price of gas if it wanted to use the April would not have fitted into the
,energy resources of Victoria to attract Labor Party's election strategy, regardnew industry. Having promised to re- less of the dishonesty of the claim it
duce gas charges by 4 per cent, the was then making.
Government has acted to increase the
Having promised not to increase
price of gas for many families by 30 State taxes, in this Budget, the Govper cent and if that is not dishonesty in ernment has increased them by approxiGovernment, I do not know what is.
mately 30 per cent-almost three times
Given the basic economic environ- the anticipated inflation rate-to meet
ment, therefore, it was necessary that the Labor Party's election commitment.
the first Cain Budget should recognize This is an unparalleled increase in tax
all of the factors and attempt to arrest by any Government, whether it be State
if not reverse the economic recession or Federal.
and want of confidence that presently
exists in the Victorian economy.
Further Government expenditure has
been
lifted by approximately 24 per
Where does the Budget fail? I have
cent
and,
throughout the Budget speech
tried to describe the economic environthe
Treasurer
placed great emphament in which the Budget was framed.
However, its first and greatest failure sis on the aim of this Government to
is that it makes no provision, except in maintain, or bring about, a growth of
one circumstance, for the coming to employment, particularly in the public
grips early next year with the rural sector. To achieve that growth, berecession which will follow the dis- cause those funds were not available
astrous effects of the current drought, as predicted before 3 April, the Govtogether with a general industrial ernment has introduced measures
recession. In my mature life, and that which, by any sound accounting or
would a?ply to most honourable mem- management procedure, can only be
bers on the Government back bench, described .as an absolute gamble parnever before has this set of circum- ticularly at a time of economic
stances occurred at the same ti.me.
recession.
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Further, in order to generate the
revenue, the Government has virtually
stolen moneys from statutory authorities. Although members on the Government side of the House may laugh
now, . they should remember that the
revenue raised by the Government this
year will be a once-only event and that,
for the programmes and commitments
that are established for next year, no
funds will be available. Where are those
funds coming from? An amount of $82
million comes from the State Electricity
Commission, $115 million from the Gas
and Fuel Corporation, which includes
the consumer tax, $30 million from the
Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of
Works and $6 million from the Port of
Melbourne Authority.
Those are monies that, prior to the
election, were to be optionally contributed by the authorities to the Victo.rian ~evelopment Fund, if they so
WIshed, In return for commercial rates
of interest. Unable to find the $3000
million the Government assumed was
lying idle, it has stolen the moneys
from the authorities, as such, because
the authorities did not voluntarily agree
to donate the money. Now we find
that no commercial rates of interest
will be paid.
The Government has told the authorities that, if they are to continue with
their capital works programmes, they
must do so on the borrowings on the
open market. What does this basically
mean? The authorities will have to pay
the commercial rates of interest. Therefore, on the moneys borrowed by those
authorities next year, the average
Victorian family can expect its household gas, electricity and Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works rates to
jump up by a massive 30 per cent. This
will have disastrous consequences on
Victorian families.
It is interesting that the honourable
member for Mitcham continues to
interject. He strongly defended the
Budget only moments ago but now
wishes to accuse the Opposition of
working on ill-founded facts. I challenge him, from November this year,
to issue in his electorate brochures dissociating himself from his Premier, and
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from the increase in energy charges
that has been wrought upon the Victorian community and the increases
that must occur next year because the
Government is stealing from those
authorities.
The second area that is totally unacceptable is the Government's intention to sell off the railways rollingstock. Honourable members heard from
the Minister of Transport today that,
one way or another, the Government
intends to sell off the railways rollingstock at $162 million and tramways
rolling-stock at $30 million to the
Japanese or other overseas interests on
a lease-back arrangement or some
arrangement of a similar nature.
The honourable member who interjects demonstrates his naivety. Such
pr~cedures are fine for private enterpnse because private enterprise can
claim the costs of leasing as a tax
deduction, but Governments cannot do
that. Victorians have already paid for
those assets but will now have to pay
for them again every year for the rest
of their lives. Regardless of what the
Treasurer said, the moneys to be obtained from the sale of those assets
will not be wholly allocated to areas
of growth. The great proportion of
extra moneys raised by the State Government this year will go to pay, by
way of increased salaries to people
who are already employed, for the industrial harmony or peace that the
Government believes it has established.
The Victorian community will pay
approximately $30 million a year to, use
the rolling-stock that it has already
bought. Where is the money to come
from? There is only one answer-the
consumer or, in fact, private enterprise.
It could perhaps have been argued that
the sale of those assets was justified
if the Government could have proved
that the capital it would receive from
the sale was to be invested in growth,
but that is not the case. In short, the
Government is mortgaging future
generations for short-term gain.
The honourable member for Bentleigh is interjecting and saying, "Nonsense". If it is such nonsense, why,
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in tabling his reports to the New South
Wales Government, has the New South
Wales Auditor-General twice criticized
the Wran Government for adopting the
same procedure? The Auditor-General
said that it was irresponsible and that
it was not leading to one new job.
The third area from which the Government must finance its programmes
and pay for this so-called industrial
peace is private enterprise. There is
only one benefit to small business in
the Budget and that is the lift in payroll tax exemption to $140000 per
annum. That lift in the exemption rate
must be seen in the light of the $174
million increase in pay-roll tax collec-·
tions, that figure being an annual
increase as a result of higher salaries
paid in industry. However, the Government is also retaining the 1 per cent
surcharge on pay-roll tax at a time
when industry simply cannot afford to
pay it.
The surcharge alone will cost
thousands of jobs over the next twelve
months, but perhaps the worst attack
on private enterprise and employment
is the heavy increase in energy charges.
If the Government honestly believes
the increased energy charges will not
lead to massive unemployment in this
State at its own instigation, the Government is naive. It has no understanding or appreciation of the difficulties being faced by industry, both
large and small. It fails to recognize
that private enterprise, particularly
small business, is the greatest employer of labour. The Government
seems to believe that industry
will be a bottomless pit to provide
revenues for the State Government.
Even with its almost incestuous relationship with Mr John Harrower, who
worked so hard and openly for the
Labor Party before and since the election, the Government does not appreciate that any further attacks on
industry will force many people to close
their doors for good or move interstate.
It is interesting to note how strongly
and often Mr Harrower spoke publicly
·and attacked previous Liberal Governments in the so-called interests of small
Mr Kennett
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business, yet now when the Labor Party
is in Government and small business is
under its greatest threat, he is silent,
as he was during debate on the probate
and gift duty measures.
My advice to all small businesses
that are affiliated with the Victorian
Chamber of Commerce and Industry to
immediately remove their director, Mr
Harrower, if they want the association
to work responsibly in their interests
and to remain apolitical.
Mr REMlNGTON (Melbourne)-On a
point of order, I was interested in your
earlier comments, Mr Deputy Speaker,
regarding the reading of speeches. The
honourable member for Burwood is
obviously not making his maiden
speech, but is reading every line of a
speech, apart from replying to a few
interjections. He has totally disregarded
your direction and is not conforming to
the practices of this House that have
been established by the decisions of
many Speakers.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wnton)

-Order! I do not propose to uphold
the point of order. However, I remind
the honourable member for Burwood
that he is skating on thin ice. Although
other Parliaments may allow honourable members to read speeches, this
House does not do so and it is my
intention to ensure that this longstanding practice is adhered to. The
honourable member for Burwood has
been given fair enough warning.
Mr KENNETT (Burwood)-I heed
your warning, Mr Deputy Speaker.
There is no doubt that the huge incre·ases in energy charges will have a
severe effect, both on big and small
industries. As most honourable members will realize, this State is largely
dependent on manufacturing induGtries.
Victoria runs the risk of putting the
energy component of its production in
an uncompetitive ppsition. If that is the
case, the Government, which in the
past purportedly supported manufacturing industry when in Opposition,
will have a great deal to ans'wer for.
It will have a considerable amount to
answer to small businesses which,
through increases in general lighting

12 October 1982

Appropriation Bills

and other energy costs, will find it
more difficult to remain viable at a
time of incredible economic challenges.
I am the first to admit that the
Budget 'and components of it may have
been successful, given other economic
circumstances. However, when the size
of the economic cake is reduced, there
is no way one can try to drain those
who have few resources to raise
revenues for redistribution into areas
which in themselves -will not provid~
growth.
Mr Remington-You sa'id publicly
that it was a good Budget.
Mr KENNEIT-It is not; it -is an
absolute time-bomb. I am the first to
admit that many people support the
Budget, as m'any people supported Mr
Whitlam's first Budget and Mr Wran's
first Budget. However, it is in the
second and third years of the Government that one will consider the reduced
e~ployment opportunities that will put
thIS State and industry at risk and Victoria will simply not have the revenue
sources to continues its programmes.
The Government will have a great deal
to answer for. It intends taking an extra
$454 million from industry generally in
the next financial year. The financial
institutions tax, which is estimated to
raise about $80 million, will probably
bring in closer to $160 million, the cost
of which will have to be passed on to
the consumer.
There is not one benefit in the Budget
for small business except the lifting of
the exemption level for .pay-roll tax.
Even the $30 million allocation in employment initiatives is all directed to
the public sector. Not 1 cent of it is
directed to the private sector. Victoria
will either have a totally socialistic
style of Budget or the Government must
accept that society is made up of both
a private and a Government sector. The
Government's future as a socialist
Government must depend on the private
sector of the community in general continuing to have opportunities for economic growth.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-The honourable member's time has
expired.
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Mrs SIBREE (Kew)-By leave,
move:

I

That the honourable member be given an
extension of time.

This is in accordance with the previous agreement reached in the House
because this is a consolidated debate.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-It will be
necessary for the honourable member
for Kew to nominate the period by
which she wishes the speech to be extended.
Mrs SIBREE-I suggest an extension
of 20 minutes.
Honourable members interjecting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER-order! It
is most regrettable that the Chair finds
it necessary to remind honourable members from both sides of the House that
they are here as representatives of the
people of Victoria. The motion is a
simple one and I am sure it is not beyond the capacity of honourable
members to cope with. The question is,
"That the honourable member for Burwood be granted an extension of 20
minutes."
The House divided on Mrs Sibree's
motion (Mr Wilton in the chair).
Ayes
Noes ..
Majority
motion

28

44
against

the
16

AYES
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Austin
Brown
Burgin
Ebery
Evans

(Ballarat North)

Mr Evans
(Gippsland East)

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Hann
Jasper
Jona
Kennett
McGrath
McKellar
McNamara
Maclellan

Mr Ramsay
Mr Reynolds
Mr Richardson
Mr Ross-Edwards
Mr Saltmarsh
Mrs Sibree
Mr Smith
Mr Tanner
Mr Templeton
Mr Thompson
Mr \Vhiting
Mr William'J
Tellers:

Mr Delzoppo
Mr Dickinson

870

ASSEMBLY

Mr Cain
Miss Callister
Mr Cathie
Mr Crabb
Mr Culpin
Mr Ernst
Mr Fogarty
Mr Fordham
Mr Gavin
:rvtr Gray
Mrs Hill
Mr HillMr Hockley
Mr Ihlein
Mr Jolly
Mr Kennedy
Mr King
Mr Kirkwood
Mr McCutcheon
Mr McDonald
Mr Mathews
Mr Miller
Mr Newton
Mr Norris
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NOES
Mr Pope
Mrs Ray
Mr Remington
Mr Roper
Mr Rowe
Mr Seitz
Mrs Setches
Mr Sheehan

(Ballarat South)

Mr Shell
Mr Sidiropoulus
Mr Simpson
Mr Spykcr
Mr Stirling
Mrs Toner
Mr Trezise
Mr Walsh
Mr Wilkes
Mr Wilton
Tellers:

Mr Harrowfield
Mr Sheehan
(lvanhoe)

On the motion, by leave, of Mr
FORDHAM (Minister of Education), an
extension of 15 minutes was granted.
Mr KENNElT (Burw~od) - Thank
you, Mr Speaker; I thank the House
and the Deputy Premier for allowing
me to continue. I W'as pointing out the
effect the Budget will have on jobs
which is obviously a matter of concern:
and the effects the Government's
measures wUl have on private enterprise and industry generally. It is interesting to note that Mr Terry McCrann,
the business editor of the Age, estimates that 'approximately $1 billion will
be removed from the private sector.
Mr McCrann says that unarguably this
must reduce jobs in the private sector.
My basic understanding of economics
and accountancy leads me to wonder
how one can withdraw that sort of
money from the private sector-be it
private enterprise, industry or the community generally-and not have a disastrous effect on employment opportunities.
.
. More impo~ant~y, once this money
IS removed, It WIll not be available
in years two and three. This will lead
to a sticky s·ituation for Victoria's
future growth. The Government has
claimed that the Budget should have
a direct and indirect increase in employment to the tune of 23 000 jobs
by June next year. Half of this, according to the provisions of the Budget,
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will be provided in the public sector
and the other half will be made up in
the so-called flow-on effects from the
approximately 12 000 jobs supposedly
initiated in the public sector.
I doubt that that will be the case.
I do not make those comments pessimistically because, as the honourable
member for Mitcham will remember,
I tried to create for the House a picture
of the economy in which this Budget
has been framed. In a time of economic
recession it is all very well to stimulate
the economy. However, one must also
stimulate the private sector so that
consumers will spend more money. The
Budget is depressing the source from
which the Government hopes to receive
income and ultimately redistribute it.
It is all very well for the honourable
member for St Kilda to interject. He
is in the fortunate position of coming
from a capitalistic background and has
no qualms whatsoever about the redistribution of wealth. He may well
claim that in the short term the Budget
may help some of the people he was
elected to serve.
In two or three years' time, when
unemployment is higher because of the
time-bomb effect of the Budget, it will
be of no avail for hi'm or the honourable member for Prahran to blame anyone but themselves. As I pointed out
five-sixths of our economic and social
destiny lies in our own hands. Onesixth of our destiny lies in the national
and international arena. Five-sixths of
what we achieve within our lives ·is in
our own hands. The first Cain Budget
will begin to have an immediate effect
on the economy generally. The social
and economic effects in the future will
depend on the Budget. I can only point
out that the Budget would have been
more viable and more acceptable if it
had been introduced in a time of economic growth. If the economic cake
were becoming larger and industrial
growth and consumer spending were
increasing revenue, the Government
would have been able to redistribute
income more easily and have survived.
However, the economic cake is becoming smaller. What has occurred in
year 1, with the introduction of this
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Budget, will create a multiplier effect
in years two and three. We are in
challenging economic times and, regardless of their political flavour, Governments must introduce creative leadership to arrest 'and reverse the current
trends. This Budget can only multiply
substantially the difficulties being faced
by Victorian fam.iJies and individuals.
All honourable members will remember the disastrous multiplier effect of
both the Whitlam and Wran budgets.
Their first budgets were excellent and
the community was swept up in a
period of euphoric praise and excitement because a Labor Government had
replaced a Liberal Government after a
long period of time. The Whitlam and
Wran Governments-and now the Cain
Government-have introduced budgets
which, in the first year, hoped to generate -a lot of so-called growth. The motivation for this was popularity at all costs
rather than political responsibility.
Although honourable members on the
other side of the House will not admit
it, the Budget will prove to be the
same as the earlier WhitIam and Wran
budgets. Those budgets-like the Cain
Budget-did not provide for the longterm interests of the community. When
I was Minister of Housing-the current
M-inister of Housing must accept this,
although he sought to criticize at the
time-I accepted that a Government
must run risks if it hopes to improve
the conditions in which the community
lives.
A risk should be taken onJy after all
circumstances have been clearly considered and when the ramifications of
potential changes have been well assessed. This Budget has been brought
down at a time that can only make it
a total gamble because the Government
has not checked the full ramifications
of the effects of the Budget.
If our senior citizens were hoping
that a Labor Government Administration and Labor Government Budget
would ensure that they would be able
to live out their twilight years in comfort and security, they will find that
this Budget does not and will not give
them th::tt securitv.
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If our PAYE citizens, who are basically responsible for bringing the Labor
Party from the Opposition benches to
the Government benches, were hoping
that the Labor Government would honour its promises made prior to 3 April
and improve their living standards,
they are going to be sadly disillusioned.
There is no securi ty in the Budget for
families in this State, particularly those
in the eastern suburbs.
Mr Harrowfteld-You said that it
was a popular Budget!
Mr KENNETT-I said that the Budget
will be seen to be a popular Budget
in its first year and, if the honourable
member for Mitcham had listened to
m'e carefully and if he is concerned
about his constituents, he would )mow
that in year two and year three he will
not be able to hold his head high in
the community. He will lose his seat
because the Labor Government was not
prepared to honour what it promised
and has run a political economic and
social gamble which is paralleled only
by the Budgets brought down by the
Whitlam and Wran Governments.
If our young people, many of whom
I accept have never voted Liberal,
thought that the first Labor Government in 27 years and the first Labor
Budget in 27 years would provide
them with employment and security for
the future, they were desperately
wrong. I have been to many universities and places of learning since the
election took place, and I have visited
schools and spoken to high school
children.
Mr Norris - I have also visited
schools.
Mr KENNEIT-If the honourable
member for Noble Park has done that,
I am sure he would have found, as I
did, that radicalism does not exist on
campuses today. Students are not
strongly in favour of Labor, Liberal
or any other political party. All of the
young people in the community are
scared stiff about what they will do
when they finish their education. They
do not know whether employment or
security will be available to them. I
notice that the honqurable member for
Noble Park agrees.
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These young people believed that
members of the Labor Government
would create opportunities for them,
but they have not done so. I promise
honourable members that the Budget
will lead to massive unemployment in
Victoria which will not be mirrored in
any other State simply because this
Budget is a gamble. I can understand
members of the Government sticking to
the party line and supporting the Budget. That is politics. However, I suggest to them in twelve months or
twenty-four months' time they will be
prepared to speak as I have spoken tonight. I am not negative; I am factual.
In real terms, the Budget simply pays
off many of the IOU's that the Labor
Party was holding from many sections
of the community. Had members of the
Government been more responsible,
they would have said to their supporters that, because of the economic
conditions of 1982, they must provide
incentives for private enterprise and
they must ensure that the rural sector
does not come to the almighty crunch
for which it is headed. Once the Government members knew that the
economical and social base in the community wa~ secure, they would look
after their political supporters in years
two and three.
What they have done is run for
popular politics and they have put the
interests of their own community before the long-term interests of this
community. I suggest to members of
the Government. and I do this quite
sincerely, that if in three years' time,
when they go back to the people of this
State, they can be as proud about their
achievements as they are today when
the full effects of the first Budget
have been felt, I will be the first to
apologize. However, I guarantee that
there would not be one member of this
Chamber on the Government benches
who will not have more young and
single parents on their doorsteps in
the next three years.
An Honourable Member-It comes
from Malcolm Fraser.
Mr KENNETT-It does not come
from Malcolm Fraser! It comes from
the Government's Budget.
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The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! I insist on members
on the Government benches remaining
silent. I will have to take action if they
do not listen to the honourable member for Burwood in silence.
Mr KENNEIT-The people of Victoria are facing two or three years of
severe economic challenge. The situation calls for creative and responsible
policies. However, the Budget has substantially increased the tax burden on
Victorian families and on industries
at a time when they simply cannot
afford such a burden. Because of these
budgetary measures, there will be many
more calls on the Minister for Community Welfare Services to support those
in need.
Far from inspiring confidence and
getting this State moving in the right
direction, this first Cain Budget is, and
will prove to be, an economic and social
disaster for Victoria. It is a time bomb
that can only ensure that the next two
Budgets will be a great deal worse
and I predict that this first Labor Government in 27 years will not present a
third Budget in this Chamber before
going to the polls.
Mr. GAVIN (Coburg).....,Members of
this House have just heard what was
supposed to be the leadership speech
of the honourable member for Burwood. It was to be a speech intended
to induce the back-benchers of the
Liberal Party, especially the representatives of rural electorates, to vote for
the honourable member in two weeks'
time when the Leader of the Opposition
will resign. He desperately wants to be
a leader, but he failed to demonstrate
leadership qualities. He has only one
vote, and that is his own.
The members of the back-bench of
the Liberal Party were not impressed
by his performance; none of them
seemed to be pleased with his efforts.
In fact, the honourable member for Polwarth seemed to be displeased, so the
speech of the honourable member for
Burwood will not help him to become
Leader of the Opposition in two weeks'
time. The speech was, however, well
read by the honourable member for
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Burwood. It is quite clear that it was
better written than most of his efforts
in the past.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) - Order! The honourable
member has finished his preamble; he
should now address himself to the two
Bills before the House.
Mr GAVIN-I do not have the assistance of the Prime Minister in delivering my speech. It is quite clear that
the honourable member for Burwood
did have that assistance. His effort was
a lightweight one; it was a rehash of
his effort on radio station 3LO this
morning where he made three errors.
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask the honourable member for Coburg to come
to the two Bills before the House.
Mr GAVIN-I want to criticize the
three errors that the honourable member for Burwood made in his critique
of the Budget.
The SPEAKER - Order! I have
allowed the honourable member some
liberty and I now ask him to return to
the two Bills before the House.
Mr GAVIN-I accept your direction,
Mr Speaker. The honourable member
for Burwood made great play about the
Government's programme of selling and
leasing bac~ the railways and tramways, as the Budget sets out to do.
He said that the Government would
cause difficulty for the State because
of that and that interest charges would
be in the order of $40 million. If he
had read the Budget documents he
would have noted that there is a
specific item in the Budget for that
issue to the order of $14 million. The
honourable member's estimate was out
by 300 per cent in that respect.
The honourable member for Burwood
also said that, in previous Budgets
brought down by his party, leverage
leasing had not been adopted. That is
wrong. If he examined last year's Budget, he would realize that there was
quite a substantial amount under
"Transport" for leverage leasing.
It was specifically for tramway buses
and some items for VicRail. The third
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error made by the honourable member
was that all the extra money included
in the Budget would go into s'alaries.
That statement was also made last
week by o'ther honourable members. It
is not the case. Members of the Opposition do not seem to understand the
difference between current expenditure
and capital expenditure. The honourable member for Burwood and many
other members of the Opposition did
not read Budget Documents Nos. 4 and
5 which dealt in detail with the State
development programme and capital
works.
The honourable member for Burwood
made three basic errors which he outlined this morning on 3LO. This matter
has obviously been staged-managed on
his behalf. Catherine West had much
to say in support of the honourable
member for Burwood in his aspirations
for leadership. Many people behind the
scenes were assisting him in that direction. As the Minister for Community
Welfare Services said, the Government
party hopes the honourable member for
Burwood is elected Leader of the
Opposition in two week's time.
This Budget does much to try to
regenerate a productive and efficient
economy and for that the Premier and
Treasurer should be applauded. The
Opposition is wrong when it says that
the Budget will be popular for only one
year. In the fields of transport and
housing this Budget will be highly
regarded for the whole three years of
the Government's term. In the following
years it will be possible for the Government to build on these two basic criteria
on which it has had to spend much
money. In both housing and transport
the Government is attempting to do
something in the community. The Minister of Housing and the Minister of
Transport should be commended for
having presented the Cabinet and the
Parliamentary Labor Party with all the
needs in the two areas so that the two
programmes could be spelt out.
The Budget contains one objective
which is extremely important and for
which much credit must go to Dr
Foley. I refer to the ende'avour to
ensure that the public sector is efficient.
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I know that some members of the
Opposition were not too impressed with
Dr Foley but the Government believes
his activities in relation to the Public
Bodies Review Committee, his assistance in bringing about the election of
this Government and in the forming of
this Budget have been important. He
identified a matter that needed attention; there should bean efficient public
sector. The Opposition does not regard
this matter as being important. During
most of its period in office there were
many land scandals and members of the
then Government party did not even
know that occurred. For years people's
housing money was wasted. The Government commends Dr Foley's activities
in this area and the activities of Peter
Sheehan prior to the election and the
input into this Budget.
It is important that the Government's
strategy is adopted beCause of' the
recession that is occurring in this
country. Some 500000 people are now
unemployed in Australia and about
126000 in Victoria. The Government's
proposal in the Budget to spend money
on capital works to get the private
sector going and to create 23 000 jobs in
that sector is an important step towards
solving the unemployment problem.
However, members of the Opposition
do not appear to be impressed with
that. They would rather have unemployment rise even further. They do not
care. about the unemployed in this State
and nation.
I congratulate the Minister of Transport because the programme in the
Budget is a good catch-up programme.
The Government is doing the job that
Lonie forgot. There will be an increase
of 96 per cent in capital works expenditure, which demonstrates the Government's commitment to public transport.
Some of the railway lines that ·were
closed down by the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition when he was Minister
of Transport are now being opened.
That honourable member failed miserably in that area and the Government
is 'about to do something to correct it.
I shall mention some of the programmes provided for in the Budget.
This year the Government has sped up
Mr Gavin
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the rate of delivery of trams from 18
to 24,and next year the number will
be 31. The old contract has been
extended by 30 vehicles. Included in
that is the provision for two light rail
vehicles. They will be tested in Victorian conditions and the honourable
member for Burwood will benefit because they will be used on the tramline
that runs through the electorate that
he represents. These vehicles have been
successful overseas in North America
and it is hoped they will be successful
here.
A few days ago work was s'tarted on
the East Preston tram line. Many years
before I came here the House passed
a Bill on that matter, but the previous
Government did nothing about it. The
Minister of Transport has announced a
programme to eliminate all the level
crossings in this State which should
cut down the number of accidents that
occur. That should be applauded. The
former Government installed three
boom barriers in one year but. in three
years, this Government intends to
install 41, as many as the former Government installed in 27 years.
The Government has also undertaken
a large number of corridor studies to
help in determining the priorities in
other areas. The honourable member
for Albert Park has been pleased with
the progress made by the corridor study
in the area that he represents, and the
honourable member for Sandringham
assures me that the study being undertaken in the area that he represents is
proceeding well. The Government has
made a commitment to restore any
transport service that is 'worth restoring. Members of the National Party
referred to some lines that have been
restored in the areas that they represent ·and I am pleased with the efforts
of the Government in that regard. It is
intended to have a corridor study done
in each area before a decision is made
about whether the service will be
restored. That is the only rational way
of dealing with the matter, but it is
contrary to the approach· of MacIeIlan
and Lonie in previous years which was
to scrap services in electorates represented by the Labor Party.
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In the area of housing, the other
major priority, the Government is
taking many socially, worth-while steps.
The financial allocation has been increased by 82 per cent, a vas't increase
on previous years 'and, in public rental
housing, it is being increased by more
than 300 per cent, from $10 million to
$41 million. The Minister has also indicated that he is keen on developing
the concept of having rental housing
schemes. He has already called for
submissions. I know the people in the
electorate that I represent have put in
a submission, and submissions have
been made by many other electorates.
That will
be extremely useful.
The Minister of Housing has made it
clear that if the number of new homes
built in this State is expanded, there
will be multiplier effects to many other
industries and that will assist the Victorian economy greatly. He identified
industries such as the manufacturing
industry, the furniture industry and the
timber industry, that would be assisted.
The Minister of Housing in the former
Government intended introducing a 1
per cent interest rebate scheme for
house buyers. This was a gimmick to
win the last State election. It was supposedly going to cost $60 million.
When asked a question on notice on 27
April this year, the present Minister
of Housing said of that particular
interest rebate scheme that was promoted by the Liberal Party:
I know of no working papers on it, no files
and no memoranda. I feel sure that officers
of Treasury must have been consulted at some
stage.

The Minister went on to say that he
was not clear whether Treasury was
contacted about the scheme. If one contrasts what the former Minister of
Housing, the honourable member for
Burwood, did in relation to housing
with what this Government is doing,
it makes it clear why the people of
Victoria wanted a Labor Government
rather than the tired old men who ran
the show in previous years.
It was a pity that the honourable
member for Burwood said nothing constructive about this Budget. He only
regurgitated what was said by other
honourable members and did not make
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any suggestions. Last week the honourable members for Westernport and
Brighton both said that they wanted
more money spent in certain areas.
The honourable member for Westernport said that he wanted more spent
on recreation, which comes under his
portfolio, and the honourable member
for Brighton wanted more money spent
on consumer affairs, the portfolio for
which she is shadow spokesman. They
cannot have it both ways; their criticism of this Budget is contradictory.
The Opposition is in disarray; it is
waiting for two weeks hence when it
will elect its new Leader.
This Budget is a sound document
and the Government will improve on it
over the next two years. It is not a
time bomb, as suggested by the honourable member for Burwood. It is,
as he said, a very popular Budget, and
I believe the next two Budgets will be
even more popular. I hope in the next
two years the Government will prove
to be a popular Government and that
the Opposition will prove to be an unpopular Opposition. I look forward to
the election in 1985 when the Labor
Party will have a more resounding win
than occurred this year. The basis for
that will be the Budget presented this
year. It will help immeasurably in keeping the support that the Government
has and building on it in the next two
years.
Mrs SIBREE (Kew)-I join in this
Budget debate today, mindful that I
have participated in only one Budget
debate before, and that was the last
Liberal Budget, and I am horrified with
what has been presented in the 1982-83
Budget. To me it represents the ideological idiosyncrasies of the Labor
Party in full force. I am grateful for
the opportunity to take up a number
of issues in respect of this Budget, not
the least of which is the ideological
differences between my party and the
Government in the problems confronting society, particularly the economic
problems.
I hope to demonstrate that the
economic policies adopted by the ideologically blinkered members of the
Australian Labor Party are not policies
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that will create growth and future
prosperity for the people of Victoria,
for which I am most concerned. I am
concerned not to gc down blinkered
tracks in respect of economic matters,
but I am concerned to make sure that
this State aims toward real economic
growth, an increasing of the cake, not
just a recarving up of the cake, not
private sector to the public sector,
which is what this Budget is all about.
It seems that Budget Document No.
5 has been written by a number of
personalities in various departments;
but I take issue initially with some of
the bases of this Budget, some of the
premises on which the new Australian
Labor Party Government has based its
Budget-making decision. I believe that
many of those premises are wrong, and
are demonstrated to be wrong in Budget Document No. 5, which has been
presented supposedly in support of the
State Budget.
Prior to the election, and during the
end of last year, nothing but gloom
and doom and discouraging comments
were heard from the Labor Party when
in Opposition, how Victoria was on the
skids, how Victoria had the greatest
unemployment problems ever faced,
how things were bad, yet I point to
Budget Document No. 5 which indicates that until the Australian Labor
Party Government took over in this
State, Victoria was in many ways
hedged against the economic problems
that faced Australia, and in fact the
world, in a number of areas.
Budget Document No. 5 at page 59
states:
Within this framework-

That is the economic frameworkVictoria's
economy
displayed
greater
resilience than that of the economies of the
other States.

It goes on to state:
Consmner demand, for instance, in the
retail and motor vehicle industry remains quite
strong.

I point out that despite claims by
the Australian Labor Party prior to the
election that there was a population
drift from Victoria. This State had a net
Mrs Sibree
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increase of population, although not
as large a growth as the total Australian population growth. Nevertheless, the claim that Victorians were
leaving the State in droves is not substantiated in the Government's Budget
Papers. This is a Budget document on
which the Government supports a crazy
Budget strategy of no growth and big
spending. It states that an average
increase of 12·5 per cent is forecast
for Victoria for 1982-83 in wage
awards. Where is the logic in presenting a strategy of a 12·5 per cent wage
rise, but glibly going ahead with the
17·6 per cent wage rise in this State.
It is nothing but inflationary, nothing
but helping the inflationary spiral, the
interest rate spiral, which, in turn, is
dampening economic enthusiasm.
This document then goes on to talk
about the manufacturing industry.
Pages 60-61 of Budget Document No. 5
state:
It is notable that between May 1981 and
May 1982 employment in the manufacturing
sector rose by 1'1 ,per cent in Victoria but
fell by 1'4 per cent in Australia.

Again, Victoria was hedging against
the economic problems that confronted
Australia because of conservative, careful, economic management of a Liberal
Budget strategy in this State. This is to
be undone. A State Budget cannot
go all the way towards developing Budget strategies across the nation,
but it can help towards hedging some
of the problems that beset Victoria.
There are lots of other things in those
areas.
I refer to statements made at page
14 of Budget Document No. 5:
As a consequence, overloads or bottlenecks
have appeared in the~e key infrastructure networks.
Economic development has suffered because
of missing rail links and inefficient port faoilities.

The problem with the port facilities is
not the lack of facilities but a failure
to keep those facilities open due to
union interference which, in turn, has
caused economic problems for import- .
ers and exporters. This has a dampening effect on the economy of the State.
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A number of statements made in
Budget Document No. 5 do not give
any reason for the sort of Budget
strategy which is now attempted by
the Government for 1982-83. It is a big
spending Budget which this State and
its people cannot afford. The people will
not get anything from the very substantial 24 per cent increase in taxation
and charges. The message will get
through to the people of Victoria that
they are paying more and more in taxation and increased charges but are not
going to get value for their money because it is the ideology of the Government to take money out of the private
sector and put it into the public sector, based on spurious arguments that
cannot be substantiated appear in
Budget Document No. 5.
In times of economic problems and
crisis one of the major reasons for the
inflationary spiral and increased interest
rates in this country and which have
made private sector investment more
difficult and more expensive is the
wages spiral. What is the Government
doing about that? It is setting itself up
as a pacesetter at 5 per cent above
the expected wage increases for the
Commonwealth and the private sector.
If that does not have the effect of
employees in the private sector pushing for increased wages-that has not
been discussed in the Budget document-which will in turn dampen employment opportunities in the State,
then I stand to be corrected.
The private sector will push for an
increase in wages to keep up with the
public sector. That increase is acknowledged by the Government in the
Budget Papers. It indicates that it will
be a 17·6 per cent increase and I guess
honourable members can believe that
figure. This increase will flow through
to the private sector.
I refer to comments made in the
House by various speakers about the
Budget being a stimulatory Budget, a
Budget that will create employment
opportunities. Those statements are
misleading and dangerous because the
sort of expectations created by those
statements cannot be substantiated by
what the Government will be able to
do.
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I cannot help but feel concern for
young people who do not have a job.
I acknowledge that there is an unemployment problem. I also point out that
to date Victoria has one of the lowest
unemployment levels in Australia, and
occasionally the lowest unemployment
level.
It is offensive to young people that
the Government has allocated $10 million for a direct employment subsidy.
Where are those young people going to
go for work? They are going to be dragooned into the Public Service and nonprofit-making community projects. They
will have no alternative. There may not
be jobs in those areas to suit the skills
or training of those young people who
are seeking meaningful employment.
This measly $10 million, when set
against the $630 million set aside in the
Budget for wage increases in the public
sector-in other words the Public Service-will horrify any unemployed person in the State. They will be amazed
that this is all the Government is prepared to do. There is no guarantee that
these jobs will continue. The terms of
reference for the creation of the jobs
are very narrow. The real crux of the
point is that these jobs are in the public
sector and the non-profit-making area.
Also in respect of employment opportunities much has been made in the
House about the large capital works
expenditure in which the Government
has indulged itself. The figures that
have been put to the House in terms
of the numbers of jobs to be created are
spurious. I will be surprised and
amazed if the Government, its instrumentalities and departments can in the
next nine months-it has got less than
nine months-organize, design and prepare contracts for $750 million worth
of extra capital works in order to get
those jobs going. I doubt very much
whether the Government could organize its way out of a paper bag let
alone organize $750 million worth of
extra capital expenditure.
I again make the point that if that
money cannot be spent, the .so-called
jobs that are going to be created as a
result of that money being spent in the
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public sector, will not be available for
young people. All that they will be
able to rely on will be the miserable
$10 million the Government has decided
to direct to this area.
The sitting was suspended at 6.28
p.m. until 8.4 p.m.

Mrs SIBREE-Before .the suspension
of the sitting I was addressing my
remarks to ·the so-called employment
incentives which the Government has
placed in the Budget. I expressed concern that an amount of $10 million
had apparently been allocated to these
wonderful new schemes and pointed
out that these schemes applied only
in ,the public sector and in the non-profit
making private sector. The capital work,s
programme could not be spent in this
year and could not effectively create
new jobs as the Government makes out.
I intend to carry on the theme with
respect to employment incentives and
take it back to the disincentive to
growth in Vi:ctoria the Government has
given in the Budget. Growth is what we,
as politicians and Parliamentarians,
should be examining. The Government
has not addressed itself to the number
of jobs which can be expected to be
lost in the private sector as a result of
the Budget commitments this year. I
refer particularly to the manufacturing
industry, which has been an area of
some small but significant employment
growth.
As I pointed out, the employment
growth in this area has been 1'1 per cent.
The increases in costs and charges,
especially for energy and electricity,
will knock the manufacturing industry
-an area of some growth in employment-for six, as it were. These. increases will affect all areas of manufacturing which are high users of ga,s
and electricity. I refer particularly to
the ceramics industry, which is a high
user of energy; it must be a high user
of energy to produce the products it
does. These industries are also labour
intensive. The Government has not
properly addressed itself to continuing
the level of employment, particularly
in the manufacturing area. The gigajoule
tax and increases in electricity and gas
charges announced in the Budget will
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cause a dampening of employment
opportunities and loss of jobs in the
manufacturing area. This is an area on
which Victoria has relied for creating
employment opportunities in the work
force.
If one puts this up against the proposals for creating short-term jobs by
using short-term money, which the
Government cannot use again, there is
no way by which the Government can
create employment opportunities-not
just short term but medium and long
term-for the unemployed. I am paIticularly concerned about unemployment,
but the Government strategy of pulling
money out of the private sector and
apparently building the pubHc sector
and using the money better in the short
term, is completely miissiilg the point
in terms of promoting growth and providing new industries and jobs of a
long-term nature.
There is no reference anywhere 'ion the
Budget documents or strategy to the
question of technology and its impact
on the Victorian work force and on the
creation· of new industries within that
area. In many ways the Government has
a myopic viewpoint about the effect of
technology in this area. Technology is
often used to save jobs. Last night I
attended a meeting at which the ques·tion of technology and its influence on
Australian jobs wa's questioned. The
point was made that an industrial complex-Fibremakers Ltd at Bayswaterwas examining the possible closure of
its complete production line which
supports 900 people. As a result of completely revamping its technology and
having more productivity by introducing
new technology and mach'inery, 500
jobs were eventually saved. Admittedly
400 people were taken off the pay-roll.
The Government has not addressed
itself to· that problem.
The manufaoturing industry is very
much affected by ,these changes and
the Budget strategy does not address
itself to these matters. The Government stands condemned for not doing
so. I am truly concerned that the Budget
will not create jobs. Jobs will be destroyed because' the private sector has
lost incentives; there is a continuation
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of a tax on employment and higher costs
and charges have been imposed. In no
way will this short-term palliative make
up for the destruction the Budget will
have, particularly in the manufacturing
industry.
Another area of concern in the
Budget strategy is the use of public
sector resources, particularly the resources of the authorities. I address this
question with some concern, particularly
with respect to comments made by the
Minister of Transport in his Budget
speech last week. The Government has
tried to convince honourable members
and others that its new, modern, financial management techniques in taking
money out of public authorities in the
way it has in the Budget, without allocation for the return of funds, the payment
of interests on those funds and the ra'iding of trust funds, will provide a wonderful new horizon for Victoria.
The wonderful new horizon is bankruptcy for Victoria. The Budget cannot
afford this type of raiding. I question
the accountability and credibility of the
Government in undertaking this sort of
exercise. What financial considerations
has it taken into account for the long
term? I refer the House to comments
made by the Minister of Transport on
the Budget when he said that:
The Government has not followed in the
steps of i,ts predecessor of last year-for example, when the fonner Government stole
$30 million from the Insurer's Guarantee and
Com.rensation Supplementation Fund to bolster
the Consolidated Fund".

That is an out and out untruth; it is a
downright lie! If one wishes to analyse
the report of the Auditor-General to
30 June 1982 tabled last week, one
finds that it would appear that the
stealing and raiding was not carried
out by the former Government but
by the new 'Labor Government 'and it
has not only stolen funds, but done
so illegally.
The Auditor-General pointed out in
the report that there was a transfer of
$30miUion from the fund to consolidated revenue by the current Treasurer
and he indicated that he believed the
Treasurer had not properly addressed
himself to the problem of whether, in
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funds to cover contingent liabilities,
which include workers compensation
and insurance liabilities that the State
has guaranteed for old claims and also
claims against failed insurance companies.
I wonder if the attitude of the Government is to ignore legislation which
requires the Parliament to take consideration of these contingent liabilities
when taking funds away. Does it reflect
the attitude of the Government when it
raids the public authorities in Victoria
of moneys in order to bolster its public
strategy? The Government has already
indicated its attitude of arrogance to
proper financial techniques in raiding
the insurance fund, absolutely, utterly
and completely. It has done so in only
two months, and has caused the
Auditor-General to comment on the
Government's modern, so-called financial techniques.
If one examines the balances in the
trust fund as at 30 June 1982 compares
them with those as at 30 June 1981,
one would discover that the balance
in 1981 was 'appro~imately $46 million,
but now the balance is nil; yet the
contingent liabilities that are likely to
be made against that account are of
the order of $31 million because of the
failure of Palmdale insurance. However,
the Government tries to conv,ince honourable members and the people of
Victoria that it will carefully guard the
assets of this State. I put it to all
honourable members that all the Government will do is carefully squander
the assets.
Victoria has already been given an
indication, ,in its first three months of
office, of the attitude of the Government by the way in which it dealt
with the insurance fund and the Workers Compensation Fund, and has caused
the Auditor-General to question the
ability of the Treasurer, who is not
l,istening at present, to justify his reasonsfor taking the money. More importantly, there is no money left in
the fund to cope with the extra workers
compensation claims by workers who
would otherwise not have been covered
by .increases in their claims such as
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the innocent insurers with Palmdale
insurance. If this is an indication of
what Victoria can expect from the
Government when it is guarding the
assets of the State, I for one am extremely concerned, as I trust others
are.
The big "sleeper" in the Budget is
the financial institutions tax. For many
years, probably since Federation, Victoria has been the centre of finance in
Australia. The financial institutions tax
involves a 0-03 per cent tax on transactions in financial institutions, which,
I might add, also reflect and affect
semi-Government borrowing and the
short-term money market. It will affect
the flow of cash from one point to
another because transactions are not
solitary actions and usually there are
a series of them from the person who
buys the shares, to the broker and
from the operator or the dealer to
the exchange.

Appro'priation Bills

been no increase' for child care, no
increase to pre-schools and no increase
in capital spending.
Mr Simpson-Nonsense!
Mrs SIBREE-It is not nonsense. If
the honourable gentleman examined the
Budget figures and analysed them he
would discover that there is no increase
in these areas. The Federal Government
has increased funding in this State by
50 per cent for child care services.
All the Ministers who bleat and write
letters have done is keep up with the
inflationary figure which, according to
the Government, will increase even
further.
The other hidden "sleeper" in the
Budget Papers and about which the
public and community should be
shocked that the statement is an aside
whiCh was contained in Budget Document No. 5, but denied by the Premier
on radio recently, that State taxes and
charges should increase with inflation.
Honourable members interjecting.
Such a comment makes one wonder
Mrs SIBREE-We will wait and see whether the honourable gentleman
what the Government might come up understands the Budget strategy or
understands what is contained in the
wUh.
Budget. The Premier and the Treasurer,
Mr Simpson-You have been caught in the Budget Papers, have acknowout!
ledged that the inflation rate in VicMrs SIBREE-I did not get caught toria will be higher than the Common:out; I just do not trust this Government. wealth projected figure .for Australia
The Government will force financial for this year. In other words, all the
institutions out of Victoria. At present Government is embarking on is a spiralone of the growth areas of employment ling inflationary Budget which Victoria
in this State is the financial and service cannot afford in these times of ecosector. By introducing the financial nomic strife. The Government should
institutions tax the Government will be encouraging private enterprise and
force possible new jobs out of the State. growth in the private sector.
The tax has been imposed because of
The Organization for Economic Cothe Government's greed.
operation and Development reports,
Victorians are not getting their which are reliable and relevant, indicate
money's worth in areas where they that the only way ·in which real employare paying extra taxes and charges. ment, not public sector employment,
Areas of concern are health and com- will grow is by increasing the private
munity welfare services, which have sector investments in the economy. The
received no real increase in the funding Government has faiJed to understand
distributed by the Government. Frankly, that there is a correlation between real
I do not believe the Ministers had any employment growth and real growth in
idea how big a slice of the cake they the gross domestic product. This will
would receive. I am concerned that not be done by pulling money out of
health has been allocated only a 12·8 the pr-ivate sector and putting it into
per cent increase in the Budget, which the public sector. That is not the panais a real increase of zero. There has cea; there are no easy panaceas. All
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tha t can be done is to carefully plan to
restrain the public sector growth, which
growth is, in turn, inflationary. As a
result of what the Government has done
with the 17·6 per cent wage increases
that are pay offs to the teacher unions
and others. This will not occur. The
public should' be aware that all it
is paying for in the Budget in bigger
Public Service wages for no growth, for
an ideological commitment of the Govern men t to the public sector which, in
these economic times is dangerous
and undermining the resurgence of
economic growth -in our community.
This Budget should be damned and
condemned for being dangerous and
misleading and for being an ideological
idiosyncrasy which this State can ill
afford. In three years' time, Victorians
will have wakened up to the fact that
Government has done nothing. It will
have left Victoria bankrupt. It cannot
manage a Budget. It is not possible
to create the economic climate that this
State and this country needs in the
pace-setting manner in which the Government has gone about preparing this
year's Budget.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-The honourable member's
time has expired.
Mr McDONALD (Evelyn)-The honourable member for Kew spoke about
the gloom and doom that was preached
prior to the election. It was understandable to the people in the electorate I represent and to the rest of
the people of this ,State that they were
faced with gloom and doom. On taking
office, the Government faced a deficit
of $400 million and it is only since
the Government has taken up the reins
that the gloom and doom have begun
to disappear. The people of this State
can now see the light at the end of
the tunnel.

The main thrust of the B~dget is
towards relieving the worsenmg unemployment situation. The unemployment figure of 504800 is higher than
the unemployment figure in the 1933
census at the middle of the great depression. On Friday last week, the Age
newspaper reported that 7·4 per cent
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of the work force was unemployed
and that a further 1100 workers were
losing their jobs daily. These horrendous figures are due to the iniquitous
and uncaring policies of the Federal
Liberal-National Country Party Government.
The headlines in Saturday's Age
declared that the dole bill may leap
by $200 million and that the rise in
the number of unemployed imposes
pressure on the Budget deficit. I will
quote to the House Mr Howard's
remarks. As reported in that article,
Mr Howard said that a reversal of
economic policy "is not the answer to
our present level of unemployment".
Yet his own Government predicts that
another 50 000 will be unemployed
early in the New Year.
The object of the State Budget is to
direct funds into the areas of housing,
transport and education to stimulate
employment. The funds available for
education purposes in 1982-83 have
been increased by 16-7 per cent. During
my maiden speech, I mentioned the
needs of education in the Evelyn electorate. Those needs had been created
by 27 years of neglect by successive
Liberal Governments. Lack of accommodation in schools was causing class
sizes to be well above the ratio recommended by the Australian Schools
Commission. In some cases, maintenance on schools had not been
carried out for twenty years.
The Government is providing funds
for two new primary schools in the
electorate I represent, one at Woori
Yallock and one at St Andrews, as well
as funds for a technical-high school at
Craigieburn. In addition, building will
commence shortly at the Whittlesea
Technical-High School. Funds will be
made available for upgrading other
schools in the electorate and cyclic
maintenance will be carried out.
In addition to providing for previously neglected capital works programmes in the schools system, the
injection of these funds will provide
employment in the building industry.
Capital works expenditure on housing
will increase by 82 per cent with an

882

ASSEMBLY

12 October 1982

Appropriation Bills

additional $104 million over and above
the figure for the previous year being
provided to honour an election promise
to properly house Victorians. An
additional $112 million will be spent
on public transport.
All of these initiatives will help to
relieve unemployment in this State. A
sum of $30 million has been allocated
to an employment initiatives programme to provide job opportunities
for the disadvantaged in the local employment market. Priorities will be
directed to those areas with the highest
levels of unemployment. The programme is based on the funding of
job creation projects sponsored by the
State Government, local government
and -non-profit-making, private organizations. The object of the scheme is to
provide employment prospects for the
most disadvantaged unemployed and to
expand their chances of future permanent employment through useful
experience and training~ At the same
time, it will provide worth-while
facilities and projects in the community.

realize that eleven former school
teachers were elected at the last election. The school teachers, architects,
lawyers and people of that description
render the Labor Party of today a far
cry from what it was 20 or 30 years
ago when it truly represented the bluecollar workers.
Academically inclined people have
moved in and have taken over many
of the advantages that have been built
into legislation for the benefit of the
working man. For example, workers
compensation
legislation
originally
applied to situations of a type where
the worker was injured by dropping
a brick on his toe or sustained some such
physical injury. Now, the large majority
of compensation cases are related to
stress, fatigue and matters of that kind.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-On a point of
order, the honourable member is not
speaking on the Budget. Although I
appreciate his comments on the history
of the Parliamentary Labor Party, he is
not addressing the Bills before the
House at present.

The job creation aspects of the first
Cain Budget will cause it to be remembered as' the first step in the economic
recovery of this State. It is also a
Budget that shows care and responsibility, and I commend it to the House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr WUton)
-Order! I do not uphold the point of
order. The honourable member for
Gippsland East would be in order in
developing his case in the Budget debate, but I am finding it difficult to
relate his remarks to the "Budget. He
should take cognizance of the fact that
the Budget, as a document presented
to Parliament, sets out the economic
policies of the present Government. I
suggest the honourable member returns
to the Bills before the House.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)The point I was endeavouring to develop is that the emphasis that the
Government claims is towards job
creation on the current Budget is not
directed towards the creation of jobs
for blue-collar workers. The efforts of
the Government will be directed more
and more into providing jobs for academics. It will appoint more research
assistants and, provide highly paid research people for more inquiries, more
studies, more investigations, more
paper work and not much in the way
of bricks and mortar.

Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)Honourable members have heard considerable reference to the fact that
this is the first Budget presented by a
Labor Government for 27 years. It is
worth reflecting for a moment on the
Labor Party as it was 27 years ago,
as compared with what it is today.
I am afraid that the Labor Party of
the present day is only a shadow of its
former self in the days of Mr Chifley,
Mr Curtin and, indeed, John Cainin the 1940s and the 1950s when the
Labor Party truly . represented the
working man, the blue-coHar worker.
In those days, engine drivers, carpenters, labourers and people of that type
represented the Labor Party in Parliaments. Now, it is all beards and BAs.
The Labor Party has been taken over
by the academics. One has only to
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In increasing charges in this State,
particularly for energy, and disregarding the end use for which the energy
is being put, the Government is overlooking the effect this will have on
creating jobs for blue-collar workers.
As the honourable member for Kew
indicated, increased charges for gas are
being applied in this State and will
affect most people.
Mr Cathle-We have the cheapest
gas in Australia.
Mr B. J. EVANS-That is a pertinent
interjection. The attitude of the Minister of Housing is that because Victoria
has the cheapest gas in Australia, it is a
reasonable excuse for increasing it.
However, in the process of increasing
the price of gas, the price of bricks,
for example, will increase considerably,
because 30 per cent of the cost of producing bricks is for the cost of power.
The cost of housing will also increase as a result. Victoria may have
the cheapest gas in Australia at present, but I predict the end result will
be that the cost of housing in Melbourne will be equal to the cost of
housing in Sydney. At present the cost
of a house in Melbourne is perhaps
$10000 or $15000 less than the cost
of a similar house in Sydney. It will
not be long before the costs are the
same. That will be the effect of the
Government's policy of increasing gas
charges. It is a short-sighted policy
and the extra money that is being alloca ted for housing will be largely taken
up' in meeting the additional costs that
will be forced upon the housing
industry.
In answer to a question today, the
Premier commented on the increase in
royalties on timber production. The
justification he gave for the increase in
royalties on timber products was that
the royalty had increased over the past
few years in each Budget and it was
therefore reasonable that it should be increased again. That attitude completely
disregards the effect of the increase on
the timber industry. The effect is that
more timber will be brought in from
overseas and from Tasmania, with
fewer jobs being available in Victoria.
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The Government found it necessary to
increase those charges only a short
period after being in office.
It has shown a total disregard for the
effect of its policies and has adopted
a purely academic approach to economics. The Government does not recognize that it has some responsibility
towards directing the activities of the
community along lines that are of benefit to the community and perhaps discouraging any activities that are not
of widespread benefit.
As I indicated in a question to the
Treasurer today, the Treasurer has
stated that the Government expects
that bodies known as Government business undertakings should produce a real
rate of return on capital investment, although not many activities of Government are regarded as business
undertakings.
Mr MaeleUan-Whether or not they
make a profit.
Mr B. J. EVANS-The whole point
is that they set charges in order to meet
the requirements of the Government
and people have to pay those amounts,
whether or not they can afford them.
In the absence of a clear and decisive
statement from the Government on
which of those activities it regards as
business undertakings, it is difficult to
contemplate exactly how this policy
will affect the lives of people. For
example, in a report to a committee of
this Parliament it has been indicated
that the principle of a real rate of
return on Government business undertakings should be aimed at, with some
exceptions. It indicated that for bodies
such as the Victorian Railways and the
Melbourne and Metropolitan Tramways
Board, a target of that kind is not
appropriate. I would like to know why
it is not appropriate for those bodies.
Why are they not regarded as business undertakings? Why are the people
of Melbourne not expected to pay the
full cost of providing a transport system, which is so viable to the State,
and yet people in country areas
apparently wHI be required to pay the
full cost of getting drinking water or
electricity or gas?
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How does the Government arrive at
its priorities? This is a' principle that
the Government holds highly and one
around which it framed the Budget. It
is only right that the Government
should indicate which of those functions are business undertakings, which
will not be required to produce a real
rate of return on their activities and
the reasons why those that are not
considered as business undertakings are
not so considered. The set of priorities
seems strange as the Government seems
to consider that a university education
should be free and yet people have to
pay every last cent of the cost of
drinking water. It is time priorities are
set for what is necessary for the survival of the whole community.
Another factor that is overlooked
. with regard to the increases that are
being made relates to State Electricity
Commission tariffs. The Government
ignores the end use to which electricity
is being put. For example, no distinction
is made on whether electricity is being
used for the production of food, beer or
anything else. It can be used for lUXUry
purposes just as cheaply as for essential
purposes. It is the role of the Government
to encourage production and development to benefit the whole co·mmunity,
and it should take these factors into
account when setting its charges.
Another illustration of the strange
reasoning of the Government is in
charges for grazing licence fees, agistment fees, unused road licence rents
and water frontage rents. In Budget
Document No. 4 at page 30, of section
2 the following statement is made:
For too long the State has not been obtaining
an adequate return on land that it ldcenses to
farmers to enhance their productivity.

That statement goes on to indicate an
increase of fees from $15 to at least
$50. What the Government does not
understand about these charges is that
in the majority of CaSes those licences
are not taken ouf for the purposes of
increasing production on these farms;
for example, where an unused road
runs through a property, to save the
cost of fencing both sides of the road
and leaving the road to become
neglected, covered with rubbish and
Mr B. J. Evans
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vermin and to become a haven for
noxious weeds, the farmer leases the
area. It is a relatively small piece of
land which would not be of any use to
anyone else.
Mr Burgin-The farmer should be
paid for looking after it.
Mr B. J. EVANS-Quite so, but
instead he will be charged at least $50.
The net result of this action by the
Government is that many farmers will
say, "It will be cheaper to put fences up
and fence the land out; 'we will cancel
our licences and lease or leave it to
the Government to look after the
vermin and noxious weeds and to look
after its own property." They will be
living in a vain hope of that happening,
because these days the tendency of
governments is to believe that any land
that is unoccupied does not need money
spent on it. They believe that nature
can be allowed to take its course.
This is evident from the allocation
made to the National Parks Service. In
recent years, a substantial increase of
about 50 per cent has been made in
the area of land over which the
National Parks Services has jurisdiction.
One example is the WonnangattaMoroka National Park which was proclaimed earlier this year. However, no
real increase was made in the sums
made available to the National Parks
Service. It is apparent that these large
tracts of land that have been looked
after to a reasonable degree by the
Forests Commission over the years are
now to be abandoned, apart from the
odd ranger from the service who may
patrol the area every now and then.
Slowly we will lose the people with the
essential first-hand knowledge of these
areas which is necessary, particularly
in times of crisis when bush fires become
active. We will lose the experience and
equipment provided by the forest
workers, logging contractors and sawmill owners.
One of the things that the Government
-not only the present Government
but also the previous Governmentseemed to overlook was the tremendous
amount of assistance and the important assistance given to the Forests
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Commission by the sawmilling industry
at times of bush fire crisis. The industry
made available heavy equipment, including bulldozers ·and the like,
together with operators. It is all very
well for people to believe the Government can accommodate that situation
by bringing in bulldozers from the
Country Roads Board or some other
authority to carry out this work in
times of crisis, but that is not on. It is
essential that the pe1)ple who operate
this heavy equipment in mountainous
terrain should be experienced. To put
up there drivers who have not been
accustomed to driving bulldozers in
mountainous country and who do not
know the geography of the area would
be tantamount to asking them to run
grave risks at times of bush fires.
As I have said in the House
previously, a senior officer of the
Forests Commission indicated that if
the commission did not have the
responsibility for day-to-day management of the Wonnangatta-Moroka
National Park, it would refuse to send
in its officers during a bush fire because it is important for a fire-fighter
to know the area like the palm of his
hand, so that if an emergency arises,
the people concerned know exactly
where to go to reach safety. If, in 5,
10 or 15 years' time inexperienced
people are used in those areas when
the services of knowledgable 'and
experienced workers have been lost,
severe losses will be suffered.
Recently the Minister for Minerals
and Energy has been making comments
aboU't State Electricity Commission
tariffs and referred to an alleged subsidy of $90 million on State Electricity
Commission tariffs for country people.
Apparently the rationale behind that
comment is that if the State Electricity
Commission charged for· the cost of
distribution around rural areas, it would
collect another $90 miHion. I was hoping that the honourable member for
Morwell, for example, would have given
us her ideas on that ,question. It seems
as though the Minister for Minerals
and Energy is softening up the community to expect a variation in State
Electricity Commission charges around
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the State in country areas, reverting to
the days of fifteen or si~teens years ago
when country people paid a higher
tariff than people in the city. In those
days people who lived within sight of
the open cuts in the Latrobe Valleythey could 'look right into the open cut
at YalIourn-were charged a higher
rate for electric power than people
living in the city. It seems that the
Minister wants us to return to that
state of affairs.
I should like to hear the comments
of the honourable member for MorwelI
on this question, because obviously the
Minister for Minerals and Energy says
that the people in the Latrobe Valley
should pay more to help cover the cost
of providing power, for example, to
outback Mallee farmers. The only thing
those people have in common is that
they both live in the country, yet the
National Party is constantly being
accused by Government supporters of
being divisive, setting city against
country, yet the Labor Government is
currently setting up the policy for a
massive increase in the cost of electric
power to people living in country areas.
Mr A. J. Sheehan-Drivel!
Mr B. J. EVANS-I invite the honourable member for Ivanhoe to consult
with his colleague, the Minister for
Minerals and Energy, to find out whether
he is seriously considering increasing
the tariffs for people in country areas.
I notice that the honourable member
for Bendigo is listening intently, and I
shall be interested to hear his views.
He believes the people of Bendigo
should pay more for their electricity to
help people at the far end of Gippsland
to get electricity at a similar rate, and
let the people of Melbourne absolve
themselves from any responsibility for
sharing those costs.
It is high time all the people of Victoria were regarded as being equally
entitled to share the benefits of Government services.
Mr Hockley-Why don't you get on
to Telecom and give them a burst?
Mr B. J. EVANS-I could not agree
more. Telecom charges are one of the
most scandalous anomalies in th'is
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country. I am ashamed' that my Federal
colleagues have been unable to achieve
a major breakthrough in that area.
Over a number of years, I have made
many approaches to the Government of
the day concerning the allowance paid
to parents who have to drive ,their
children to school. This allowance is
paid when a child lives beyond a 3'8
kilometre radius of the school and no
school bus or public transport is available. The standard rate of 25 cents a
child a day has app)ied for many years.
Several years ago, I mounted what I
thought was a reasonable campaign
directed to the previous Government
asking 'U to give favourable consideration to an increase in the allowance.
I obtained figures to indicate that the
average cost of transporting a child to
school by ;school bus was approxima,tely
$350 a year. With the subsidies provided
for children using buses, trams and
trains, the average cost for each child
was approximately $250 a year. Despite
those facts, Victorian parents who drive
their children to school continue to
receive only $50 a year for each child,
regardless of the distance involved.
In recent correspondence with the
Mallacoota Primary School, which ils
also of the opinion that the system is
inequitable, the principal of the school
provided ·me with information conceming allowances made in the Eden area
of New South Wales. I believe the
amounts paid vary from region to region
in New South Wales but the figures I
am about to give apply along the south
coast of that State.'
I reiterate that in Victoria the
amount is 25 cents a day for each child
travelling more than 3'8 kilometres. In
southern New South Wales there is no
allowance for distances of up to 1'6
kilometres, but from 1'6 to 8 kilometres
the all~wance 'is 67 cents a pupil a day;
for a distance of from 8 kilometres to 16
kilometres, it is $1.35; for 16 to 24
kilometres it is $2.02; for 24 to 32 kilometres it ·is $2.70; for 32 to 40 kilometres
it is $3'57; for 40 to 48 kilometres it is
$4.04; for 48 to 56 kilometres it is $4.57;
for 56 to 62 kilometres it is $5.29' 64 to
72 kilometres, $6.07; 72 to 80 kilo~etres ,
Mr B. J. Evans
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$6.74; 80 to 90 kilometres $7.41; and for
distances of more than 90 kilometres it
it is $8.25 a day. That illustra,tes how
parsimonious the Victorian Government
has been over many years. I am pleased
that the Treasurer is present and I hope
he has noted the figures I have just
quoted.
rite DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-Order! The honourable member has
2 minutes.
On the motion, by leave, of Mr HANN
(Rodney), an extension of 10 minutes
was granted.
Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)I thank the House for its 'indulgence. I
reiterate that I hope the Treasurer takes
serious note of the amounts that are
provided by the New South Wales Government, which the Labor Party holds
up as a model of care for the community
it serves. The present amount provided
in ¥ictoria creates real hardship for
many people living in isolated areas.
That hardship has obviously been
recognized by the New South Wales
Government over a period of ten or
fifteen years.
Many people are virtually compelled
to break up their families. An i,solated
children's allowance is available from
the Federal Government if the children
live more than 6 kilometres from a bus
service, but that applies only if the
children have to leave home in order to
attend school. It is simply not possible
for people who would like to keep their
children at home and are prepared to
put up with the time and trouble involved in driving their children long
distances to do so on the meagre allowance of 25 cents a day. That amount is
of no real assistance. I urge the Government ,to exam'ine the matter with more
sympathy than previous Governments
have displayed.
I am indebted to the honourable member for Polwarth for directing my attention to a report presented to the Legislative Council.' I shall leave it to the honourable member to ask why the report
has not been presented to this House.
The report to which I refer deals with
pulpwood harvesting for wood chips
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in the Otways. It is the report of a task
force that was· established to have yet
another look at the possibility of utilizing for a commercial purpose the residue
of saw log operations in the Otways.
Surely, when one talks about the creation of jobs, it would be logical and sensible to use a product that is going to
waste. In -the Otways, in east Gippsland
and in every other area where timber
is extracted for milling operations, large
quantities of this sort of material go to
waste. The report, once again, makes
the very points I have made time and
again concerning the practices that have
been put into operation by the Forests
Commission, practices the commission
established by trial and error over many
long years. If forests are to be rehabili,tated and regenerated for the benefit of
future generations, it is necessary to
embark on a system of clear felling to get
rid of ,the old, non-commercial species
of trees in areas that have been logged
to allow the sunlight in so that regeneration can take place and future generations can have the opportunity of enjoying forest products and forests-perhaps
to an even greater extent than has been
available to us.
However, it seems that the report will
suffer the fate of many other reports.
The Government will refer it to another
committee. It appears that the Government intends to continue to refer
reports back for yet more academic
discussion by people who are, in my
view, 'much more concerned with
political implications than with environmental considerations. The Budget
documents reveal another pay-off by
the Government. There has been
some reference in the past to QANGOs,
which is supposed to stand for
"auasi automonous non-Government
organizations". I am more concerned
about the QUIPPOs. Those "quasi intellectual party political organizations".
such as the Conservation Council of
Victoria, the Institute of Applied Economic and Social Research at Melbourne university and bodies like those
are getting the pay-offs in this Budget
because the allocation to the Conservation Council of Victoria has been increased more than threefold. Substantial
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allocations have been made to other conservation organizations and I have yet
to see that they have created any more
than a few jobs for academics or anybody in this State.
Mr KENNEDY (Bendigo)-I congratulate the Government on what I
believe is a first-class Budget that was
framed at a time when the people of
Victoria were calling for positive and
imaginative policies. This Budget has
been framed with one single over-riding
objective-to create more employment
opportunities for the people of
Victoria.
In framing the Budget, the Treasurer,
the Government and the Cabinet have
done an excellent job and I, as a member of the Labor Party, am pleased with
the job done by the Government in this
respect.
One detail which highlights the
significance of the Budget is that it will
create 23000 new jobs. That is an excellent achievement in a state of deep
recession. Anyone examining the news
media over the past few weeks can
only be horrified at the situation revealed, that more than 500000 people
in Australia are unemployed. The situation does not finish there because it
has been widely predicted that unemployment will become worse in the
coming months. It is disappointing to
hear that the conservative politicians
on the Opposition side of the House
can only promise to regurgitate more of
the same old poisonous medicine that
got this country into this mess in the
first place. It ought to be an embarrassment for the conservative politicians
to praise themselves on the situation
the country is now in.
This country requires active policies
that will recreate energy and activity
in the State and national economies.
This Budget is designed to achieve
that. To be able to create 23 000 new
jobs at a time when jobs are being
wiped out is no mean achievement.
Certainly, that is the objective of the
Government. Nothing that members of
the Opposition party have said so far
undermines the ground on which we
have made the assertions that we will
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create those new jobs. It is regrettable
that the Opposition party cannot be a
little more positive than it has been
during the debate. The comments of
honourable members have been negative
and anything but helpful. It is surprising that, when all around us we see
disastrous consequences of the Fraser
policies that have created the situation
in which Victoria finds itself, there is no
condemnation by the conservative
politicians and no attempt by them to
disown the Federal Government and its
policies, which are bringing this country
down.
The Budget brought down by the
State Government is well done. Serious
unemployment exists in the electorate
I represent and if one asked the people
of Bendigo what they would consider to
be the most important thing for the
Government to do, they would say,
"Create more jobs". That is precisely
what the Government is doing. Bendigo
has gone through a hard time in recent
years and I notice that one of the previous speakers made reference to BAs.
Honourable members around him ought
to have winced, as I did, at his comments.
Some excellent research has been
done in the Bendigo electorate. I see
no reason to be antagonistic towards
academics. Certainly, the Government
will use them and it will look for
positive and definite information on
which to frame sound Government
policies. In 1979, Dr Paul Langley
conducted research in Bendigo and he
revealed what had not been known
q~ite so definitely in Bendigo, that is a
situation of severe decline, which Dr
Langley could spell out in clear statistical information.
Dr Langley demonstrated that, in
Bendigo, in the ,ten-year period between 1966-76, there was a net increase of 900 jobs. During the first
three years of the Fraser Government,
between 1976 and 1979, Bendigo
suffered a net loss of 1500 jobs. It took
ten years for 900 jobs to be created
and, in the first three years of the
Fraser Government, 1500 jobs were lost.
Mr Kennedy
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Dr Langley revealed that, in April
1979, unemployment in Bendigo was
10·5 per cent. At that time, there was
nobody around to do much about it.
Some changes were made. The Bendigo
City Council tried to change the
Bendigo Development Committee. Some
research was done by the previous Government, and it was good research, and
the community is now receiving some
benefit from it because it now has the
second report of Dr Langley, who has
been working with the Regional Resources
Co-ordinating
Committee.
These are serious figures and they have
not been disputed. I do not know that
any member of the Opposition party
disputes them.
Dr Langley found that there were
three major figures he could find to
illustrate how bad the unemployment
situation in Bendigo had become. The
most conservative figure he could find
shows that 8·9per cent of the work
force in Bendigo was unemployed. That
is approximately one person in every
eleven was out of a job. That is an estimated total of 2250 people in Bendigo
out of work. He has produced clearcut evidence and this Government intends to act upon it. Dr Langley indicated that 62 per cent of the people
unemployed in Bendigo were under 25
years of age. In other words, Bendigo
has a serious youth unemployment
problem. Equally serious are the figures
pertaining to prolonged unemployment.
The figures show that 53 per cent of the
unemployed in Bendigo had been unemployed for more than fifteen weeks.
Mr B. J. Evans-How do you know
those figures are correct? You just take
it that Dr Langley is correct.
Mr KENNEDY-If the honourable
member wishes to criticize a person
he should do a little reading first. He
cannot just rubbish people. The figures
produced by Dr Langley are disturbing.
They indicate that unemployment in
Melbourne is 6 per cent; in country
Victoria, 7 per cent; and in Bendigo,
9 per cent. Those were the most conservative figures that Dr Langley could
find. Based on a medium figure, he
indicated that 11·7 per cent of the work
force was unemployed. The most
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alarming figure of all was the estimate
that 15 per cent of the work force in
Bendigo was unemployed. This takes
into account the situation of hidden
unemployment, where people have
simply given up trying in fear of facing
constant frustrations in their efforts to
obtain employment.
Based on the over-all work force, I
estimate that approximately 4000
people in Bendigo are unemployed.
Mnny of those people have simply
stopped looking for jos because,
month after month, they have been
unable to get anywhere. That is a serious situation and one to which the
Government is addressing itself in its
attempts to boost the economy of this
State. More recent developments that
have occurred in Bendigo have resulted
again in a decline in job opportunities. An engineering firm in Bendigo,
which is suffering from the drought
situation, originally employed fifteen
persons, and that figure is now down to
five persons. A clothing factory has put
off eleven employees and another firm
recently retrenched eleven employees
and has now retrenched a further 48
employees. Unemploym'ent is already
serious and it is getting worse. There
has also been continuing depression
for some time because of the attempts
of the Federal Government to dispose
of the Bendigo Ordnance Factory.
I applaud the Government and, particularly, the Minister for Employment and
Training, for the efforts they are making to create more jobs. Overall the
Budget gives significant stimulus to
Bendigo's economy. The railway work':
shops will receive increased funding;
the Calder Highway will receive substantial funds; the TAFE College in
Bendigo will receive substantial funds;
funds will be made available for Sandhurst reservoir and for building a fire
station and a new regional library;
funds will be made available for commencement of work on the new Eaglehawk police station. Public Service employment will be maintained which is
extremely important in Bendigo.
Mr Hann-What about State offices?
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Mr KENNEDY-The funds for State
offices have been redirected. I have
been told by some people on the Bendigo City Council that the situation is
very good, and they have stated that
the redirection of funds to housing and
to the library has been absolutely the
right decision. If the honourable member who is interjecting is not aware of
that, it is because he does not represent Bendigo. I did not interject and tell
him what has been done in Rochester.
If he wishes to ask about the matter
of the redirection of funds into housing
development and the library in Bendigo,
he will find that Bendigo believes the
decision is a good one.
I applaud the job creation scheme of
the State Government. The injection of
$30 million into job creation in Victoria
is a sound investment. Bendigo should
benefit from it. I note that among the
targetted areas which are eligible to
receive funds in country areas are
Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong, Warrnambool, Portland, Maryborough, Mildura
and Wangaratta. I am glad the Government recognizes the significance
of serious unemployment in those
country and provincial centres. I believe Labor politicians are taking this
scheme seriously and I commend those
politicians who are going into the electorates that they represent and organizing with councils and the community,
publicizing the situation and endeavouring to ensure that funds will be brought
in to create jobs. The scheme serves the
whole State according to needs. I hope
conservative politicians are not rubbishing the scheme simply to deride it.
If suggestions can be made to improve
the scheme, let them be made. The
scheme is designed to create more employment. I hope all politicians will get
behind local councils to ensure that
money comes out of the areas.
A need exists for the Federal Government to back this scheme. It is obscene
for a Government to allow such large
scale unemployment to accumulate as
at present and do nothing. I cannot
understand how any Government that
has any moral sensitivity can turn its
back on a situation of 500 000 people
unemployed in this country. A change
is required in the over-all economic
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strategy and something positive must
be done as a matter of urgency. The
State's programme is good, and the
Federal Government should get behind
it. The Federal Government should have
an interest in supporting job creation.
Job creation saves funds and brings·
money back in the form of taxation.
It generates more cash flow into the
community and, on a social and personal basis, it restores independence
and dignity to people who do not want
to be unemployed.
In the Bendigo area some 3000 people
are at present on unemployment benefits. Recently I read in the newspapers
that the Commonwealth Government
owes about $4 million for every 1000
people on unemployment benefits. In
the region that I represent about 3000
people are on unemployment benefits
which adds up to about $12 million.
This is an alarming situation which
affects central Victoria. The Deputy
Leader of the National Party who continues to interject is showing some reaction to the figures I am quoting. He
should listen and support the things
I am saying instead of knocking them.
The unemployment benefit costs about
$4 million for 1000 people.
Nobody envies the person on the dole
at present. It is not possible for most
- people on the unemployment benefit
to lead a proper life with a reasonable
standard to which any Australian is
entitled. The present unemployment
benefit in the Bendigo region costs the
Federal Government $12 million a year.
The Victorian Government _is injecting
$30 million into job creation in the
whole State. Just to pay unemployment benefits to people in the Bendigo
area costs 40 per cent of the total
spending of the Victorian Government
on job creation. There is a sound economic argument why the Federal Government should be involved, if not for
moral reasons, for economic reasons, in
job creation.
In particular, I mention the excellent
iob that the State Government is doing
in the area of housing and I make
particular reference to the work done
by lthe Minister of Housing who is extremely hard working and diligent. He
Mr Kennedy
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has devoted considerable thought and
imagination to his portfolio, like many
other Ministers in the Labor Government. The Government has given a
major boost to housing construction in
Bendigo which is excellent for the
building industry and the economy of
the city and the development of jobs.
Bendigo has gone through years of
neglect at the hands of conservative
Governments.
Recently the honourable member for
Barwon took objection to the fact that
funds were allocated in the State
Budget for Bendigo. He did not know
how severely Bendigo had suffered discrimination at the hands of previous
State Liberal Governments. This has
been well docunlented in research by
the Housing Ministry in a study by
Barbara Doyle of housing in Bendigo.
It is an excellent work. The study indicates that public housing in Bendigo as
a proportion of all dwellings is the
lowest of any country or provincial city
or town in Victoria. I find that an
astounding situation. The research revealed that in 1980 Bendigo had 20818
dwellings of which only 1230 were public. In other words, about 6 per cent
of all dwellings in Bendigo were supplied by the Government. That was the
lowest percentage of all public housing
as a ratio of all housing of any country
city or town. The study also revealed
that Bendigo had the lowest percentage
of public rental housing of all housing
in country cities and towns. Only
3·2 per cent of its rental housing was provided by the Ministry
of Housing. Here are some figures
for comparison: In Morwell 43·4 per
cent of the housing is public housing.
Moe has 30·6 per cent of public housing; Traralgon 18·6 per cent, Wangaratta 19·8 per cent, Horsham 17·1 per
cent, Shepparton 16 per cent, Benalla
15 per cent, Warrnambool 14·9 per
cent, Portland 14·5 per cent, and Bendigo the lowest, with 5·7 per cent.
Those figures reveal how Bendigo has
suffered in recent years. This has led
to problems for young people,aged
people, unemployed people, and people
on low incomes who cannot rent private accommodation. They cannot obtain public housing because of the sman
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supply of public housing that is available through years of Government
neglect.
Over the past ten years the waiting
list for Housing Commission homes has
trebled. It gives me a great deal of
pride to see what the Labor Government is doing to alleviate the problem
of housing in Bendigo. In the past year
the waiting Hme in Bendigo has
doubled. It is now about three years.
The populaHon has been rising, and
the funding for housing construction
in Bendigo will be of the order of $5
million. This will construct 164 houses
and flats, which will be the biggest
housing construction program'me for ten
years. That is a significant achievement
and one brought about by the Labor
Government. It has come partly from a
re-direction of funds, and partly by
funds being matched by the Ministry
of Housing.
'
For elderly persons, it is intended to
build 65 units in this financial year.
That is more than has been built in
Bendigo over the past ten years. The
total number of units was 59, and the
Government is tackling a serious problem for aged people. The waiting list
for elderly persons' accommodation is
approximately 120, and the waiting time
is three-and-a-half to four years. The
building of these units will have a
significant effect overall on the building
industry in Bendigo, on the stimulation
of the economy in Bendigo and in the
maintenance and creation of more jobs.
I commend the Minister of Housing for
the 'interest shown in Bendigo, but it
was based on an assessed need, and
that is the way the Government ought
to be organized.
I have mentioned before in this House
the significance of the Bendigo College
of Advanced Education and I have no
hesitation in doing so again. I deplore
the efforts of the "razor gang" to
destroy the engineering course at this
college. I note in a report in a newspaper today that the Australian Institute of Engineers is calling for' additional funds to go into engineering
courses in Australia because those
funds are needed for this technological
age. However, the Federal Government,
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because of the poliCies of the "razor
gang", is still hell-bent on eliminating
the engineering course at the Bendigo
College of Advanced Education. It is a
gimmick to suit the needs of the Federal Government and the needs of the
Federal member who is afraid of losing
his seat at the next Federal election. The
Federal Government intends to allow
the second year of the course to
continue only into 1983. The answer
is obvious: The Federal Government
wants to retain part of the engineering
course only long enough to get itself
through the next Federal election. It
is most important that that engineering
faculty at the Bendigo College of Advanced Education should be preserved
as a full scale course. There is, no
reason to dismantle that course. It
would be a serious blow to that college
in central Victoria and the dismantling
of this course would be a serious blow
to Bendigo. 'The State Government has
taken a positive line in supporting the
retention of the engineering course at
this college. I am surprised that anybody could suggest the elimination of
such an important course as this.
The last point I 'make is the need for
additional police staff in Bendigo. Here
again is seen the pattern of discrimination against Bendigo. Over the p'ast
ten years, the population of Bendigo
has been increasing but the increase
in uniformed police numbers has not
kept up with it. Late last year I issued
some figures in Bendigo, which indicated that over a ten-year period in
which the population of Bendigo had
increased by 10000, Bendigo had obtained only one extra uniformed policeman. The population of Bendigo had
increased 20 per cent but uniformed
police numbers had increased by only
2 per cent. This was the lowest increase
in uniformed police numbers in country
Victoria in ten years.
It is interesting to see this continuing
pattern of discrimination against Bendigo, and it is one of the reasons why
the people of Bendigo changed the
Government and elected a new representative. In Geelong, over that same
period, there were an extra 27 uniformed police, an increase of 36 per
cent; in Ballarat, an increase of 21
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uniformed police, an increase of 44 per
cent; in Swan Hill an increase of 6
uniformed police, an increase of 40
per cent; in Warrnambool an increase
of 6 uniformed police, an increase of
24 per cent; in Morwell an increase of
5 uniformed police, an increase of 23
per cent; in Benalla an increase of 5
uniformed police, an increase of 28 per
cent; in Horsham an increase of 10
uniformed police, an increase of 71 per
cent; in Hamilton an increase of 8
uniformed police, an increase of 67 per
cent; in Bairnsdale an increase of 9
uniformed police, an increase of 36
per cent; and in Wangaratta, an increase of 3 uniformed police, an increase of 13 per cent, yet Bendigo in
a ten-year period had received only
one extra uniformed policeman. Surely
that is a staggering indictment on the
apathy and discrimination of the previOU3 Government?
Population increases, rising stresses,
rising crime rates and rising problems
put police under pressure in tackling
those problems. I am very pleased that
the Cain Government has allocated
funds to ensure that there is a considerable increase in effective operational strength of the police in Victoria.
For the Government to plan for an
increase of 334 police this financial year
is a good achievement indeed.
There is also a significant development in that the Government intends to
build a new police station at Eaglehawk. It is most important that a
start is m'ade on the long awaited Bendigo police station. In 1973 the previous
Government promised major construction of $450 000 in extensions to the
existing police station, but this never
occurred. Bendigo has been ignored,
election after election, and nothing has
been done to rebuild the Bendigo police
station. A start should be made as
urgently as possible on the Bendigo
police station next financial year.
It is also important that at least one
more policewoman be appointed in
Bendigo. Policewomen have a degree
in expertise in handling problems, to
which policemen are not so appropriately trained, in a whole range of areas.
Mr Kennedy
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I congratulate the Government on the
active role it has taken since coming
to office in its efforts to maintain the
Bendigo ordnance factory, I commend
the Minister for Economic Development
and the Minister for Minerals and
Energy on the hard work that they
have put into the ordnance factory to
ensure that a contract, which would
otherwise have been lost, has been
retained by that factory. That is a
considerable achievement and indicates
that the Government is prepared to
work very hard in the interests of
Bendigo and in the interests of jobs.
I conclude by saying that I am proud
to be a member of the Victorian Government. The priorities set by the Government are the right priorities. The
Government, in its policies, is honouring
significant promises it made to the
electorate of Victoria. The expectations
created by the Labor Party, when in
Opposition, among the people of Victoria have been soundly justified.
Mr BURGJN (Polwarth)-It is very
pleasing to sit on the Opposition side
of the House and hear each member of
the Government, one after the other,
praising the Budget in its entirety. I do
not think there has ever been an
occasion in the past when every member of a Government, who has spoken
on the Budget, has praised all parts of
that Budget. I hope and trust that those
honourable members on the Government benches will not be disillusioned
at a later time. Perhaps the credit
should go to the Government Whip for
keeping a tight rein on his members
and ensuring that they follow the party
line. However, in listening to members
of the Government speak on the Budget,
one would get the impression that all
the ills in Victoria are the fault of the
former Liberal Government or Canberra.
The lead up to the Budget was probably the most dishonest manipulation
of the public that I have ever witnessed
during my time in this House. It is
suggested by interjection that I have
witnessed a few. I agree, I have witnegsed a few, but this has been the
most dishonest lead up to a Budget I
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have ever heard coming from a Government. I hope it is not the pattern that
will be adopted by the Government in
future.
It is wise at this point to repeat the
statements of the Treasurer in relation
to the economy of the State at the time
the Government took over the reins of
office. What does the Treasurer say in
Budget Document No. 5? It has to be
right because this is a document that
has to state the truth for a change. At
page 51 under the heading "Summary"
the Treasurer states:
The over-all performance of the Victorian
economy in 1981-82 was broadly similar to
that of the Austl'alian economy.

Victoria is keeping up with the Australian economy. The Treasurer later
states:
Important in this regard was the continuance
of depressed international economic conditions,
lower demand for Australian exports and intensified import competition.

Not matters that were created by Governments in this country but matters
created throughout the western world
and the economies of the western world
in other countries with which Australia
has to deal. The Treasurer goes on:
The visible result was a progressive worsening of the labour market, reflecting declining
activUy levels and prospects for the manufacturing and rural sectors.
Within this fl'amework, the Victorian
economy displ'ayed somewhat greater resilience
than that of the economies of other States. The
Victorian economy is not so exposed to the
volatildty of the mineral and rural sectors and
has a more diverse industrial base.

That is one part of the statement that
I wonder about. Agriculture exports
account for 60 per cent of the total
export income of Victoria. It therefore
plays a very big part in the Victorian
economy. I find it a little hard to understand why the Treasurer states that
Victoria is not exposed to the volatility
of the rural and mineral sectors. On the
other hand I agree that we will see that
happen over the next twelve months
and we in Victoria will wonder what
has hit us because we have not prepared for the problems that are going
to develop and emanate from the rural
sector because of the drought we are
experiencing at present.
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That was the pattern that the Treasurer saw for Victoria when he produced the Budget. I am certainly not
going to condemn the Budget in its
entirety. As I watched the Treasurer
deliver the Budget there were only two
Ministers who had smiles on their faces
as the Budget developed. They were
the Minister of Housing and the Minister of Public Works. The rest of the
Ministers knew -as the Budget developed
that they were going to get a stay put
situation-they would get finance to
cover inflation and that was about all.
Additional funds -have been put into
housing and public works. I compliment the Government for that move.
The Government has been able to
increase expenditure under the Budget
by $457 million or 23·5 per cent. I take
the Government to task on where it has
raised the money. That is what worries
me greatly. Had that additional money
come from increased activity in the
various sectors of the Victorian economy I could perhaps have gone along
with the strategy of the Treasurer.
However, the Treasurer has raised that
money by doubling the tax on pipelines
-the financial institutions tax-no one
really knows where that will end up,
how much money it win gather or how
much damage it will do to the economy
-by continuing the pay-roll tax levy of
1 per cent, and by imposing a
statutory corporation tax involving over
$122 million. That is certainly one way
of getting reserves into Government
funds-just tax them and be done with
it--do not wait for them to invest. The
energy consumption levy tax will bring
in $10 million this Budget. There is an
indication that it will bring in much
more in future as it takes its bite and
is increased.
Outside the Budget additional revenue
is coming from massive freight charges
that will be announced shortly. Then
there is the 10 cents a litre on fuel hike
and gas and fuel charges that will affect
all industry, the increased royalties on
timber of 15 per cent and the skyrocketing of workers' compensation insurance which the Government has
allowed to escalate.
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One wonders where a Budget that is
drawing such massive sums of money
from those sources will lead the
country. It seems to me that the Budget
is heavily taxing the private sector of
the community - the manufacturers
and farmers - all of the people who
produce in the State. They are
paying the costs, the average workers,
through higher power charges, higher
taxes and Board of Works rates.
The Government is diverting money
from the private sector into the public
sector in the form of housing and
public works. That will not create
additional jobs. The building of more
houses will create jobs in that field,
but just as many jobs will be lost in
small manufacturing businesses because
of the higher charges involved.
Part of the Budget is made up of a
policy of "selling" the farm to overseas interes~s; in other words, trains
and trams wIll be sold and leased back,.
Once these items are sold, the money
cannot be used again. New South Wales
is having difficulties because of the
adoption of this policy and the Government is following the example of a
policy that has proved to be wrong.
Victoria will have to make a yearly
payment to lease back these facilities.
It would not be so bad if all of the
money received-approximately $190
million-was allocated to public works.
Contrary to what the Government said,
the $190 million gained from those
sales will generate only $94 million
towards capital works. Where is the
rest of the money going? If it is not
allocated towards wages, salaries and
the defict, where else is it going?
Victoria is "selling the farm" to keep
the "farm" running; surely that is not
good business management!
It is interesting to hear the statements made by different Ministers from
time to time. The Minister for Community Welfare Services stated that
a remand centre would be paid for
from the Victorian Development Fund.
Judging by all the public works to be
generated from that fund, it must be
a magnificent fund because the list
keeps growing. I do not know how
elastic that fund will be.
Mr Burgin
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There will be an increase in revenue
from the sources I mentioned of $470
million. A large part of that revenue
will be spent on housing, representing a
rise of 82 per cent. I venture to say that
the Minister of Housing will discover
at the end of the financial year that he
is somewhat disappointed with his lot
because of the way in which the money
has been gathered.
The Minister will not obtain value
for the additional finance he was able
to obtain. The rises in power costs,
taxes on private industry and increased
costs to the people who supply bricks
and timber for these houses, have been
so great over the past few months
that the cost of building a house will
sky rocket. What has happened in New
South Wales will happen to Victoria.
Other means of raising money are
available without taxing the people
who produce. The honourable member
for Gippsland East mentioned the sawmilling industry, which is an integral
part of the housing industry. At present, the sawmilling industry has problems keeping up employment and is
working at about half pace. If the
housing policy of the Government is
able to assist the sawmilling industry,
I will be pleased. On the other side
of the coin,' the Budget allocation will
damage the sawmilling industry because its costs have also risen. Power
costs have escalated and royalty costs
have risen by another 15 per cent.
Mr Wilkes--It is 2 per cent less than
last year.
Mr BURGIN-The figure was lower,
which the honourable member would
know if he cared to examine the figures. However, that is not really the
point. The sawmilling industryespecially that associated with ash
forests-generates considerable waste
material. Three reports have been presented about the utilization of waste
from the sawmilling industry in the
Otway ranges. The last report from the
departmental task, force established by
the former Government, and extended
in scope by the present Government,
has presented its report. The task force
is made up of departments which one
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would not normally expect to be complementary to the wishes of the Forests
Commission.
It is comprised of representatives
from the Ministry for Conservation, the
Ministry for Planning, the Ministry for
Tourism, the Ministry of Water Resources and Water Supply and one or
two others. However, the report almost
entirely backed up the proposition put
by the Forests Commission and the
former Government. The proposition
was that the 70 000 tonnes of waste
generated from the sawmilling industry
in the Otways should be gathered and
sold either at home or overseas. The
proposal suggested that the Forests
Commission should obtain royalties
from the waste. The report just presented proposes exactly the same
action. After costs, an additional $4'5
million would be received for Victoria.
The industry will employ another 70
people directly and goodness knows
how m:any indirectly. The retrieval of
the waste would not create any additional problems with the ecology of
the area.
However, the Government sneaked
the report into another place. Judging
by the comments of the Premier over
the past few days, he does not really
recognize the other place. He is willing
to hide his Ministers there so that
members of the Opposition cannot have
access to them.
The Premier produced it in another
place; it has not been produced in this
House for debate and it is time that it
was.
After all that the Government said
about the need to increase work activities, it is still not willing to accept the
third report that recommends that the
waste material from the Otways should
be used. The Government is still dithering and will not make the difficult
decisions. Why is this so? Is it because
there are so many conservationists in
the Government that it cannot take into
account the economic factors that are
involved in these matters, that it cannot accept that while resources need
to be conserved and looked after, the
economy also needs to be kept in mind.
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A third report has been produced by
the task force that states that the
waste material should be used, and I
have not heard any criticism from conservationists, or anybody else, but the
Government is still not willing to make
a decision on this matter . .It has put
the matter aside for another sixty days
for further comment. If I know anything about this Government regarding
these matters, it will send it to another committee where there is a
greater spread of conservationists to
endeavour to further confuse the issue.
I criticize the Government extremely
hard on this step because it is a stalling
action. Even if a decision is made· tonight by the Government to allow this
waste to be used, it may not be able
to be sold at this time. There is no
way that any' company can market a
product unless it has a resource to market. In putting a moratorium on this
material and its non-use, the Government effectively stopped any chance of
a company being able to seek a market
because it was not sure that it would
have a resource.
The material from the Otways has
been used for many years; not up to
the 70 000 tonne level, but in some years
up to the 50000 tonne level. It is a tragedy to see the waste that is occurring
in these areas, and the waste is being
perpetuated by the non-decision of the
Government.
I hope that the strategies of the Government in this Budget do work. I hav~
many doubts about the way in which the
Treasurer proposes to collect· the
money-by shifting it to another area
and hoping that it will create more
jobs overall. I believe it will create
more jobs in some areas of activity
and lose an enormous number in many
other areas. I hope I am wrong because
Victoria is a great State; it always has
been and it still is a great State. I
hope it will continue to be a great
State in three years' time.
Mr WALSH (Albert Park)-I join
with my colleagues in congratulating
the Treasurer on bringing down an important and constructive Budget in the
interests of the people of Victoria. I
I
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have been present in this House on four
occasions on which Budgets have been
presented and this Budget is the most
important that has been presented in that
time. Other Budgets have indicated only
the mismanagement of the previous
Government of this State.
I also congratulate the Treasurer on
the Budget Papers that have been presented to this House. They are explanatory and can be understood by everyone. I have not heard much criticism,
even from the Opposition, on the way
that the Budget Papers have been presented.
There are many good parts of the
Budget and there are some parts that,
no doubt, everybody may not agree
with, but the Budget is designed to get
this State moving because it' has been
going downwards in many areas. One
has only to look at three areas alone;
unemployment, the housing industry
and the public transport industry to
demonstrate that. What did the previous
Government do about those areas? It
let them run down so much that the
Labor Government has had to pick
up the cudgel and take the initiative.
This is shown in the Budget Speech of
the Treasurer when he stated that there
was a projected deficit of $400 million
for the 1982-83 financial year and that,
as Treasurer of this State, he was left
with a deficit of something like $53
million plus $19 million that was lost
in funds from the Federal Government
because of the reduction in population.
One can understand the crises that
would have occurred in this State if
people had moved from Victoria because of the decisions of the previous
Government.
It is a sound Budget; one that is in
the interests of the people of Victoria.
I want to address my remarks to what
is contained in the Budget concerning
employment and what the Government
intends to do about it. The Budget has
come at a time when the Government
is looking to create employment in Victoria. The Government will not spend
money on pUblicity stunts as did the
previous Government when it spent
hundreds of thousands of dollars in
publicizing its position on unemployment.
Mr Walsh
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The people of Victoria are faCing the
worst economic crisis for 50 years.
Victoria has an unemployment rate of
7 per cent whilst the Australian average is 7·4 per cent. There are 505 000
registered unemployed people in this
country, and that is not alarming-it is
horrifying. The Labor 'Government intends to do something about that.
Unemployment has increased by 30 per
cent in the past twelve months.
If one examines a graph that was
compiled by the Commonwealth Department of Employment and Industrial
Relations, one can find that in 1933
the unemployment rate in this country
was 20 per cent. In 1947 it decreased to
2·6 per cent; in 1954 it was 1·5 per
cent; in 1966 it was 1·6 per cent; in
1971 it was 1·7 per cent, in 1976-and
honourable members should remember
that a Whitlam Government was not
in power then, it was a Fraser Government-it was 4·4 per cent and in
1982, when the last figures were issued,
the unemployment rate was 6·7 per
cent. Today, the unemployment rate is
7·4 per cent.
Because of the Federal Government's
deciSions, there will be no increase in
employment, unemployment will get
worse. There is no encouragemen t
whatsoever and nothing has been done
in the Federal Budget to create employment. The State Government is certainly doing something about that. It
may be a new creation of establishing
something that has never been done
before by other State Governments or
the Federal Government.
The allocation of $30 million in the
Budget for job creation is a plus for
the Government. It is something that
the Governments of the day must look
at. Because of the ills of the previous
Government and of the Federal Government, because manufacturing industry is going ,down the drain and because businesses are closing every day
of the week, job creation is an area that
this Government
must
examine.
Under the Liberal Government's shocking economic policies, they have been
closing for years. In its first financial
year of office, the Labor Government
hopes to create 23000 jobs. That will
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get the economy moving, because those
23 000 people will have money to spend
in many areas. The Government·is looking towards long-term employment that
will serve the best interests of this State.
.By ,the end of 1982 the Government
will have the Victorian Development
Fund established and operating. This is
another way in which it will get Victoria
gO'ing.
Honourable members all know what
has been happening in the Victoria
Police Force. The Government will
create -an additional 1000 jobs in the
Police Force over the next .three years,
and 334 new members will be appointed
in the first year. I hope that some of
them will be used to increase the staff
at the St Kilda police station. The latest
figures indicate that 41 officers cover
three s~ifts for the whole of St Kilda
and part of the Prahran area. An increase of even 10 or 12 per cent would
satisfy residents in that area, where a
large number of crimes occur. With only
41 staff memberts, one can imagine how
difficult the situation is with police
a.ttending court hearings, so that
increase will be welcome.
An area in which I have been deeply
interested since becoming a member of
this House is public transport. After 27
years of mismanagement and neglect by
the Liberal Government, the railways
was a shambles. The railways had been
allowed to run down, lines had been
closed and people had been put out of
work. The former Minister of Transport
boasted in this House that he had got
rid of 1400 railway workers in eighteen
months. The Government has committed
itself to opening the lines that were
closed on the recommendations of the
Lonie report and decisions have already
been made in ,that area.
The former Government neglected
the tramways, the trains, the bus
services and all the other sectors of the
public transport system. It had no idea
of co-ordinating services to ensure that
the public were offered a decent service.
Since the Liberal Party came to office
in 1955, passenger journeys dropped by
more than 50 per cent. Since the Labor
Government has been in office, an increase of 5 per cent in passenger
Session 1982-35
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journeys in this State has already been
recorded. When the Labor Government
took the reins, the railways were living
in .the last century with chaotic facilities, but the Government is rapidly improving them .
The former Government displayed no
care for the disabled in public transport. Within the present Budget, the
Government will improve that situation.
A significant improvement has been
been achieved in having trains that run
to time-table. During _,the past four
mon,ths, a 16 per cent improvement has
been achieved in that area and that
improvement will continue. Better relations have been achieved with workers
in the public transport sector and
absenteeism has decreased. Big changes
will be made to ensure that a vast improvement occurs in the efficiency and
productivity of the public transport
sector.
I turn now to what the Government
intends to do with its money in the
public transport area. I·t will spend $41
million for new trains-a vast increase
over the amount allocated by the former
Government. It will spend $12 million
on new trains-another large increase.
It will spend $117 million on municipal
roads and $2 million on new buses.
Another area in which the Government
will act is the boom barrier programme,
in which the former Government took
little initiative. The Labor Government
intends to spend $3 million in that area.
Public transport services will be improved. In 1981-82, the then Government spent $288·3 million in this area.
The Labor Government will increase
that sum to $402·8 million. On extending the range of services, it will spend
$49·6 million, and it will spend $40·1
million, as compared with the $19·3
million ·spent by the former Government
on making travel safer.
Much has been said in this House
about the cost of the public transport
system. The former Government had a
record of waste in this area. It spent
more than $400 million on trams and
buses. In the private bus sector, it spent
millions of dollars, yet members of the
Opposition now criticize the Government for its initiatives in this area. I am
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proud to be associated with the decisions of the Government, especially in
the employment area. Employment in
the transport industry will remain stable. .
At the end of 1983 the figure will be
32 148 as compared with 32 236 at the
end of the last financial year, a decrease
of approximately 80 people who will
probably leave through natural attrition
or by going on to the pension. The Government may even put more people into
that area of employment. The employment situation will be stabilized and I
am proud to be associated with that
decision.
Four new authori.ties will be established by July next year. At present,
there are eight authorities in the transport area-eight worn out authorities.
No new ideas have been forthcom·ing.
Those authorities were never given any
initiative; they wasted their time.
Many people who are 'associated with
those authorities have considerable
initiative and want to get the transport
system moving in this State, which is
welcomed. They will be part of the
team to ensure that the public transport system will be improved with the
amount of money that is being allocated through the Budget at this time.
I consider that when the Budget for
next year is brought down ·a vast improvement will be noted in the transport area. The people of Victoria wHI
be talking about Victoria's public transport system because of the initiatives
of the Government. I am proud to be
associated with those initiatives.
I shall deal now 'with what people
are calling one of the worse aspects of
the Budget. I refer to the increases in
gas charges. One has only to consider
gas charges in this State compared with
every other State in this country. Victoria has the lowest gas price of any
State and I 'am prepared to say' that
Victoria has the lowest price of gas per
gigajoule, not only in Australia, but
also throughout the world. Even the
judges and economists who write the
newspapers every day predict that ViCtoria's 'long range programme of gas
price increases will mean that in the
industrial 'area in 1984 Victoria's gas
price will still be 38'5 per cent less than
Mr Walsh
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New South Wales, which is the next
lowest priced State for gas charges. The
Government has made a decision on
gas prices, as it has made a decision
on electricity charges. The price of
energy is not high and even with the
increases expected for 1984, the price
for energy in Victoria will s'till be
lower than any other State or any other
country in the world. I associate myself
with that decision.
I turn now to the area of housing. I
congratulate the Minister· of Housing
and the Government for treating housing as a high priority in the Budget.
Every honourable member I have heard
speak about housing in ·the Budget has
offered nothing but congratulations. I
have not heard one honourable member, even of the Opposition, .criticize it.
The Government has been congratulated for understanding the problem of
housing. Honourable members have
people coming into their electorate
offices because of the economic crisis
seeking welfare housing. Therefore,
honourable members can see votes for
doing something in the housing area.
They may be 'able to gain prestige by
giving the Minister some input on the
matter.
The Budget not only gives 'a high
priority to the welfare housing area
but it will also create employment. It
is not true 'that prices will increase with
timber commodities for housing, as the
honourable member for Polwarth said.
Prices may rise, but more houses will
be built under the present Government
than under the previous Government. The
Government has provided 'an 82 per cent
average increase in the ·Budget allocation for housing. That is a feather in
the Government's cap. It is a priority
that was sold to the people and the
Government went even further than its
stated policy which promised $45 million in the first year, and has vastly
increased that amount to an allocation
of $231 million, which is a 81'5 per cent
increase on ·the 1981--82 figure of $127'2
million. The areas where the money
wHI be spent will be appreciated by all
honourable members. In the public
rental programme under the construction of family units, the allocation has
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been increased from $10'562 million to
$40'8 million, which is an increase of
more than $30 million. That is an increa'se of about 260 per cent, which is
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it will lead to an increase in expenditure by the State from an amount last
year of $5767 million to a projected
$7169 million this year. It envisages
increases in receipts from the private
sector of this State of the magnitude of
almost $1 billion from $2487 million last
year to $3454 this year. The Government intends that the capital works
programme will increase by $760
million. It is a document with feet of
clay liable to be washed away during the
course of the year because of the anticipated sources of revenue for the Budget.
There are the State Development
Account and the Cash Management
Account, which are part of the Government's promised CCjobs fund" the
Victorian Development Fund. As has
been pointed out to the Treasurer and
the Government on many occasions,
both by members of the Opposition and
other people throughout the community, any attempt by the Government of
Victoria to circumvent the Australian
Loan Council could mean that the Loan
Council will take reciprocal action to
ensure that moneys are not expended
by the State Government without Loan
Council approval.
The Budget envisages that the State
Development Account will contribute
$150 million to the Government during
this financial year and that the Cash
Management Account will contribute
$97'7 million. As was pointed out to
the previous Government and the then
Opposition, now the Government, by the
Cochrane and Muir report, any attempt
by a State Government to circumvent
the Loan Council will probably fail,
as the Loan Council will take action
to ensure that loan funds utilized by
the Government, under whatever guise,
come within the total amounts of what
the Loan Council approves. If this is
the case the State Development Account with its $150 million projected
contribution and the Cash Management
Account with its expected $97'7 million
contribution could very well be costly
adventures for the people of this State.

an excellent decision in the Budget.
Honourable members should be proud
of that provision because it wiH assist
in alleviating famHy problems caused
by housing shortages. In the area that
I represent a number of tenants are
looking for s'ecurity of tenure.
I am proud to note an increased
allocation for elderly persons. Many of
us are receiving representations,
especially from people affected by legislation which will provide that protected
tenants are to go. I am proud that the
Government has taken the initiative and
introduced a BiU to protect those
tenants. The allocation for the provision
of granny flats has been vastly increased. Many families are asking for
granny flats to be built on their homes
for their parents. Last year the allocation was $2'337 million and this year
it is $4'25 million, which is nearly a
100 per cent increase. The housing
programme is one of the most important
parts of the Budget.
I am pleased to be part of the Labor
Government that has introduced the
Budget in the way it has. The implementation of the Budget decisions over the next
twelve months will receive acceptance
by the community and Victoria will
be more advanced than any other State
in the Commonwealth. It will be more
advanced than the Federal Government
because the Federal Government's
Budget will only destroy this country,
as it is doing now, and it is running
away from important decisions. The
Victorian Government is not running
away from important decisions. It has
made wise decisions that 'will not result
in waste or mismanagement. I recomment the Budget Papers and Bills before
the House to honourable members and
lam sure that they will be unanimously
supported by both sides of the House.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-The Labor
Budget is a Budget with feet of clay.
As honourable members would be
It is a document that with the first aware, two-thirds of Loan Council loans
shower of rain could find its founda- to Victoria are given at low interest
tions washed away. In broad outline, rates; the other one-third of loans are
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given at no interest and are non-repayable-in effect, they are a gift. Co chrane and Muir mentioned in their
report that over about five years
the use of funds outside Loan
Council approvals would lead to the
cost of projects, whether schools,
hospitals or dams, being doubled. It
would also lead to a loss of the funds
that were so expended because they
would be drawn from reserves and
could not be replaced. This is the circumstance that was drawn to the
attention of honourable members by the
Auditor-General of New South Wales,
who pointed out in his last two annual
reports to the Government of that State
the dire consequences of the policy it
had followed for the previous six years.
In addition, Cochrane and Muir indicated in their report to the former
Government that only limited sources
of funds were available to the Government through public bodies. They
pointed out that there were approximately 9000 such bodies in the State,
but the majority of them were committees of management of parks or
kindergartens and the funds in their
accounts were limited and would not be
of practical use to any State Government. They advised that the main
sources of funds in statutory authorities that would be available to the Government for its Victorian Development
Fund were superannuation funds held
by the statutory authorities and the
reserves of the State Insurance Office.
In their report they said that it would
not be advisable to use the investment
funds of the State Insurance Office and
not ethical to use the superannuation
funds
of the various statutory
authorities.
'
As was stated by the Leader of the
Opposition, the Budget anticipates a
deficit this financial year of $97 million. The Government claimed that by
utilizing this projected contribution of
$97·9 million from the Cash Management Account, it would be a balanced
Budget.
Honourable members who were invited by the Governm:ent to attend a
briefing session on the Budget would
have heard the Government's guru,
Mr Tanner
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Dr Sheehan, being very coy, about the
definition of a balanced Budget. When
the Budget was presented, honourable
members found that the Government
was going to use the Cash Management
Account and its projected $97·7 million
contribution through a loophole that
had not been explained either by the
Minister in his press release when introducing a Bill establishing the Cash
Management Account or in a secondreading speech about how the Government would utilize an amendment
to section 7 (a) (vi) of the Public Account Act to facilitate the deficit.
which would result in Victoria having
a deficit Budget for the first time.
The Budget contains several other
features that lead to my concern that
it has feet of clay. I refer to the sale
of assets, including railway rollingstock, for which it is anticipated the
Government will receive $162 million
during the year. The Government may
be sure that this source of revenue is
available to it, but in the documents
presented to Parliament there has been
no elaboration on where this $162 million is to come from, who is going
to purchase the rolling-stock, under
what terms, or what it is going to cost
to lease back the rolling-stock from the
potential purchaser. Certainly the House
would appreciate either the Treasurer
or the Minister of Transport advising
who will be the purchaser of the rollingstock and under what terms it will be
leased back.
The Government has indicated that
it anticipates a revenue of $66 million
from the gas pipeline fee, yet it has
also said that this fee is under challenge in the High Court of Australia
at this very moment. A cloud is hanging over this projected source of revenue, because in recent years High
Court decisions generally have tended
to be more sympathetic to the central
Government than to State Governments. In addition, the Budget anticipates increases in the Government
sector will be able to be kept to 15
per cent this financial year, but if a
blowout occurs, even of a small m:agnitude this will lead to a distortion in the
Budget expenditure. The wages sector

Appropriation Bills

of the Budget constitutes two-thirds of
the Current Account sector, which is
the largest sector of the Budget, and
any slight variation in it will lead to
Government expenditure being far
gre~ter than anticipated.
For those reasons, I am deeply concerned that the Government is taking
a risk with this Budget. If many households throughout the State too~ similar
risks, they would eventually face economic ruin. The Government can always
fall back on the manoeuvre that, if
there is a wages blowout or if it falls
short of the projected revenue figures,
whether from the gas pipeline fee, the
Cash Management Account or the State
Development Account, or does not
receive the revenue it expects from the
sale of its railway rolling-stock, it can
introduce another Budget. In the past
this has been a ploy of other Socialist
Governments. They have claimed it is
wrong for Governments and communities to be tied down to one Budget a
year with the certainty that is
created in the economic climate of that
community, and that Governments
should be free, whenever they wished,
to introduce mini Budgets or even fullscale Budgets to cover the rest of the
financial year. That is highly likely to
occur, because, as I have stated, there
are many areas in this Budget where
it is quite possible that the Government
will be astray in its figures and will
have to take remedial action during the
year.
It was interesting, during this session
of Parliament, to see the manoeuvres
the Government too~ with the combination for the first time of the debate
on the Appropriation Bill and the Works
and Services Appropriation Bill. The
Government introduced the Bill on the
day before Show Day. Parliam'ent did
not meet on Show Day nor during the
following week, so the debate on the
Budget was not able to resume for
nearly a fortnight. In that time, the
Government hoped that public interest
in the Budget would have waned somewhat and that the attention of the
public would have been diverted to
other matters.
In accordance with Sessional Orders,
the debate

\.VaS
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ADJOURNMENT
Clyde road level crossing-Petrol prices
-Protection for motor vehicle purchasers-Drought-Knox TAFE College-Scienti1lc Games of America
Pty Ltd-Cooinda mn Centre-Travel
concessions for West Gate Bridge
-Education support services-Doncaster Primary School
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! The time apPOinted
by Sessional Orders ,for me to interrupt
the business of the House has now
arrived. The question is that the House
do now adjourn.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I direct
the attention of the Minister of Transport to the problems illustrated by the
serious accident that occurred today at
the level crossing on the Berwick-Clyde
road, in which a tip-truck and a train
came into collision. One carriage of the
train was derailed and ended up on
its side. The tip-truck was, in effect,
demolished and a number of people
were injured. Fortunately, there were
no fatalities.
I have observed the programme announced by the Minister to expedite the
installation of boom barriers and signals
at level crossings. The level crossing
to which I refer has w'arning devicesbells and flashing lights-but it has
no boom barrier. The level crossing will
continue to be used after the Berwick
by-pass project is completed with Federal funding in about eighteen month's
time. So, the problems will continue.
I know the honourable member for
Coburg was active in trying to have
boom barriers installed at -a level crossing in the area he represents, following
a tragic fatal accident, and I am aware
that signalling skills -are short within
VicRail because of the work being carried out on the underground loop. I
hope, as that work is completed, persons with those skills will be made
available for level crossing work and
that more boom barriers wHI be installed.
On a completely non-politic-al basis,
I ask the Minister to again examine
the order and priority of the installation
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of boom barriers and to ensure that
there is no favouritism. The priorities
should be decided on an objective, independendent assessment so that boom
barriers can be installed on a needs and
risk basis.
The accident to which I have referred
illustrates the vulnerability of the system in Victoria, where we have many
level crossings-many of which have
no form of warning device and some
of which have warning devices but no
boom barriers. There is an increasing
need for boom barriers and I welcome
the enlarged programme announced in
that area.
I ask the Minister to examine particularly the situation at this level
crossing to ascertain whether the installation of boom barriers is justified because of the risk created by the increased traffic involved in the work
being done at the Berwick by-pass site
and the carrying of materials to that
site. I do not know whether the tiptruck was engaged in taking materials
to that project but, whether it was
there has been an increase in heavy
traffic taking mater-ial to the site and
that has increased the risk. Although
that carriage of materials may continue
only for the next eighteen months while
the construction is continuing, as I have
indicated, the level crossing will continue to be used after the completion
of the bypass by the increasingly heavy
traffic that will flow between Cranbourne and Berwick in the years to
come.
I ask the Minister to request a report
on the accident from VicRail and to
have an independent assessment made
of the need for boom ba·rriers at the
level crossing.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I direct
a m'atter to the attention of the Minister of Consumer Affa'irs. During the
.grievance debate last week, I spoke
about the problems involved in the
wholesaling and retailing of petrol in
Victor-ia and the involvement of the
"Federal Government and the funds it
was raising through the sale of petrol,
as well as the moneys being raised by
the State Government in this field. I
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particularly mentioned the problems
that occur in country Victoria compared
with the situation in the Melbourne and
Geelong areas, where retail and wholesale prices have been set.
The SPEAKER. (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! I advise the honourable member that he should not repeat
the matter he raised during the grievance debate.
Mr JASPER-The background information I have just given is needed to
clarify the point I a'm raising this
evening, which extends beyond the
matters I raised last week. I am referring to the involvement of the oil companies in the retailing and wholesaling
of petrol.
The .Minister will recall that, during
the last Parliament, a private member's
Bill, known as the Amos-Wilkes Bill,
was introduced. It provided for the
divorcement of the oil companies from
the retailing of petrol through their
own sites and the retail selling of fuel
through depots. Even in the controlled
areas of "metropolitan Melbourne and
Geelong, the situation has become bad,
and in country Victor-ia it is worse.
The oil companies are providing fuel to
some retailers at a particular price and
are then supplying fuel to sites they
own, which 'are located near the other
retailers they supply, at a price cheaper
than that at which they supply the
competing retailers. The situation for
the retailers who are in competition
with the oil company-owned service
stations is extremely difficult.
I could cite many instances to illustrate the problem. Some retailers in
country areas are buying fuel for
between 42 . 1 cents a litre and 43·4
cents a litre from oil companies that are
supplying nearby service stations on
sites owned by them for prices that are
2, 3 or 4 cents a litre less .
Additionally, a retailer may be buying
fuel at, say 44·9 cents a litre, while
another service station that may be
only a mile or two away-or it may be
5 or 9 miles away, in the next town
or settlement-is selling fuel from the
oil company depot at a price as low as
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41·9 cents a litre. The retailer competing with the oil company-owned outlet
or depot has to cover a difference of 3
cents a litre.
~ ask the Minister to give urgent
consideration to the introduction of a
Bill similar to the Amos-Wilkes Bill
so that there can be a complete
divorcement of the oil companies from
retail sites and depot selling or action
through current legislation and the
Prices Commissioner.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) - Order! 'The honourable
member is not permitted, during the
debate on the motion for adjournment
of the sitting, to ask for legislation.
Mr POPE (Monbulk)-The -matter I
raise for the attention of the Minister
of Consumer Affairs takes further an
issue I raised in a specific fashion
during the grievance debate last week.
I do not intend to elaborate on the
matter that I raised previously, which
concerned protection for the purchasers
of new -motor vehicles.
There has been some reaction to my
comments of last week and it is obvious
that the protection under the Motor
Car Traders Act for the purchasers
of used motor vehicles is also inadequate.
The standard form of the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce
covering the purchase of motor vehicles
bears a number of conditions on its
reverse side. Unfortunately, not only is
the print extremely small, the ink used
is also the same colour as the form-an
extremely pale pink-which makes it
almost imposs-ible for the average consumer to understand those conditions.
In that form, clause 1 provides for the
trader, given certain provisions, to
cancel any contract within five days.
However, the purchaser has no similar
provision available to him or her in
the calling of a contract. I draw to the
attention of the Minister the need for
a cooling-off period similar to that
which has been proposed in the Sale
of Land (Amendment) Bill that allows
for at least three clear business days
for an agreement to be terminated by
a purchaser if he or she so wishes.
Can the Minister of Consumer Affairs
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indicate whether this matter will be, or
is being, investigated by the department?
Mr SMITH (Warrnambool)-I raise
with the Premier an administration
matter which is extremely serious and
involves the drought and draw his
attention to Hansard, book 1, of 14, 15
and 16 September, in which the Minister
of Soldier Settlement in another place is
reported at page 19 as having said:
In July. on being informed--

The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) - Order! The honourable
member should be aware that he cannot allude to a debate in another place
during the adjournment proceedings of
this House. If the honourable member
cares to rephrase the way he commenced, he may continue. If he wishes
to check it, the honourable member for
Warrnambool will see that according to
Standing Order No. 5, he is out of
order.
Mr SMITH-It is clear that the Minister of Soldier Settlement was surprised
to find himself at a Drought Advisory
Committee meeting and even more surprised to find that he was chairman of it.
Subsequently, on Monday, 4 October,
the Premier issued a press statement
in which he claimed, firstly, that there
were fifteen members of the Drought
Advisory Committee and that eleven
of them support the stand taken by
the Government of there being no
slaughter bounty.
A count that I made indicated that
there are 21 people who make up the
Drought Advisory Committee. The Committee comprises two Ministers-the
Minister of Soldier Settlement and the
Minister of Agriculture-Dr Alan Griffin
from the Department of the Premier;
John Hartnett from the Treasury; Messrs
Taylor, Campbell and Mullaly from the
Department of Agriculture; Alan Hunter
from the Lands Department; David
Constable from the Ministry of Water
Resources and Water Supply; Alec
Mitchell from the Soil Conservation
Authority; lan Morton and Mal Smith
from the Rural Finance Commission;
Miles Burke, Bill Pyle, Des Crowe, Vin
Delahunty, Hayden Cock and Tim
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Barker from the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association; Ross Drake from
the stock agents; Gary Seeber from the
Australian Wheat Board; and, Fred
Peake from VicRail. That is a total of 21
members, not fifteen, as stated by the
Premier. This matter was raised today
in another place by Mr Crozier and,
in his response, the Minister of Agriculture, when referring to the discrepancy between the facts and what the
Premier stated in the press release, said
that the Premier's statement probably
made an assumption. Yet the Premier's
masquerading led people to believe a
vote was taken.
I have a letter, which I will table,
from Mr T. G. Beggs, who is a member of the general executive of the Victorian Farmers and Graziers Association. In the letter, he stated:
The official statement issued ·by the Premier's
Office on their decision not to introduce a
sheep slaughter payment to farmers, stated
that the Drought Advisory Council meeting on
September the 29th, decided on an 11 to 4 vote
against its introduction.
As one who wa~ present at that Advisory
Council meeting, I can positively state that no
such vote was taken, nor was a statement
requested from those present that would give
any basis for a count, nor did several members
make any statement whatsoever regarding a
slaughter payment.

I shall table the remainder of the letter
for the benefit of the Premier. The matter is so serious that the Premier ought
to call an urgent meeting of the
Drought Advisory Committee, decide
who its members are or are not and
make public the composition of that
committee. The committee should preferably have an equal number of pub':
lic servants and non-public servants ..
The 'Premier should ask that committee
whether or not it is in favour of a
stock slaughter bounty.
When the Premier was in Bendigo,
a senior officer of the Department of
Agriculture, Jock Crook, had to be
silenced by the Premier because he
advocated the private view that a stock
slaughter bounty was necessary. I want
to know whether or not the Premier
is fair dinkum in wanting to help persons who are affected by the drought
or whether or not the Premier is merely
running a rather shabby, messy, public
Mr Smith
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relations exercise that is an attempt to
convince the public that the Government -is helping, when in fact it is not.
Mr HILL (Warrandyte)-I draw to
the attention of the Minister of Education a front page report in the KnoxSherbrooke News of this week in which
Mr Tim Neville, the Town Clerk of the
City of Knox is reported as having
doubts on the proposal to establish a
technical and further education college
for the outer eastern area opposite
the Knox shopping centre. Rumours
have been reported that the proposed
TAFE college is to be scrapped and that
it is to be sited in another place, like
Lilydale. Will the Minister either confirm or deny these reports and rumours?
The Minister would be aware of the
transportation problems that exist in
the Knox area. Given those problems
of transportation and the large area
that the outer eastern suburbs cover,
what is the view of the Minister on the
proposed TAFE college serving the
outer eastern area?
Mr SALTMARSH (Wantirna)-The
Premier would be aware of press
statements today by Mr Bob Bottom of
New South Wales that the Mafia is
active in Victoria. I ask the Premier to
indicate whether or not investigations
have been made and, if so, what are
the results of investigations into the
allegations that a Mafia organization,
which is a wholly-owned subsidiary of
the Bally Corporation an organization
described by Mr Justice Moffatt in 1974
in the Royal Commission into Organised
Crime as a known Mafia organization
that should be prohibited from trading
and operating in Australia.
This same Bally organization, under
the name of Scientific Games of America
Pty Ltd, has now been given a licence
in Victoria to print the "Instant Tatts"
tickets. This is a serious allegation
against the new Government, which has
provided this new organization, which
is a known Mafia front, with an opportunity to gain an official foothold in
Victoria. Have these allegations been
investigated? If so, what is the response
of the Premier and what measures does
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the Premier propose to take to ensure
that this organization does not continue
to trade in Victoria?
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-I draw
to the attention of the Minister of
Health the services provided by the
Mental Retardation Division of the
Health Commission, especially those
services that relate to residential
accommodation for the intellectually
handicapped. The Minister will recall
that some time ago he visited the
Latrobe Valley where he spoke to persons who are connected with the provision of residential accommodation
in Moe, Morwell and Traralgon. The
Cooinda Hill centre committee in
Traralgon is a keen and active group
that has raised a substantial amount
of money towards the purchase of a
facility at 25 Marie Street. The provision of that facility has been assisted
by Commonwealth funding and, in
addition to that funding, the Commonwealth Department of Social Security undertook to provide 100 per cent
of the staffing costs during the first
year of operation of that facility and,
in the following year, 75 per cent of
the staff costs and, in the following
year, 50 per cent of these costs.
That residential service is distinguished from the other centres because
its operating costs are to be met by
the Commonwealth Government. The
Cooinda Hill-Marie Street committee
has been seeking top-up funds from the
State Government to meet the shortfall
of the financial commitment of the
Commonwealth Government. The Minister has subsequently advised the committee that regretfully he is unable to
offer any financial assistance at this
stage. However, the Minister expected
the committee will receive a 100 per
cent salary subsidy this financial year
from the Commonwealth Department of
Social Security.
I have been informed that the Commonwealth Department of Social Security will not meet those financial commitments that it said it would meet and
that only 50 per cent of the funding
will be provided by the Commonwealth
Government. That situation will apply
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to the facility from the first year onwards. Is the Minister aware of these
Commonwealth Government cutbacks
and, if so, what can be done?
I also draw the attention of the
Minister to a suggestion of the Cooinda Hill-Marie Street committee that
perhaps the system could be reviewed
so that the Commonwealth Government
would meet the full capital cost and the
State Government would meet the
salaried cost.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-I draw
the attention of the Minister of Transport to a matter that has been brought
to the attention of the Opposition by
residents who live in the western suburbs of Laverton, Werribee and Geelong.
It concerns the need for a travel
concession for those persons who regularly use the West Gate Bridge.
Shift workers or persons who have
to drive a member of the family to
work, return home and then travel back
to work to collect that person later in
the day, each time using the West Gate
Bridge and thereby travelling across it
as many as four times in a day, face a
problem. As the Minister would be
aware, there are concessions available
if one purchases a book of twenty
vouchers at a cost of 60 cents each,
which is a saving of 20 cents a trip over
the West Gate Bridge. There is a
further concession available for car
pooling by a driver who is carrying at
least two passengers.
People have brought to the attention
of the Opposition the problems faced by
those persons who are not in a position to car pool because they are either
shift workers or because they have to
take persons to and from work due to
the 'absence of public transport during
the hours that those persons work. I
urge the Minister to consider the introduction of either a weekly, monthly,
quarterly or annual concession rate
ticket for persons who regularly use
the West Gate Bridge. Perhaps the
Minister would even consider the introduction of a daily voucher at a cost of
$2 or a $10 weekly voucher? If the
Minister is concerned about the honesty
of those persons who man the booths
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on the bridge and those persons who
use the system, perhaps he would consider the introduction of a plastic card
that could be inserted in a slot situated
next to the booths, in the same way
that cards are used at boom barrier
gates in parking allotments.
The first impression of the Minister
could be that a concession of this
nature would no doubt cost the Government and the transport authorities a
lot of money. However, those persons
who have contacted the Opposition are
persons who have to travel from one
side of the city to the other the long
way round because of the cost of using
the West Gate Bridge daily. One lady
who contacted me on the matter said
that her son worked broken shifts and
that he has to cross the bridge four
times a day, six days a week. The cost
to him of using the bridge with vouchers
would be $14.40, excluding pleasure
trips. I urge the Minister to examine
the suggestion .and advise the Opposition on his attitude so that the Opposition can inform the people of the western suburbs that the Liberal Party also
cares for them.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-I
draw to the 'attention of the Minis,ter of
Education the undertaking ina policy
document produced by ·the 'Labor Party
prior to the last election in which the
promise was made that the Labor Party,
if elected, would eliminate present cuts
and increase support services. There is
widespread concern by the personnel in
the support services of the Education
Department that facilities at the central
level o'f the Education Department in
such areas as audio-visual, school
libraries, curriculum services and so
forth that fall within that group of
services provided to schools have been
substantially reduced in numbers 'at the
centre. The expectation that was raised
by the Government 'was that although
reductions would occur in the numbers
of people at the centres of these 'areas
of activity, increased activity would
occur in the regions. For that reason,
taking the Government's word in good
faith, many people were content, but
are now far from content because no
provision is being made for these
facilities to be provided in the regions.
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The Minister kno.ws of the concern
and the anger that is being generated
by the Government's actions in this
matter. He is aware that a meeting is
. to be held this Friday between senior
departmental officers and irate representatives of teacher unions to discuss
the issue. This is' another example of
the way in which the Government has
resiled from undertakings which it gave
and 'which were accepted in good faith
by people who are now finding themselves severely let down by the subsequentactions of the Government after
they had given it their support.
I ask the Minister to explain quite
clearly what is the situation regarding
the staf!ing of these support services,
what wIll be done at the central level
of organization in the Education Department, and what will be done in the
regions. The time has come for the
Minister of Education to make some
plain statements on what wiH happen
and what is being done, rather 'than to
follow the course that he has ,been
following of evading the real issues
when they are presented to him.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-I plead
with the Minister of Education to ensure th'ata five-module building is kept
at primary school No. 197 in the Doncaster electorate. Last year the former
Government removed a five-module
building from the school, in spite of my
protests, and I hope this Government
will have consideration for the young
children who attend the school. I ,would
like the remaining five-module classroom to stay 'at the school because the
old nineteenth century building that has
poor ventilation and so forth is no place
for children. As a consolation prize I
should like the five-module building to
be left there. It serves many purposes
in the community. It is even used on
Sundays for Sunday school classes and
at the week-ends as a meeting place for
sporting clubs - basketball, umpire
training and so forth-and for instrumental groups.
All areas of Victoria need proper
servicing, and even the children in the
so-called affluent electorates like
Doncaster deserve equality with everywhere else. I know the Minister has a
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kind heart. The other day he was at
Templestowe High Schoo'l and I believe
he will promise it a $1 million building.
If that school can obtain such a building, surely this five-module building
can remain on site at Doncaster.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The honourable
member for Warrnambool raised again
the decision made by the Government
in relation to a stock slaughter subsidy.
He produced a letter from Mr Beggs
whom, I presume, has some knowledge
of the matter. It w'as signed 'as General
Executive of the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association. This points up
what I have endeavoured to convey to
the House that the only opposition to
the Government's decision is from the
farmers and graziers and the stock 'and
station representatives on that committee. I have endeavoured to make
that clear. The rest of the committee
are public servants which disqualifies
them from having 'any capacity. Is that
what the honourable member is saying?
Mr Smith-That is what you are
saying.
Mr CAIN-The honourable member
from Warrnambool has asserted that
the only people with any real expertise
in this matter are the farmers and
the stock and station agents. What I
have said is that. the overwhelming
advice given to the Government by the
Department of Agriculture, the Lands
Department and the Drought Advisory
Committee, which comprises members
of those two departments, and others,
is that the bounty ought not to be
given. The honourable member for
Warrnamboolis really saying that the
Government should ignore that advice
and listen to the advice of the farmer
representatives on the committee. That
is a gratuitous insult to the members
of those two departments who have an
obligation to discharge as they see fit
in the best interests of the whole of
the State. Their advice ought to be
given from the standpoint of their two
departments, from the point of view of
the whole State, not just in relation to
the areas which they 'as farmers or
anyone else may know well and in
which particular circumstances prevail.
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The two departments concerned have
been firm in the 'advice th'ey have given
to the Government over a long time.
The only reference I m'ade to the numbers at that meeting was in relation to
the four persons against that advice
who were representatives of farmers or
stock agents--nothing more than that. I
do not know how many were present
that day. The information I have is that,
of those present, only four were against
the decision made by the Drought
Advisory Committee. The 'advice given
was overWhelming. It has been c'onsistent for a long time. The committee
meets again tomorrow; it meets on a
weekly basis. The Government has
already indicated that there will be no
change in regard to that matter before
1 November. That remains the position.
Another matter was brought to my
attention by the honourable member
for Wantirna. The Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation' has some knowledge of that and will refer to it.
Mr FORD HAM (Minister of Education)-The honourable member for
Warrandyte raised with me a report in
the Knox Sherbrooke News concerning
the establishment of the proposed new
TAFE college in the Knox area. It is
true that in the last day or so I have
received 'a letter from the City of Knox,
signed by the town clerk, expressing
concern at what he describes as
rumours regarding the attitude of the
Government and suggesting that the
Government may not be proceeding
with that important TAFE project.
I indicate at the outset that the Government has no intention of withdrawing from that project. The land has been
made available for that purpose; the
project has received the support of
both the Victorian TAFE board and the
national TAFE council that ,is based in
Canberra, in accordance with .the guidelines established some time ago, and the
Commonwealth Government has already
committed money to the project.
I bel'ieve a need has existed for some
years for the provision of TAFE services
and facilities in Melbourne's outer eastern area. This college is a start ,towards
meeting those needs in a meaningful
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way. That is not to suggest that genuine
concern is not being expressed by local
members of Parliament and other members of the community about the planning to date for that college.
Two principal areas have been drawn
to my attention. One concerns the provision of public transport services to
the site. I have raised the issue with the
Minister of Transport and with the TAFE
board, seeking an assurance that by the
time the college is opened, the services
will be of such a level as to meet the
needs of students throughout the outer
eastern area in obtaining reasonable
access to the TAFE site. It is an important issue and one that must be addressed
by the TAFE board by the Government
as a whole.
A second issue concerns the provision
of TAFE services throughout the outer
eastern area. There seems to have been
some misundeJ.'lstanding by the Oity of
Knox and perhaps by some others as to
what is intended. My intention as Minister would be not to cut back on the
provision of the TAFE services for that
area but rather to extend them. I accept
and wish to pursue the notion ·that,
although the central core college will
be based at Knox, a requirement will
e~ist for reasonable access to TAFE
facilities, espeCially in streams 5' and
6, throughout the outer eastern area; so
the appropriate network of facilities and
services should be-and I will endeavour
to ensure that it is-made available for
TAFE students in the outer eastern area.
To that end, I have asked the TAFE
board to take this matter into account
in its further planning for this college,
and steps will be taken to develop an
appropriate community planning committee to work with the TA FE board in
developing the course profile and facilities throughout that area.
A second matter was raised for my
attention by the honourable member for
Forest Hill. It concerned the provision
of support services within the Education
Department. The honourable member
referred to widespread concern amongst
persons worlt'ing in this area at the
prospects for the future, and he made
Mr Fordham
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specific reference to the curriculum
services unit, the Library Services
Branch and the Audio-Visual Resources
Branch of the department.
It ought to be made clear that the
group that rai'sed a spectre over the
future of these important ingredients
of the Education Department was not
this Government but its predecessor.
As the hon...ourable member for Forest
Hill well knows, it was the decision of
the former M'inister of Educational
Services to cut back by 50 the number
of persons within the curriculum
services unit some months before the
election with no regard to the impact
that that would have on schools and
services. Further, he made it clear that
, he believed further cuts should be
instituted.
Similarly, it was not tbis Government
that determined to abol'ish the AudioVisual Resources Branch and to absorb
its functions within a wider organization, thus dimin'ishing the effectiveness
of its service to schools; it was the
former Government that set that action
in tra!in. The Government has countermanded the decision of the Liberal
Government, and it is sheer nonsense
and hyprocisy by the honourable member for Forest HUI to put this argument.
The honourable member had the gall
to raise the matter of the Library
Services Branch, where a similar position e~ists. I suggest that he should
talk ,to senior officers in that section
to see what they ,think of the record of
his Government on the future of the
central cataloguing service and other
areas in the Library Services Branch
over an extended period.
The honourable member spoke further
of ,the widespread concern of persons
working in support services. Widespread
concern would occur only if the Liberal
Party were back in office and had oversight of ,those support services. I know
what the attitude would then be of
people in Queensberry Street!
Against that background, I acknowledge the need for a clear definition of
developments in 1983 and beyond. As
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the honourable member mentioned, the
ma.tter i's under review within the Education Department and I referred to it at
question time today. We had determined
to review the cutbacks that arose from
decisions of the former Government
and are examining what can be done to
ensure the provision of adequate
services in future years. Opinions are
still coming forward from the branches
concerned and from the relevant teacher
unions referred to by the honourable
member for Forest Hill. I repeat what I
said at question time today: I hope the
matter will be finanized in the near
future.
A third matter was raised for my
attention by the honourable member for
Doncaster. It concerns primary school
No. 197 and the need to retain a fivemodule class-room at ·that school next
year. I will be pleased to examine the
impact of this removal and ·to assess
the basis of the decision made by officers
of the Education Department -in determining to re.move the facility.
Mr WilUams-They have not yet
decided; I am getting in first!
Mr FORDHAM-Then I shall attempt
to assess the bagis of the decision that
may be made! What an assiduous local
member represents this affluent suburb,
to use his own words.
I will ensure that no discrimination is
exercised against the children and the
good people of Doncaster, and I will
advise the honourable member accordingly.
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation)-The honourable
member for Wantirna raised with the
Premier his concern about the danger
of criminal elements-what he termed
Mafia elements-coming into the Victorian way of life. The Government
is equally as concerned as any other
party in this House that Victoria should
be protected from that sort of infiltration.
The honourable member ra'ised specifically the matter of Scientific Games of
America Pty Ltd, the ultimate parent
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body of the instant ticket operation
which is operated by TattersalIs, the
Totalizator Agency Board and other
areas such as chemists' shops. I understand that Scientific Games of America
Pty Ltd operates 85 per cent of the
world market in the specialized type
of instant ticket game, and I understand that the Bally organization has
some sort of control over the scientific
type of game. Other names have also
been bandied about. However, as I
said, Scientific Games of America Pty
Ltd controls 85 per cent of the world
market in this type of operation.
The South-East Asian rights in respect of the tickets are granted by
Scientific Games of America -Pty Ltd,
to the Instant Marketing organization,
the head of which is Mr Ken Roach,
who was with the Tattersalls organization until some years ago. In Victoria,
the licence for the printing is issued
to Herald Gravure Printers, -a subsidiary
of the Herald and Weekly Times Ltd.
The Treasurer and I spoke personally
to the Tattersalls organization and representatives of the Herald and Weekly
Times Ltd some weeks ago when there
was a whisper about a danger to the
security of the instant ticket operation.
Both organizations assured the Treasurer and ·me that there was no danger to
the security or integrity of the
scheme, -and they put that in
writing so that the Government
could be convinced on the matter.
I also personally contacted the Totalizator Agency Board, four to five weeks
also about the type of ticket 'it is selling
and whether it was the same type of
print and same type of manufacture.
The Totalizator Agency Board gave me
the utmost assurance that there was
no danger about the security of the
tic~et because it also was printed by
the Herald Gravure organization. That
is the story from the Government's
point of view.
As I said before, the Government is
aware of its responsibility to ensure
that the criminal elem-ent does not come
into Victoria in the gaming industry
or in any other sport, particularly in
the printing of these tickets.
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If the honourable member for Wantirna, the honourable member for Doncaster, or any member of the House,
has any information, I, the Treasurer,
and the Premier would be glad to hear
it, particularly if it related to the secur.;.
ity and goodwill of the gaming industry. If they want to raise any matter
with me, my door is open at any time
of the day or night.
Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)-The
honourable member for Morwell raised
the question of funding, particularly of
salaries, for the Cooinda Hill centre in
Traralgon. During a recent visit to the
Latrobe Valley this matter was discussed
with me and the matter of Commonwealth recurrent funding also was raised. At that stage, the centre had been
promised 100 per cent Commonwealth
funding in the first year, 75 per cent
in the second year, and· 50 per cent
from then on.
I am very concerned, not only· in
relation to CooindaHill, but elsewhere, that the Commonwealth Government has decided to cut back funding in the first year to 50 per cent. It
will affect the viability of a number of
important programmes for the mentally
retarded and disabled in this State. I will
be making representations to the Commonwealth Government to replace its
50 per cent proposal with what was
the situation beforehand, at least in the
short term, to enable those various
community groups to be able to continue and to cope financially.
The matter of future capital and recurrent commitments was raised with
me in the valley, and with me by the
honourable member for Morwell. The
view of the Government is that there
needs to be joint Commonwealth-State
development in this area to' ensure that
both programmes are operating together. They are not doing that, and
in the present circumstances I could
not tolerate a situation where the Commonwealth gets the plaque and we get
the cost. If the Commonwealth wants
the plaque it can bear a fair share of
the ongoing cost, and until it is prepared
to accept that proposition the Victorian
Government will have to continue to
persuade the Federal Government to a
more reasonable attitude.
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Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
referred to a tragic accident which
occurred this morning at Clyde Road
in Berwick. where eight passengers
and the driver of the train are in
hospital, but are not seriously injured.
although I understand the driver of the
tip-truck, on the last information I have.
is in hospital seriously injured.
From the information of the accident
I understand that the flashing lights
and bells were operating, and yet the
accident occurred nonetheless. From
my memory of the crossing, there
are no obvious problems of visibility.
We will have a report prepared of
what occurred at the time of the
,accident and we will review the
place that that crossing has in the
boom barrier programme. At present
it is in the third year of the 1984-85
programme to complete the installation of boom barriers at 40 intersections. The priorities in the programmes are based on accident records
of the past and on traffic volum'e. That
is as objective a way as possible to
establish a priority list but, as accidents happen, it is appropriate that
that priority list should be reviewed
and it will be done in respect of this
crossing and any other crossirtg where
any similar unfortunate accident occurs.
The honourable member for Gisborne raised the difficulty encountered
by the people who use the West Gate
Bridge prolifically. Other residents of
the western suburbs have written to me
indicating their inability to make use
of the car pooling concessions that are
available, and suggesting other means
that might be made available so that
they can use the bridge rather less
than the 60 cent rate of the book of
tickets.
I have taken' up the matter with the
Country Roads Board, which is responsible for the West Gate Bridge, and
will have a report back from it on the
implications that it may have. It is
fair to say to honourable members that
one is tom between differing objectives. On the one hand, the object of
car pooling is to reduce the number of
cars on the roads and the number of
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cars coming into the central business
district, thereby reducing the drain on
community resources. On the other
hand, there is a motivation to get as
many cars as possible over the bridge
in order to payoff the interest on the
bridge.
On balance, it is the view of the
Government that it should pursue the
objective of reducing the amount of
traffic coming into the central business
district, hence the introduction of car
pool vouchers. To the extent that those
objectives can be met, and at the same
time some equity can be provided to
people who use that bridge more regularly than others, we will review that
situation and I wiIl inform the honourable m'ember accordingly.
Mr SPYKER (Minister of Consumer
Affairs)-The honourable member for
Murray Valley raised with me the involvement of oil companies in retailing
and other outlets in rural Victoria and
the problems this has caused the industry. The Government is aware of
those particular problems. It set up a
special advisory committee to advise
the Government on the course of action
to take.
The honourable member has probably
taken a great deal of interest in that
area. It is very complex and detailed
decisions need to be made. He made
reference to the Wilkes-Amos Bill that
was introduced in 1980. The contents of
that Bill have gone to the special advisory committee for its consideration.

The Government is monitoring the
prices in country areas on a regular
basis and, when the information is
available from the special advisory
committee, the Government will be in
a position to take those matters into
consideration.
The honourable member for Monbulk raised with me the standard contract forms for purchasing new or
second-hand cars. Some difficulty has
occurred in trying to establish a standard contract form. I understand that
various State Governments over the
past six years have been trying to get
a uniform standard form throughout
Australia, but that has not been
achieved.
I agree with the honourable member
that the small print and the pin~ colour of the paper make it difficult to
read the conditions, unless one has a
magnifying glass. It is under active
consideration by my department.
The other point that the honourable
member raised was in relation to the
cooling-off period when purchasing new
and used cars. That is a contentious
issue in the industry and it will have
to be discussed with the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce and other
bodies that take an interest in it. It
will also have to be discussed by the
Motor Car Traders Committee. When a
conclusion has been reached, and the
Government has made a decision on it,
I will advise the honourable member
accordingly.
The House adjourned at 11.25 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
The foUowing answers to questions
on notice were circulated-

PRE-SCHOOLS IN COBURG AND
BROADMEADOWS
(Question No. 46)

Mr GAVIN (Coburg) asked the Minister of Health:
1. Which pre-schools in the municipalities
of Coburg and Broadmeadows have had their
applications for extension or alterations deferred?
2. What was the date of each application?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
Centre

City of CobW'l:
Brentwood Avenue ..
Dom Blackbum
..
Doris Blackbum
..
Turner Street
..
Derby Street..
.,
Lake Park .,
Lake Park ..
..
..
MerlynstoD ..
City of Broadmeadows:
..
Dallas Uniting
St Martins ..
..

Dale 0/
Application

Date Deferred

7 March 1977
21 March 1977
8 AulUSt 1977
29 July 1977
I September 1977
7 March 1978
17 March 1979
29 June 1977

5 April 1977
12 July 1977
12 April 1978
12 April 1978
12 April 1978
27 June 1978
1 May 1979
6 January 1978

29 July 1977
3 March 1978
16 November 1977 2. February 1978
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These are amongst many of such deferrals
which occurred during the period of the previous Government.

CHILDREN'S COURT HEARINGS
(Question No. 120)

. Mr GRAY (Syndal)
Attorney-General:

asked

2. In how many of such cases children were
represented by counsel?
3. In how many of such cases pleas of guilty
were entered?
4. In how many of such cases pleas of not
guilty were entered?

the

Mr CAIN (Attomey-General)-The
answer is:

In each of the past five years:
1. How many cases were heard at the Children's Court, Melboume?

The following statistics are provided in
answer to the above questions about cases
heard at the Children's Court, Melboume.

Calendtlr Year

1977

1978

1979

1980

1981

1. Number of cases heard
2. Number of such cases in which children were
represented by Counsel
3. Number of such cases where pleas of "guilty"
were entered
4. Number of such cases where pleas of "not guilty"
were entered

7553

7905

9675

10379

9568

2827

3384

4226

4651

4639

2453

2852

3466

4012

4067

374

532

760

639

572

MARIJUANA SMOKING
(Question No. 201)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
1. What is the estimated number of marijuana smokers in-Ca) Victoria; and (b) Australia, indicating in each case the sex, age
groups or other available classifications?
2. What medical evidence there is that marijuana may be directly linked with the spread
'of diseases, including salmonella, venereal disease and tuberculosis?
3. Whether he will institute a Health Commission study to make the public aware of these
dangers?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
1. (a) Victoria.
The number cannot be accurately estimated.
The surveys that have been done to seek
such information have been carried out in portions of the State only at anyone time and
have involved adolescents and young adults
only.
The latest such survey in Victoria was carried
out in 1979. It was a limited survey of Education Department school children only.
(Ref. CIA Survey of Drug Use by Students
in State Post-Primary Schools and Drug Education in Victoria"-for the Interdeparmental
Working Party on the Drug Problem in Victoria.)
A copy will be made available to the member is he doesn't already have a copy.
(b) Australia
There have not been any co-ordinated surveys
that would give this information.

2. In general terms, there is no confirmed
medical evidence for this.
If however, marijuana leaf has become contaminated with salmonella, while growing or
dryin~, it is possible for those preparing or
smokmg the marijuana to become infected. Two
such occurrences have been reported from the
United States of America.
3. Presumably the dangers referred to are
those of spreading infectious diseases.
As it has been shown marijuana is not, in
general terms a confirmed means of spreading
infection, there would be no point in mounting a public awareness campaign based on this.

FIR.E OUTBREAKS
(Question No. 273)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
What steps are being taken to strengthen
manp'0wer and material resources to combat
poSSible serious outbreaks of fire in the coming summer?

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) -The answer
is:
Because of the continuing dry weather conditions experienced throughout Victoria this
year, the Country Fire Authority has placed
all its fire brigades in a state of combat readiness in order that swift and effective action
may be' taken to suppress any outbreaks of
fire. These bi'ades are manned by 350 permanent firefi ters and 108 000 registered
volunteer fire ghters. In cases of serious outbreaks, the brigades can be supplemented by
engaging casual firefighters to assist in fire
suppression.

Questions on Notice
To date this yeer, the Authority has placed
in selVice 25 new water tankers and 43
pumper units and proposes to place in selVice
a further 62 new water tankers before the
end of the year. All radio bases have been
duplicated with stand-by I'fldios and ancillary
equipment and are provided with automatic
changeover to battery power in the event of
mains failure.

PESTICIDES IN FOODS AND
BEVERAGES
(Question No. 283)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
What steps he has taken to enforce regulations relating to pesticides and their residues
in common foods and universal beverages
such as sugared tea?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
The Minister of Health administers the Food
and Drug Standards Regulations 1966 which
prescribe limits for pesticides residues in foods
and beverages. A continuous sampling programme is in operation, and analyses are performed at the health laboratory. In recent
times all residues have been well below the
statutory limits including samples of tea.
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Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
Dr John May of the Microbiology Department, Latrobe University, is conducting the
only research project on Herpes Simplex n
within Victoria. The project is a scientific study
with an emphasis on diagnosis and possible
treatment and centres around an Antigen
uA.G.4" which is shared by Herpes Simplex II
and some cervical carcinoma cells. The nature
of the work raises the possibility of the development of a vaccine lD the long term. Or
May considers that more work is being done
in this field in Victoria than anywhere in Australia.

ALCOHOL CONTENT LABELLING
(Question No. 290)

Mr WlLLIAMS (Doncaster) asked
the Minister of Health:
Whether he will introduce legislation requiring the inclusion of the alcohol content
on drink container labels; if not, why?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:

INTERNATIONAL CODE OF
MARKETING OF BREAST FEED
SUBSTITUTES

Legislation is not necessary to implement
the recommendations of the National Health
and Medical Research Council on this subject. The Food Standards Committee has
approved the recommendations and the appropriate amendments to the Food and Drug
Standards Regulations, to require the inclusion
of alcohol content on drink container labels.
are being prepared.

(Question No. 286)

DOWNESSYNDROMETREATMENT

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:

(Question No. 298)

When he intends to introduce legislation to
implement the International Code of Marketing of Breast Feed Substitutes adopted at the
34th World Health Assembly?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
I understand this matter is, at present, being considered between the industry and the
National Health and Medical Research Council
to determine an alternative voluntary code and
I am seeking further advice on the proposed
code from my colleague, the Hon. J. J. Carlton,
M.P., Federal Minister for Health, since it
would appear that a national approach to this
matter is desirable.

HERPES SIMPLEX 11 RESEARCH
(Question No. 287)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
'
Whether any research projects concerning
Herpes Simplex 11 are being conducted in Victoria; if so. what projects; if not, whether he
will expedite such research?

Mr WlLLIAMS (Doncaster) asked
the Minister of Health:
1. Whether he is aware of the work of
Dr K. J. Roache, Elizabeth Street, Mossvale,
in the treatment of Oownes Syndrome?
2. Whether he will facilitate Or Roache's
treatment methods in Victoria; if not, why?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
1. Dr K. J. Roache of Elizabeth Street, Mossvale, practices animal brain cell treatment
for children with Downes Syndrome and
other associated medical techniques.
The Minister is aware of the work of Dr
K. J. Roache.
2. The Minister will not facilitate Dr
Roache's treatment methods in Victoria as
it is considered that the treatment is unorthodox and of unproven value. At the
request of the New South Wales Health
Commission and Foundation 41, the animal
treatment was evaluated by the National
Health and Medical Research Council and the
Australian Drug Evaluation Committee, at
their 91st session in 1980, and they found
that it had no therapeutic value whatsoever.
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SPRINKLER EQUIPMENT FOR
IRRIGATION

Mr WILKES {Minister for Local
Government)-The answer supplied by
the Minister of Agriculture is:
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(Question No. 329)

Locust outbreaks in Victoria are due to
migration of locust swarms into the State from
the neighbouring States, especially New South
Wales. The Australian Plague Locust Commission has the responsibility of preventing, where
What steps the Minister is taking to assist possible, the migration of such swarms. Finanfarmers to introduce ~ophisticated new cial assistance for these control activities is
sprinkler equipment which is alleged to reduce provided by the Commonwealth and several
considerably the amount of water needed in State governments including Victoria which
irrigation?
contributed over $100 000 for locust control
year. In spite of these control measures
Mr WILKES (Minister for Local last
and particularly during severe plagues in New
Gov~mment)-The answer supplied by
South Wales, some locust swarms may still
the Minister of Agriculture is:
enter Victoria and create local problems for
some growers.
Many new items of irrigation equipment apThe Department of Agriculture's Plague
pear from time to time. The -Department of
Agriculture maintains a watching brief on these . Locust Committee has made contingency plans
and provides advice to landowners on their to deal with this situation. The Department
advantages and disadvantages for particular has seconded its most experienced officer in
applications. The department has acted alone locust control to the Australian Plague Locust
and in conjunction with the Victorian Irriga- Commission, and will receive from him regular
tion Research and Promotion Organization in reports on the likelihood and' nature of any
bringing new irrigation techniques to notice threat to Victoria. In addition, a number of
staff have undergone training with the Austhrough field days and demonstrations.
tralian Plague Locust Commission in locust surIt should be noted that sprinkler irrigation vey and control, and they have been located at
systems mostly involve high capital costs and strategic points along the Murray Valley at
any investment in such equipment in order to Mildura, Robinvale, Swan Hill and Rutherglen.
change current pra..ctice, must be able to ser- There is backup staff in Benalla and HOl'Sham,
vice the additional funds required.
and also staff in Melbourne who could be
upon, if required, to give advice on locust
In addition, the use of "sophisticated new called
control. Agnotes describing the biology and
sprinkler equipment" does not necessarily lead how
control plague locusts are available
to a reductIon in the amount of water needed from to
departmental offices.
in irrigation. If, for example, the whole soil
surface of an orchard or vineyard is wetted
The policy of the Victorian Government is
there will be very little difference in the water that control of plague locusts, after they have
needed to meet the plant's requirement. As settled on land or crops in Victoria, is the
the proportion of the soil surface wetted re- respOnsibility of the landholder or public authduces there is a potential for a reduction in ority whose land becomes infested. In view of
the water needs but these will only become a Victoria'. financial contribution to the Ausreality if the producer uses the same criteria tralian Plague Locust Commission, no addifor applying water before and after the change. tional finance by the Victorian Government to
Mostly he does. Installation of "sophisticated locust control within Victoria is contemplated,
new equipment" is usually associated with and therefore the cost of control must be met
improved technology in assessing plant water by the landholder. The Department of Agrineeds and may involve the producer in using culture will be able to assist by providing up
more water-albeit with improved response.
te date information on the locust threat, adThere are also other measures which are vising on whether or not control is warranted,
the most appropriate control procedure
being widely introduced into the flood irrigation and
system, such as land forming, laser controlled to use.
grading and drainage water re-use, which can
greatly improve the efficiency with which irrigaQUESTIONS ON NOTICEtion water is used.

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked
the Minister for Local Government, for
the Minister of Agriculture:

PREPARATION OF ANSWERS

PLAGUE LOCU$T OUTBREAKS

(Question No. 773)

(Question No. 330)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister for Local Government, for the
Minister of Agriculture:
What recent steps the Minister has taken to
cope with the possibility of outbreaks of plague
locusts in the coming summer?

Whether any instructions have been issued
regarding the preparation of answers to questions on notice; if so, what are the details of
such instructions; if not, whether such instructions will be issued and details provided to
Parliament?

Questions on Notice
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Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:

The only instructions issued regarding the
preparation of answers to questions on notice
ia that they should be answered as quickly
as possible. No further instructions will be
issued.

Representations for a review of staff have
been made. By way of example action has
been taken to ensure provision of additional
mental retardation regional staff. Similarly,
the commission's 1982-83 budget submissions
include manpower considerations.

HEALTH COMMISSION REVIEWS

HEALTH COMMISSION MONITORING
DEVICES

(Question No. 775)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:

(Question No. 782)

Mr WlLLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:

Whether any steps were taken by the Minister on appointment to office to revise the
aims and objectives of departments, authorities
and agencies within his administration for
implementation-(a) during the life of the
49th Parliament; and (b) the 50th and succeeding Parliaments; if so, what steps; if not,
whether he will now take such action?

Whether any steps have been taken to install
monitoring devices in departments, authorities
and agencies within his administration to record
length, time and destination of outward telephone calls and the extension from which
each call was made; if so, what steps; if not,
why?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:

Review of the aims and objectives of the
Health Commission and related authorities and
agencies is an on-going process. Upon taking
office steps were taken to ensure that the
aims and objectives of bodies in my administration were revised in accordance with the
well documented policies released by the Australian Labor Party prior to the 3 April election.
Examples of action taken recently include
development of a ten-year capital works programme, review of the role and objectives
of the School Dental Service and a reassessment of the aims, organization and management of Tuberculosis Services in Victoria.

No steps have been taken to install monitoring devices on telephones in areas within my
administration. Existing switchboard facilities
provide these details in respect of trunk line
calls made. An extension of these facilities
to local calls is considered to be unnecessary.

APPOINTMENT OF MANAGEMENT
CONSULTANTS
(Question No. 776)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
In what circumstances and on whose authority management consultants were engaged
to hire Ministerial staff and what fees were
paid?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
No management consultants were engaged to
assist in the selection of Ministerial staff.

HEALTH COMMISSION PURCHASES
(Question No. 785)

Mr WlLLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
1. What purchases were made by the departments, authorities and agencies within his administration in 1981-82-(0) within Victoria;
(b) interstate; and (c) overseas?
2. Whether the Minister will make a commitment to implement a procurement policy of
positive discrimination in favour of Victorian
small business?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
I am not prepared to devote scarce resources
to cetegories purchasing details throughout
what is a multi-million dollar organization.
The vast majority of health service purchases
were placed within Victoria and the commission abides by various Government policies
which aim to develop Victorian Industry.

REVIEW OF STAFF

ORGANIZATION, METHOD AND
STAFF REVIEWS

(Question No. 780)

(Question No. 788)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:,

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:

Whether the Minister has made any representations for a review of staff in departments,
authorities and agencies within his administration; if not, why?

1. What steps the Minister has taken since
taking office to "stretch" the taxpayers' dollar
through-( a) organization and method reviews; and (b) staff reviews?
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2. What expenditures have been curtailed,
and revenues increased, as a result of such
reviews?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
Organization and staff reviews have been
undertaken in a number of areas, including a
review of the role and objectives of the School
Dental Service and a reassessment of the aims,
objectives, organization and management of
Tuberculosis Services.
The review of the School Dental Service for
example, aims to provide a service to all
school children rattier than to only 20 per
cent of the school population. This improved
service will be achieved within existing cost
parameters.
The honourable member will be aware that
owing to years of neglect a great deal of work
is required, to ensure value for money and
to· stretch the taxpayers' dollar.
A number of other reviews of services within my administration are to be implemented e.g.
the view on Children's Services.

Questions on Notice

FORMS ISSUED BY THE HEALTH
COMMISSION
(Question No. 976)

Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster) asked the
Minister of Health:
Whether he is taking action to ensure that
all forms issued by departments, authorities
and agencies within his administration conform to the requirements of social relevance
and language comprehension in 1982; if so,
what action; if not, whether he will take such
action?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)The answer is:
I have not yet had the opportunity to
examine all of the many forms issued by the
Health Commission and associated agencies
and authorities.
I would be happy to receive advice from the
honourable member as to which forms he considers should be revised f·rom the viewpoint
of social relevance and language comprehension in 1982, and details as to the manner in
which such revision should occur.

Questions without Notice
Wednesday, 13 October 1982
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) took the chair -at 11.5 a.m.
and read the prayer.
QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
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anybody else. I regard this as most
unfair to -a whole range of persons who
have been appointed by the Government, or reappointed to appointments
made by the previous Government. It
throws a cloud over a large number of
people.

Yesterday in this place there were
rumours which I regard as being undesirable. If ,members of the Opposition
GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS
have
any hard information, I ask them
Mr THOMPSON (Leader of the Opposition)-In view of the publication of to give it now in this House or wherthe McCabe-Lafranchi report commis- ever they choose, but give it so that
sioned by the previous Liberal Govern- proper steps can be taken. That is the
ment and of the Premier's trenchant least that the Government and persons
criticism of those involved in tax appointed by the Government can ask
evasion and avoidance schemes, and from the Opposition, and I say that
in view of the Premier's extraordinary they should do it right now.
adm-ission at question time yes'terday
I have been asked what steps will
that he had failed to develop any mech- be taken, and I assure the House that
anism for checking involvement in every step will be taken 1n regard to
these schemes when making appoint- any information provided by the Oppoments to Cabinet and to senior Govern- sition or anyone else. I am aware of
ment positions through the Governor the procedures that operate ,informally
in Council, will he indicate whether by direction of 'a previous Premier, Sir
overnight he has given directions to Rupert Hamer, and returns have been
rectify this grave omission, how the given to me in accordance with that.
new scheme will apply and whether A number of steps can be taken; in
it will apply to both Governor inCoun- the long run one comes back to what
cil and Cabinet appointments?
people tell one, unless one chooses to
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have given set up a vetting process or committee
consideration to a number of matters to investigate people's financial position.
that were raised yesterday, the most im- The Leader of the National Party sugportant of which I regard as being asser- gests, by interjection a pro forma
tions made in this place regarding certain individuals appointed by the Gov- investigation.
ernment. Yesterday, in answer to a
Thought is being given to what
question, I invited the Leader of the should be conta·ined in it. What I am
Opposition to offer the names of any concerned about is that broad allegapersons whom he or his colleagues re- tions are being made against a whole
garded as being involved in these
matters, and, therefore, by implication, range of people, reinforced in the media
unfit to serve the Government. I rein,- by suggestions that there were names
forced that invitation by letter yester- to be named, and nothing has been
day. As the bells were ringing this forthcoming.
morning I received from the Leader
Again I say that if there are ~y
of the Opposition a reply which I have
read quickly and which offers no in- assertions that should be 'investigated
. by the Government, please let us have
formation of the kind sought.
them now. I give an assurance that
I am concerned that, in a serious
matter of this kind, these m-atters whatever is put to ,the House will be
should be allowed to proceed in this properly investigated. I believe any
way. In his reply, the Leader of the person who is so affected would wish,
Opposition did not make any suggestion having regard to the rumours that
about any name or names that should were circulating yesterday, that this be
be investigated by the Government or done without delay.
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PAY-ROLL TAX
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the
National Party)-I refer the Treasurer
to the continuing saga of the Victorian
Football League clubs and their payroll tax obligations. Can the honourable gentleman give an undertaking to
the House that, when he eventually
settles this matter, he will make a
statement setting out how much is
owed by each of the eleven league
clubs, what penalties are to be imposed
for late payment, what interest is to be
imposed on the amount and the terms
given to the clubs for payment?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-As I have
indicated to the House, the Government's settlement of this matter will be
on the same basis that would apply to
a private organization. I can give an
undertaking 'that, when the matter is
settled, I will give an explanation to
the Parliament.
VICTORIAN COMMONWEALTH
GAMES TEAM
Mrs RAY (Box' Hill)-Can the
Premier advise the House what action
the Government proposes to take to
honour Victorian members of the Commonwealth Games Team?

Questions without Notice
I take this opportunity of expressing
the GO"tTernment's congratulations to
everybody mvoo.ved in the fine presentation at Brisbane and to the large number c f Victorian athletes and officials
involved-some 85 in all-who will be
our gnests at the function on 15 November. I hope 'as many honourable
members as possible will a~:~end and
join with the children of this State in
meeting hose fine athletes who did so
much for Victoria -and Australia.
I

The

SPEAKER

Edmunds~rde.r!

(the Hon. C. T.
I hereby give my

consent.
TAX EVASION
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-Following the Premier's earlier replies to questions
concerning
"bottom - of - the harbour" schemes and tax avoidance
and evasion, -and in view of his indicationthat he is aware of returns concerning their private interests supplied
by senior Government appointees, can
the honourable gentleman
advise
whether he has instituted any checking
of those returns against the references
m'ade in the McCabe-Lafranchi report
or any other reports; if so, did he
institute those checks before yesterday
or does he intend to do so as of yesterday?

Mr CAIN (Premier)-The returns that
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have had dis- have been given to me have been con<:ussions with the general manager of sidered not only in respect of the
the Commonwealth Games team, Mr matters to which the honourable memJim Barry, this morning. He supports ber refers but also in respect of other
the Government's announced intention matters.
to have a reception or function for the
'.
.,.
athletes. Also involved in that function MINISTRY OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS
will be children who are the potential
ADVERTISING CAMPAIGN
,
<:hampions of the future. The suggestion
Mr HANN (Rodney}-Can -the Minis that the children involved should be ister of Consumer Affairs advise
aged between ten and fif.teen and should whether it isa fact that the Ministry
be associated with the seven principal of Consumer Affairs is currently mountsports that were included in the Com- ing 'an advertising campaign and has
monwealth Games.
also sent letters to persons who are
so-called protected tenants advising
Subject to your consent, Mr Speaker, them that there is to be a change in
and that of the President, the suggested the law and that they 'are to be provenue is Queen's Hall in this buHding. tected as a result of a Bill that has
The date suggested is 15 November and been presented to Parliament; if so,
honourable members will be advised of what is the budget for the campaign
the details.
and does the Minister consider that

Questions without Notice
these activities may be in contempt of
Parliament as the Bill has yet to be
debated?
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-Order! The Deputy Leader
of the National Party has asked for an
opinion from the Minister. The honourable member may care to reframe the
question.
Mr HANN-Which part sought an
opinion?
The SPEAKER-Order! The latter
part.
Mr HANN-:-I shall repeat the question. Is it a fact that the Ministry of
Consumer Affairs is currently mounting an advertising campaign regarding
the Residential Tenancies (Amendment)
Bill, which has been introduced into
this Parliament, suggesting that protected tenants will be protected in the
future? If so, what is the budget for
the campaign and is it a fact that it is
in contempt of Parliament because the
Bill has not yet been debated?
The SPEAKER-Order! The first part
of the question is in order.
Mr SPYKER (Minister of Consumer
Affairs) -The Ministry of Consumer
Affairs is conducting an advertising
campaign. The Government felt that it
was only right that protected tenants
be advised of the policy of the Govemment and the proposed legislation.
However, landlords were also provided
with the same information. Unlike the
former Government, which attempted
to hide the rights of tenants behind the
bushel, this Government has acted
openly in the area of protected tenancy reform and has moved to protect
the rights of tenants.
Surely persons who are, on average,
74 years of age and who, on average,
have lived in their rented homes for
an average of 43 years, have some
tenancy security. Those persons should
be informed that they will not be
thrown out onto the str~ets, as was
proposed to be done by the former
Government. The Government has
acted to protect the rights of those
persons who have worked hard for
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Australia so that they can remain in
their rented homes for the last few
years of their lives. The Government
has acted with passion and understanding of the rights of those persons
to ensure that they are not thrown
onto the streets on 9 November. That is
why the Government has conducted the
advertiSing campaign to which the
honourable member for Rodney has
referred.
FIRE SERVICES
Mr F. P. SHEEHAN (Ballarat South)
-Is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services aware of statements on
the fire services review which were
attributed to the Chairman of the
Country Fire Authority and, if so, can
he inform the House on the position of
that review?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) -The honourable member for Ballarat South would
have in mind an article on the Country
Fire Authority which appeared in the
Melbourne Herald on 7 October under
the by-line of a Mr Alan Tate. I want
to say at the outset that it appears
that that article was a balanced, objective and commonsense account of the
situation as Mr Tate found it.
Unfortunately, in the course of the
article it was said that the Country
Fire Authority had told the Government
that the objective of integration of fire
services at the administrative and m:anagement levels could not be achieved
while retaining the support and participation of volunteer fire fighters in
the fire services. I was concerned by
that statement because I had received
no such advice from the authority. I
checked back with the chairman and
he confirmed that no such advice had
been given.
It may be that a misunderstanding
had come about because, later in the
same article, a Mr John BarkJy is
referred to as the Secretary of the
- Country Fire Authority, although, of
course, he does not occupy that position.
The Government wholeheartedly and
unequivocally supports the role played
in Victoria's fire services by volunteer
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fire fighters. It is acting to ensure that
those volunteer fire fighters are given
all the backup and support that they
need in order to continue exercising
the magnificent role and contribution
that traditionally they have made to
fire protection in this State.
I believe everybody who has had
contact with the Public Service Board
management study review team, which
is currently examining the administrative and managerial integration of
the services, has been impressed by
the sincerity, objectiveness and. impartiality with which the investigation
has been carried out. I believe the
people have confidence that, when the
report of that team is brought down
towards the end of this month, it will
reflect those qualities that have been
brought to the review process itself.
TAX EVASION

Mr KENNETT (Burwood)-Did the
Premier make a public statement yesterday that some persons who had
applied for senior Government positions
had been put aside by a Minister and,
if so, was the reason for that tax evasion, tax avoidance and involvement in
"bottom-of-the-harbour" schemes?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The answer is
that some persons have not been
accepted for positions for which they
were recommended because they were
regarded as being unsuitable.
DIABETIC SERVICES
Mr SHELL (Geelong West)-Can the
Minister of Health advise the House
what action the Government has taken
concerning services for diabetics and
what representations the Government
has made to the Federal Government
in this regard?

Mr ROPER (Minister of Health)I was fortunate to' be at the public
meeting on Monday to launch Diabetics
Week and it was an impressive occasion to be with a group of people in
the community who were working hard
to help themselves. They are also receiving significant State funds; during
this fil)ancial year some $57000 has

Questions without Notice
been made available under the community health programme and, in addition, the Government has provided
some funds from the family life programme to enable additional nursing
services to be added. The State Government certainly supports the activities of Diabetics Week and of the
foundation.
The second part of the honourable
member's question relates to the fact
that the Federal Government is still
not allowing. disposable syringes or
Ames reaction strips to be part of the
national health service. This is of concern to the State Government because
although diabetics are receiving insulin
under the national health service, the
syringes that they require to inject
that insulin cost a great deal of money.
Over the years many families have
come to me about the problem. When
in Opposition on behalf of the Labor
Party I made representations to the
Commonwealth Government to take
action in that area. It declined to do so.
My Federal colleague, Dr Blewett, has
made it clear that an incoming Hayden
Government will act in that area.
We are also concerned about the
30 per cent duty on syringes imported
from the United States of America,
which seems to penalize a group of
people in the community who have
many difficulties because of their illness and who could lead normal and
productive lives if given Government
support. This Government believes it
should continue to expand the support
given to diabetics in the community.
We hope the Commonwealth will do
the right thing and place both these
items on the national health scheme list
so that diabetics and particularly the
disadvantaged can take advantage of
these resources; we also hope that the
duty is reconsidered so that people do
not have to pay too much for the
syringes that they require.
CASINOS
Mr WILUAMS (Doncaster)-I refer
the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services to evidence given yesterday
by the head of the police operations

Questions without Notice
branch, Chief Superintendent Waiters,
that no permanent casinos are operating in Melbourne. I ask the Minister:
Is it not a fact that Charlie Wooton has
been operating a permanent casino in
St Kilda for the past fourteen years?
If the Minister has no knowledge of
this matter, will he seek the advice of
the Bureau of Criminal Intelligence and
report back to this House?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) -I do not
have the advantage of criminal associations as the honourable member for
Ooncaster has in these matters. However, some weeks ago I raised with the
Chief Commissioner the question of
whether any casinos are in business in
Melbourne and I received the same information which Mr Waiters gave to
the inquiry yesterday.
SPORTING INJURIES
Mr McGRATH (Lowan)-I ask the
Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation whether he has received a submission from the Victorian Branch of the
Australian Sports Medicine Federation.
In that submission the federation is
seeking an accreditation for personnel
who are engaged in administering sports
medicine and also accreditation for the
facilities where that treatment will be
carried out on people who are engaged
in organized sport. Jf the Minister has
received the submission, what action is
his department intending to take in
regard to that submission?
Mr TREZISE (M'inister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation) -Yes, I and my
department have received a submission
from the Victorian Branch of the Australian Sports Medicine Federation on
the subject. We are also aware of the
physical education people in Victoria,
who are also concerned.

As the honourable member pointed
out, a number of unqualified people are
treating not only sporting injuries but
also injuries to people who engage in
recreation of all kinds, even young
children who may, for example, injure
an ankle in the backyard, and these
unqualified people are giving treatment
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and advice about injuries. The Australian Sports Medicine Federa,tion is a
commendable body. It is a world-wide
body that has as Vice President in Victoria, Or Jack Refshauge.
I am also concerned with the new
elements coming into sport, people who
call themselves motivators, experts,
psychologists, and so· on, without any
training and knowledge, and they treat
and advise people and receive money.
It could be dangerous to treat young
children as it could lead to permanent
injury. J.t may affect not only the person
being treated but there could also be
legal liability against the person who
carried out the treatment in the first
place.
It is a good submission, and I hope to
be able to bring about some progressive
and safeguarding move to the people
who are injured and the people treating
those who are injured to ensure that
Victoria has a better and safer deal in
the future than it has in the past.

TRANSPORT TASK FORCE
Mr SIDIROPOULOS (Richmond)-I
direct my question to the Minister of
Public Works. The Government has set
up a State Government transport task
force to make recommendations on how
to achieve more economic use of Government vehicles. Can the Minister
advise the House what progress has
been made on this matter?
Mr SIMPSON (Minister of Public
Works) -It is correct that in the very
early weeks of the new Cain Labor
Government there was set up under my
Ministership a task force to examine
economies that could be made from
more efficient use of the Government
transport fleet. As all honourable members know, I think 'in the first month the
Premier instructed that when all lUxury
motor cars from certain categories had
exhausted their mileages they were not
to be replaced with cars of that standard.
That was a clear indication of a particular degree where there were to be
economies.
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However, the transport committee
that has been established by the Government has as chairman a senior representative from the Public Works Department. Members of this commUtee also
are made up of representatives from the
Police Department, the Ministry of
Transport, the Ministry for Economic
Development, the Department of the
Premier and also from the Treasury.
Honourable members will be aware
that the previous Administration had a
Government Motor Transport Committee, which confined its activities to motor
vehicles contained within Government
departments. I have broadened this inquiry to contain statutory authorities and
Government agencies. This will, in my
opinion, double the breadth that this
inquiry will cover. It is expected that the
committee will be looking at vehicles in
excess of $18000, which could have had
an approximate cost of $144 million.
It is also suggested that Government vehicles could be used to
the extent of more than 1 million
kilometres a day, and operating cost to
the State in excess of $30 million a year.
As it involves a multi-million dollar
programme, it is logical for the Government to carry out a thorough investigation to determine what economies can be gained in this area. Two
interim reports have been presented to
me and I expect that a further and
final report will be made some time
in December.
WEST GATE BRIDGE
Mr SMITH (Warrnambool)-I ask the
Minister of Transport: Are qualified
people measuring the movement, particularly in substance, on the West
Gate Bridge? Have those people reported on their findings recently and
has the Minister read their reports?
Do any movements cause concern on
the bridge and can all reports be tabled
for the benefit of honourable members?
Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)Qualified people who were employees
of the West Gate Bridge Authority and
who are now employees of the Country
Roads Board have the job of monitoring the performance of the West Gate

Questions without Notice
Bridge. I am not aware of any reports
that have been given to me on the
matter that ought to cause concern
either to me Or to the honourable
member for Warrnambool, but I will
certainly discuss the matter with the
honourable member immediately after
question time.
VICTORIAN ARTS CENTRE
Mr NEWTON (Bennettswood)-Will
the Minister for the Arts inform the
House of the completion date of the
Victorian Arts Centre?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the
Arts ) -The House will be aware of the
considerable frustration and disappointment that the community has experienced in the past as a result of the
delays in the completion of the arts
centre and the escalating costs associated with those delays. The Arts Centre
Trust has given consideration to the
matter and I am delighted to be able
to advise the House that as a result
of the work by the trust it appears
possible for the centre to be opened
early in 1984. As a result, it should
be possible for final costs to be contained within the $200 million mark.
MELBOURNE CITY COUNCIL
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-Is the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services aware of a letter dated 27 September 1982 from the Melbourne
Voters Action which is signed by a
distinguished member of the Labor
Party, Winsome McCaughey? It makes
serious allegations of faction problems
in the Labor Party, including allegations of payola operating for preselection for the forthcoming Melbourne
City Council elections. Will the Minister take immediate action to examine
the letter by obtaining a copy from the
Premier, who has already received the
letter, and arrange fora senior officer
of the Police Force immediately to carry
out an urgent investigation into these
serious allegations?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) -I am not
aware of the letter to which the honourable member referred, nor am I

Petition
aware that, in the terms in which he
refers to it, it would be a matter' under
my jurisdiction. If any complaints of
illegal conduct or breaches of the law
are made to me or to the Victoria
Police Force, they will be investigated
in full.
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Labor and Industry, the Crown Solicitor's Office and insurance organizations
to the committee to work out a more
definite proposal to bring about some
sort of achievement in this regard.
PETITION
The Clerk-I have received the follOwing petition for presentation to
Parliament:
~

RAILWAY ACCIDENT
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-My
question to the Minister of Transport
Sunday hotel trading hours
relates to a rail accident that occurred
earlier this year at Bamawartha in
To THE HONOURABLE, THE SPEAKER AND
north eastern Victori~ when the Spirit MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN
of Progress collided with a goods train. PARUAMENT ASSEMBLE~:
Has a report been prepared on that
PETITION FROM TIiE UNDERSIGNED
CITIZENS OF VICTORIA
accident and, if so, will it be tabled
in Parliament?
Petitioning against the extension of liquor
trading hours by licensed hotels to include
Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)- Sunday trading. (
Reports have certainly been preparec.
We view . with concern and misgiving the
but the inquest has not yet been carried proposed
extension < of hours for th~ following
out. I t is necessar y for a coroner's reasons:
inquest to be conducted before any
'The iocial implication of secularizatioo of
reports can be made public. A report Sunday.
th~ attempt to encourage increased
was placed on my deski this week iri- cOnsumption of alcohol and the additional
dicating the date, but I cannot remem- burden of Sunday working entailing serious
ber it. The inquest is due to be com- disruption -to family life.
pleted in the next few weeks, or
Your petitioners pray that the House will
somewhere around that time, and I take action to prevent the extension of hotel
will report to the House accordingly trading hours on Sundays and your peti,tioners,
after the Coroner has reported his as 'in duty bound. will ever pray.
findings.
By Mr Delzoppo (103 signatures)
It was ordered that the petition be
INSURANCE
~
laid on the table.
Mr STIRLING (Williamstown)-I ask
COMMAND PAPER
the Minister for Youth, Sport and
Recreation what action is being taken
Mr CAIN (Premier) presented, by
to allow sporting organizations to ade- command of His Excellency the Goverquately insure their participants, nor, the report of the Police Departofficials and coaches with various ment for the year 1981.
insurance firms at reasonable cost?
It was ordered that the report be
Mr TREZISE (M'inister for Youth, laid on the table.
Sport and Recreation) -Consideration
has been given to recommending that
MOTOR CAR (REGISTRATION AND
the Workers Compensation Act be
DRIVERS'
LICENCES) BILL
t
amended to not exempt sports people
Mr CRABB (Minister of Transport)
who earn in excess of $180 a week
but, in all fairness, the previous Gov- moved for leave to bring in a Bill to
ernment appointed a sub-committee to amend the Motor Car Act 1958 with
look at the whole subject. I personally respect to registration and drivers'
believe that membership of the sub- licences, to amend the Motor Car
committee was not wide enough and (Drivers' Licences) Act 1981 and for
I intend to broaden it by appointing. other purposes.
senior members of the Department of
The motion was agreed to.
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The Bill was brought in and read a
first time.

Appropriation Bills

former Opposition in its attempt to
win office and the general economy of
Australia and Victoria, in particular.
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION BILL
During the previous sessional period,
before the election, the former OpposiMr CAIN (Premi~r) moved for leave tion denigrated the State of Victoria.
to bring in a Bill to give the members The former Opposition said that the
of the public rights of access to official population was dropping and that undocuments of the Government of Vic- employment was high. It pointed out
toria and of its agencies and for other how badly pensioners were treated and
purposes.
how small businesses were going bankrupt. The criticism and denigration of
The motion was agreed to.
Victoria was endless. We now find
The Bill was brought in and read- a according to the Budget documents that
first time.
a different situation has emerged. The
Government is now prepared to admit
that in the financial year 1980-81 a
APPROPRIATION (1982-83, No. 1)
strong financial growth took place in
BILL AND WORKS AND SERVICES
the Victorian economy. The GovernAPPROPRIATION BILL
ment also admitted that in the latter
The debate (interrupted on the pre- half of the financial year 1981-82 the
vious day) on the motion of Mr Jolly Victorian economy has weakened sig(Treasurer) for the second reading of nificantly. This is the time when the
these Bills was resumed.
Labor Party took over the Treasury
benches.
The Government further
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds) - Order! The honourable pointed out that for 1982-83 prospects
member has 19 minutes in which to are not encouraging. Nevertheless the
Government said that in the years when
complete his remarks.
Victoria was supposedly poorly manMr TANNER (Caulfield)-Last night aged, the economy had greater resiliI mentioned that the Government had ence than that of other States.
attempted to minimize public scrutiny
We started to discover the first pubof the Budget through various man- lic recognition by the Government that
oeuvres.
The
Government
also the Victorian economy and the State
attempted to curtail Opposition critic- of Victoria was not in the downward
ism of the various features of the spiral that was gloomily forecast time
Budget by combining the Appropriation and time again by the Australian Labor
Bill and the Works and Services Appro- Party in the lead-up to the election. The
priation Bill and by various other mav- Australian Labor Party also said that
oeuvres, such as bringing· down the the population of Victoria was falling.
Budget prior to the Show Day holiday. However, the Budget documents illusThe Budget was introduced prior to a trate that in 1981 Victoria had a higher
recess which had been scheduled for proportionate increase in population
the following week. In addition, when than for the previous seven years. The
the Budget debate was finally resumed, net interstate migrations of Victorians
in an attempt to minimize the impact was actually lower than it had been
of criticism from the OppoSition. the for years. Employment in the period
Government introduced proposed alter- from 1979 to 1981 showed that employations to the liquor licenCing laws.
ment generally in Victoria was higher
No doubt the Government hoped that than in the rest of Australia.
Victoria was in the fortunate posithese manoeuvres would divert some
of the attention of the news media tion of generally having an unemployaway from the contributions of the ment rate of less than 6 per cent of the
Opposition. Of course, the Budget must work force, whereas virtually all other
be seen in the context of the lead-up States-especially States such as Tasto its final presentation. One must mania-had far higher rates of unemreflect on the election campaign of the ployment.
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Nevertheless, that was not the picture presented to Victorians by the Australian Labor Party prior to the election.
one can imagine the thoughts of the
electorate in. the lead-up to the election.
The electorate must have believed the
claims of the Australian Labor Party
to be true when they were repeated
time and time again in the lead-up
to the election.
We now find tha t Victoria has a
better employment rate generally than
other States and that the inflation rate
has tended to be at least comparable
with, if not lower than, that of other
States. This situation is not likely to
continue and the Government expects
inflation in Victoria to increase later
this year. It is important that the Government recognize these points, because
Budget Document No. 5 states that the
industrial sector is Significantly exposed
to pressure from imports and the competitive cost structure is critical to the
viability of its operation.
That is most important because,
as I pointed out earlier in the Budget
debate, one of the weak features of
the Budget is the expectation that wage
increases in the public sector will be
kept to 15 per cent. At the same time
the Government expects the wage increases in the private sector to be kept
to 12·5 per cent. The Government
would be well aware of the experience
of the former Federal Government from
1972 to 1975 when the then Minister
for Labor, Mr Cameron, used the public
sector as a wage base pace-setter, during which time the serious wages explosion occurred.
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office. All honourable members can remember the remarks made by the
Premier when in Opposition during the
Budget Debate last year. At the time,
the former Leader of the Opposition
shed a few tears about how the former
Government intended to phase out
probate duty. The former Leader of the
Opposition said that the Liberal Party
Government was "copping out" of this
tax. That statement ought to be brought
to the attention of the public because
the Premier is refusing to make a commitment about whether the Labor Party
will introduce probate duty in the next
Parliament.
Last year in the Budget debate, the
former Leader of the Opposition said
that a Labor Government would introduce an immediate incentive to job
creation through an employment grant
of 10 per cent of average weekly earnings to all firms in the private sector
which increase their total level of
employment.
According to the Budget documents,
the Premier has completely reneged on
that promise. One promise has been
kept: The former Leader of the Opposition said the Government would double
the levy on the Esso-BHP and liquefied
petroleum gas pipeline. As I pointed
out, this is one of the foundations of
clay in the Budget because the pipeline
levy fee .is now under challenge in the
High Court.
If that challenge succeeds-as some
forecast it will-$66 million worth of
expenditure, which the Government intended to use for capital works, will
be unavailable. Additionally, during last
year's Budget debate, the former Leaaer
A similar occurrence will take place of the Opposition said-referring to the
in Victoria if the Government allows 10 per cent gas price rise foreshadowed
the public sector to have higher wage in that Budget-that gas charges would
increases than is available to the pri- be reduced to 6 per cent under a Labor
vate sector. Sooner or later, the private Government. What is the situation tosector will have a corresponding reac- day? Gas prices are to rise an average
tion and demand to be on a par with of 18·5 per cent.
public sector employees.
I am a little cynical as I believe it is
In addition, a further context in probable that the actual increase to
which the Budget must be examined, the average consumer will be far more.
in conjunction with the lead-up to the
The Premier stated that a Labor
election, is the promises made by the Government would restructure the elecLabor Party in its efforts to attain tricity and gas tariffs. It has certainly
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restructured electricity tariffs. They
are rising, on average, by 15 per cent.
Again, I am a little cynical about that.
I believe the increase will be higher.
The Premier said that a Labor Government would control building society
interest rates. They are now the highest
they have even been, so that is how
that promise was honoured.
The Premier also said that a Labor
Government would abolish stamp duty
on first home purchases up to $50000.
However, he was coy in not mentioning
the qualification that the benefit would
begin to be removed at an income
barrier of $18000 a year and once the
income level reached $21 000 a year
the purchaser would not be eligible
for the benefit at all. As honourable
members know, unless one is in receipt
of an income of at least that magnitude, one is not in the market to buy
a house.
The Premier said that a Labor Government would review health charges.
Honourable members know how the
Government has reviewed health
charges: They have risen by 37'5 per
cent and are the highest in Australia.
Further, I understand that further increases are expected before the year
is out. That is the result of the Government's promise to review health
charges. It was a euphemism for saying
that the Government would make them
the highest in the country.
Further, the Premier said that a
Labor Government would restructure
public transport fares to ensure that
commuters paid no more than they
paid before the Budget was brought
down. The Budget indicates that the
Government expects an increase in rail
revenue. The Premier may claim that
that will come from an increase in
passengers but the Government will be
struggling to increase even slightly the
number of rail passengers, so the increase in revenue can come only from
increased rail fares.
I note from a press release issued
by the Premier on 24 February 1982
that it was promised that Victoria
would have sixteen double-decker
Mr Tanner
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trains, each of sixteen carriages, running by the end of the first term of a
Labor Government. There is no sign of
that promise being fulfilled in this
year's Budget figures.
The Premier also said in his preelection policy statement that a Labor
Government would restore public transport fares to 1981 levels. As I have
just pointed out, given the figures in
the Budget, that is not possible.
Honourable members all remember
the wonderful education promise that
a Labor Government would introduce
a one-term study leave for teachers
every seven years. It was found that
each teacher would be eligible for leave
once every 500 years!
I will not continue to regale the
House with all the promises, but honourable members recall that the former
Labor Opposition was appalled at the
reduction of student numbers at the
Melbourne State College, yet apparently
nothing is to be done about that.
The Minister for Employment and
Training stated that he would carry the
campaign to introduce a 35-hour week
for all 76 854 unionists employed by the
Victorian Government and its instrumentalities. The Budget gives no indication of the fulfilment of that promise.
Nevertheless, no doubt it can be expected to occur at some time.
The Treasurer will recall that, on 21
July this year, he told a deputation
from the Municipal Association of Victoria that the Government would give
top priority to its pre-election promises.
However, in many cases, the exact
opposite is the case. The Government
has done a complete somersault.
Whereas it promised to drop Government charges and taxes, it has increased them. The honourable member
for Bentleigh has been shouting at me
to talk about something else; he does
not want to be reminded of the
promises made prior to the election,
now that the Government has no
intention of keeping them.
It is amazing when one compares
this Budget with that brought down
by the Federal Treasurer. Under the
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Federal Budget, the average family's
income is increased by approximately
$20 a week. Taking the average family
as being comprised of one worker with
a dependent spouse and two children,
with average earnings of $300 a week,
purchasing a home in respect of
which he has a mortgage of $25 000
at an interest of 13·5 per cent, the
benefits available to that family, under
the Federal Government's Budget for
this financial year would total $19.84
a week. That is comprised of $6.96
by way of reduced tax rates and
thresholds, $3.85 in spouse rebate,
$5 . 05 in home loan interest rebate and
$4.25 by way of increased family
allowance. It is disappointing that, in
the State Budget, there are broken
promises resulting in increased Government charges and taxation.
Under the State Budget, taxes are
up by $457 million, an increase of 23·5
per cent; hospital charges are up by
37·5 per cent; electricity charges are
up by an average of 15 per cent; gas
charges are up by an average of 18·5
per cent; rail fares will rise by heaven
knows what-it has been suggested
that the increase will be 30 per cent
for country passengers and 15 per cent
or more for metropolitan passengers.
The Taxpayers Association, an independent body, has estimated that the
average taxpayer will be $12 or $13
a week worse off as a result of the
State Government's Budget.
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
Edmunds)-The honourable member
has 2 minutes.
On the motion, by leave, of Mr
RJCHARDSON (Forest Hill), an extension of 15 minutes was granted.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-As I said,
the Taxpayers Association, an independent body, has estimated that the
average Victorian taxpayer will be $12
to $13 a week out of pocket as a
result of the Budget, and the Age
economist has indicated that the average taxpayer will be $14 to $15 a week
out of pocket. The Government's
reaction is to wring its hands and say
that it cannot do anything about the

13 October 1982

ASSEMBLY

927

matter; that the problem lies in the
economic situation it inherited from
the former Government.
In 1981-82, the former Government
had a Budget of '$5767 million. After
assuming office, the Labor Government
said on 19 April, that it estimated that,
to continue the programmes of the former Government, it would be necessary
to increase expenditure in this financial year by $396 million. That is a
minimal amount; it is not even 10 per
cent of the previous Budget. Anyone
would realize that, to maintain
existing programmes, it is necessary to have an increase at least of
the order of the rate of inflation.
Yet members of the Government wring
their hands and say_ that last year there
was a Budget of $5767 million and, to
maintain that Budget for the coming
year, expenditure would have to be
increased by $396 million. The Government says it cannot do anything about
that and must tax every taxpayer an
additional $12 to $15 a week. That
is the result.
Did the Government inherit a bad
situation? The previous Government,
when framing the Budget for 1981-82,
realized that if it were to continue its
programmes from the previous financial
year, it would have to find increased
revenue of $605 million. It was sensible
in the way it husbanded the State's
revenue in the last Parliament, and
managed to ensure that in the circumstances increased expenditure to
maintain the programmes would be
minimal. The previous Government
managed to leave for the new Government a surplus of $6 million in the
Budget plus $214 million in trust funds.
One of the disappointments of this
Budget and the Budget Papers is that
this $214 million is not adequately explained in the re-arranged Budget documents, and it is not possible for the
Opposition or anyone in the community, unless they happen to be privy to
the Government's secrets, to ascertain
where this money has been diverted in
the new Budget. In the interests of
open Government, of what the Government claims to be a champion, I
trust that it will rectify that matter
this financial year.
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The increase of $457 million or 23·5
per cent in taxation this financial year
is the largest increase in Victoria's
history. There is a statutory corporation tax of $122 million and an energy
consumption levy of $10 million, which
makes a total of $132 million, and there
is also a tax on the people of this
State because they will have to pay
eventually through increased charges
to statutory corporations.
Honourable members will recall the
previous complaints by the former
Opposition, now the Government, about
the former Government imposing payroll tax which it said was against employment, yet it has increased pay-roll
tax by 21 per cent. The pipeline tax
has been increased by 101 per centI have already gone through that; that
will probably be non-existent money
after the High Court has finished with
the matter; petrol royalties have been
increased by 9·8 per cent. Although the
Government said it was going to control petrol prices, Victoria now has the
highest petrol prices it has ever had.
Shortly after assumption of office by
the present Government, petrol prices
increased by more than 9 cents a litre.
_That is the result of the Labor Government's control of petrol prices-a
proud achievement about which it will
be pleased to tell the public!
When the Government was in Opposition, it complained bitterly about
motor registration fee increases, yet
it has let them stand and anticipates
that petrol charges during this year
will increase by at least 11 per cent,
so that is another burden on the people
of Victoria.
As I said earlier, the Achilles' heel
of this Budget is the Victorian Development Fund. The State Development Account and the Cash Management Account are expected to contribute $247·7 million to the Budget to
boost the capital works programme.
It is possible then when the Loan Council is finished with this matter, that
money will not be available to the
State, because, to the extent that money
appropriated from statutory corporations to the State Government and its
Mr Tanner
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Budget, the Loan Council will take
appropriate action and reduce its contribution.
The Leader of the Opposition mentioned his disappointment that the
Treasurer, when he introduced the
Public Account Bill to create the Cash
Management Account, did not indicate
that he was going to introduce a Budget deficit this financial year and use
the Public Account Act to facilitate
that. As honourable m'embers will recall, the Treasurer participated in that
debate. He gave a second-reading
speech and on 10 June issued to the
news media a press release about the
creation of the Victorian Development
Fund, but did not indicate either in the
press release or during the debate in
Parliament that it would also be used
to facilitate the creation of a deficit
for the first time in a Victorian Budget.
Probably the most iniquitous forms
of taxation introduced in this Budget
are the so-called equity taxes that the
Government has euphemistically called
public authorities dividends. The Government is hoping through this dividend
to receive a contribution to the Budget of $138·5 million, which is 5 per
cent of return on the value of the
State's equity in the enterprise. It assumes it will receive $30 million from
the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board
of Works, $20 million from the Gas
and Fuel Corporation, $82·5 million
from the State Electricity Commission,
and $6 million from the Port of Melbourne Authority.
It is interesting to ascertain the State
Government's equity in these enterprises. All honourable members know
that the Board of Works is a giant
organization with assets approaching
$252 ,million. The State's equity in that
amount is $8 million. The Federal
Government has an even bigger equity
of $22 million. The people of Victoria,
through rates and loans, have contributed the remaining $2490 million, yet
the Government claims it belongs to the
Government. In addition, there will be
an equity tax on the State Electricity
Commission this year through its contribution of $82·5 million.
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The Government also said that there
would be no increase in Board of Works
rates this year. It was kind of the
Government to malre that statement,
considering that the Board of Works
had already issued its rate notices, but
we all know that next year the contribution by the Board of Works will
rise substantially, and will rise again
the following year with about $200
million extra coming from ratepayers
in Melbourne. Probably $150 million
will be expected to be contributed by
the Board of Works over the next
three years through this dividend, or
an average of $200 for each ratepayer.
That is another tax that people did not
expect and, combined with the Governments' intention to index Government charges annually, it will lead to a
vast increase in the cost of living for
all residents of Melbourne.
Nevertheless, this money is to go to
the Government, although it has an
equity of only $8 million in an enterprise valued at more than $2500 million. That is an asset of the Board
of Works that is owned by the people
of Melbourne, yet its contributions will
be taxed and then, presumably, spread
throughout the State.
A similar situation arises with the
Gas and Fuel Corporation, which is
expected to mak:e a 5 per cent contribution. Again, the Government has
only a minimal equity in the vast enterprises of that authority. It is disturbing to see the principle that the
Government has adopted towards these
increases, because it said it would do
away with the old maxim of the previous Government that benefits of
authorities such as the Gas and Fuel
Corporation, the State Electricity Commission and the Board of Works should
be passed on to the consumers. The
new Government is now projecting the
philosophy that these 'benefits should
be spread amongst all people in the
community, not just the users. That will
eventually have a disastrous effect over
the next two or three years on industry
as charges increase and employment
must necessarily suffer.
Session 1982-36
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As I pointed out, the Budget proposes
an increase of $760 million in the
capital works programme. No doubt
that will lead to an increase in employment in the short term. One would
have to anticipate, though, that the
other measures that have been taken by
the Government, including the $1 million extra that it will require the private sector to contribute to the public
sector, will result in businesses, private enterprise and the consumer
generally being further depressed. It
must eventually result in more unemployment
as
consumer
demand
decreases.
As I said, the Government is setting
the fuse on the economy by using the
Public Service as a wages pace-setter.
The Government is estimating that, this
year, public sector employees will
receive a wage increase of 15 per cent
and that private sector employees, will
receive a 12'5 per cent increase. Everyone knows that it will not end there.
When the private sector discovers that
the public sector is receiving a bigger
increase, it will want the same increase.
There will be a wages explosion similar
to that which occurred in the 1973-75
period. Therefore, the tail will be
chasing the head of whatever animal
it may be.
Inflation in this State will increase
further and, as the Government has
indicated in the Budget Papers, the
Victorian economy is heavily dependent
on the industrial sector, which is sensitive to the wages structure available
to it. Victoria will become uncompetitive with and lose industry to other
States. Industries that are likely to be
established will be discouraged because
of the higher wages structure that
exists in Victoria.
The Budget will lead to increased
employment in the short-term, but will
lead to more massive unemployment
in the long term. Eventually, it will
lead to the reserves of the public
authorities in Victoria being depleted
so that, in three or four years' time,
not only will there be short-term tariff
increases but also, Victoria will experience the situation, in which New
South Wales now finds itself, of having
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Lilydale youth employment supporting
group and the Upper Yarra and Dandenong Ranges Authority employment
committee. Those groups have taken
initiatives and have sought Government response, which was not forthcoming from the previous Government.
Those initiatives will not be complemented and responded to by this
Government.
The Government has also shown
compassion in a competent way by its
response to the alarming housing shortage in Victoria. It is a terrible situation for which the Federal and State
Liberal Governments are responsible.
Allocations for housing programmes
are being increased from $127·2 million
to $231·2 million, an increase of 82
per cent. Indeed, it is a dramatic step
by this Government.
I suggest that members on the Opposite side of the House are green with
envy that the former Government was
not so enlightened as to be able to
respond so positively to such an obvious and terrible need. The Government's initiatives on housing will go a
long way towards meeting the chronic
shortage ·Q.f rental accommodation in
the outer eastern suburbs and, indeed,
throughout the State. The housing
shortage is so' severe that dozens of
people from the electorate I represent
have approached me saying that they
cannot find accommodation, that it is
simply not there. The problem faced
by those people is all the more compounded by unemployment, or fear of
unemployment. Accommodation requirements include accessiblity to the
work place and it is absurd to suggest
that people should move from the
areas in which they live to the country
or some other part of Melbourne,
which is farther away from their work
places, social ties and the entire community network. Housing must be provided in the areas in which people
The communities of Warrandyte, require them.
Mooroolbark and Lilydale have already
This Budget faces that problem head
shown their initiatives through the job
creation programmes they have com- on, both in the employment and housing
menced. In Warrandyte, the Warran- areas. It was wise to complement the
dyte community workshop co-operative capital works with the employment
group has commenced its programme initiative programmes because they will
and simiJar work is being done by the provide training and experience for the

to seek far grea ter increases in
revenue for its public authorities. The
authorities will not have the reserves
they will require to meet the increase
in expenditure. Therefore, they will
have to take the money from the consumers and, as a result, unless the
Government takes heavy stock of what
it has done, the Victorian economy will
head further down the downhill spiral,
to the detriment of all Victorians.
Mr HILL (Warrandyte)-It ,is sad that
members of the Opposition are so
short-sighted and lacking in understanding that they do not realize that
the Bills now before the House represent a competent, confident and compassionate Budget. It is competent because, in practice, the principles of
sound financial management were
used; confident because this Budget
will get Victoria going again, and
compassionate because it meets, head
on, the immense social needs and problems faced by the community at present. The community has faced those
problems for a long period without
positive action being taken by Federal
and State Liberal Governments.
I refer to the dire needs of the community in the areas of employment and
housing. The Government has bitten
the bullet in those areas. It has kept
its promises and exercised its mandate
by injecting additional moneys into the
Victorian economy. The Government
will not only meet the needs for urgent
capital works programmes but will also
create an additional 23 000 new jobs.
The Government recognizes with compassion the needs of the long-term unemployed and of the more disadvantaged among the unemployed. Having
recognized those needs, it has acted
by introducing a special employment
initiative programme, which will respond to local initiatives to create iobs
while conferring community benefits.
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long-term unemployed so that, when
the economic effect of the capital
works programme becomes more pronounced, those who are disadvantaged
will be more employable and better
able· to take advantage of the continually improving economy in this
State.
Apart from taking those major
initiatives, the Government has generally stimulated the economy and
boosted confidence in many ways. It is
obvious, from the comments of various
business and media analysts, that it is
a welcome Budget for Victoria. Small
businesses have had their confidence
boosted by the allocation to the Small
Business Development Corporation,
which has been increased by 50 per
cent, through the abolition of duty payments on loans, the abolition of stamp
duty on cheques and, generally, through
the positive and competent approach
displayed by the Government.
Families have been cared for in the
Budget. It is designed to meet not only
the dire needs I have already described
in housing and unemployment but also
family welfare needs. In line with the
Government's policy of keeping families
together, provision has been made for a
child protection unit in the outereastern area.
It will be possible for families to
feel more secure, not only because of
the improvement in the housing and
jobs ,that will be available but also
because the areas in which they live
will be better protected due to the
boost in police strength. The Budget
increases the allocation for the Police
Department by 22 per cent and the
whole of the State will benefit by the
addition of a further 324 police officers.
That will be of particular assistance
to people who live in isolated areas
within the electorate of Warrandyte,
such as Wonga Park, as well as people
living in parts of Croydon and Ringwood in which there is increasing vandalis-m. Additional allocation has also
been made for youth outreach workers,
who are much needed in the areas
occupied by growing families.
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The allocations for both urban and
rural fire brigades have been increased
and each of those organizations will
receive an additional $22 000. That is
a welcome recognition to the volunteers
of the Country Fire Authority in the
fire-prone area of Warrandyte. Only
this morning, the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services indicated that
he backed -and would further back the
efforts of those volunteers.
Many families in the Warrandyte
electorate live on larger than usual
land holdings and zoning prevents them
from subdividing. Consequently, their
rates are high and are becoming higher.
There is a need for a rate review that
acknowledges the special position of
people who reside in conservation areas
and the Government has recognized the
need for such a review by making
available, through the Budget, an
amount of $50000 towards the cost
ofa review of rating provisions.
This is indeed a competent, confident
and compassionate Budget that has
clearly been well received by the community. It breathes life into the State
of Victoria.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-This is the first
Budget produced by a Labor Government in Victoria in 27 years and there
are Significant changes in both the
Budget strategy and the way in which
the Treasurer has formulated the
Budget. There is merit in the way in
which the honourable gentleman has
gone about his task and looked at
the over-all financial planning.
There is particular merit in his plan
to introduce what he referred to as
intensive programme budgeting. One of
the great weaknesses in our Parliamentary system has been annual budgeting, because it has meant that, effectively, there is a time lag between
Budgets when departments run out of
cash. A number of them virtually close
down for many weeks until the next
Budget is introduced and passed by
Parliament. That is not the most effective and efficient manner in which to
manage the financial affairs of the
State. There is certainly no way in
which private enterprise could operate
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in that fashion. The State needs longterm Budget planning and the suggested
period is three years. That seems to
me to be an ideal period.
I hope in future, when the Treasurer
introduces a Budget, he will spell out
not only the proposals for the particular
year but also the longer-term proposals
to cover the next two or three years
and will also be able to introduce procedures that will allow departments to
implement that programme.
One example of the point I make is
the State Rivers and Water Supply
Commission and another is the Education Department, but there are many
other departments and authorities in
which there is a considerable time lag
with a build-up towards the end of
the financial year, when in some instances surplus cash is wasted, followed
by a period of perhaps two or three
months when no money is available
and the whole programme virtually
comes to a standstill. This situation
also affects bodies such as the Rural
Finance Commission, which this year
expended most of its allocation for
salinity lo-ans prior to the end of the
financial year so that there was a delay
until the new allocation was made.
I commend the Treasurer if he is
able to implement the type of policy to
which I have referred for future financial planning. It will be an effective
means of providing efficient financial
management for the State and it is
long overdue.
The Treasurer proposes to establish
the Victorian Development Fund and
the Cash Management Account has already been established. I point out that
in New South Wales during the past
few days there has been criticism by
the Auditor-General of that State of
the policy of the New South Wales
Government in using leverage leasing
to raise finance by leasing back such
items as the rolling-stock of the railway system. The New South Wales
Government is facing severe financial
difficulties because it has not used the
whole of the 'moneys raised in that
fashion for capital works but has used
Mr Hann
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some of those funds for recurrent expenditure. New South Wales will be
financially embarrassed in the not-toodistant future because its repayments
will be far in excess of its projected
income.
The Treasurer of this State has said
that the whole of the money raised
through the Budget will be used for
capital expenditure and, providing he
keeps to that notion, the policy appears
to be sound. I also point out that this
sort of activity can be done only on
a one-off basis because it is simply not
possible to continue to re-lease the
same equipment each year. In future
Budgets the Treasurer will have to turn
to other options.
In its revenue-raising strategy in the
Budget, the Government has turned
largely to the imposition of additional
taxes on the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works, the Gas and Fuel
Corporation, the State Electricity Commission and the Port of Melbourne
Authority. Surprisingly, that policy has
not been received with the antagonism
from the public in the metropolitan
area that I would have expected. I
suppose that is because the impact has
not yet been felt and it may be that the
real effect of the additional revenueraising measures will not be felt by
the people of the metropolitan area
until later in the financial year.
Other areas in which I com'mend the
Budget are the additional capital resources being applied to welfare -housing $231 million this year-and the
increased capital works programme in
the education field-up by some 15
per cent. I.t is a m-atter of regret to
me that the Minister of Education has
not at this stage presented details of
that programme to Parliament. In my
view, the Minister should have done
so prior to this debate, particularly
as the House is having a cognate debate
on both the Appropriation Bill and the
Works and Services Appropriation Bill.
In those circumstances, and particularly
as the Minister apparently intends to
make a Ministerial statement on the
building programme tomorrow,it would
have been desirable for him to have
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made the details available earlier. I
hooethat that will be done on future
occasions so that honourable members
debating the two Bills can deal with
those items.
-Last night it was fascinating to note
that the provision of that staff wiU
spelt out some of the details of the
proposed capital works programme that
are to be carried out in the area that
advance notice Government members
he represents. That highlighted the
have received of the capital works programme. However, it was also fascinating to note that the honourable member for Evelyn released details of that
programme in the House prior to those
details being supplied by the Minister
responsible for that area of activity.
One of the areas the Treasurer has
acted to strengthen is the provision of
staff for the stamps, land tax and probate offices. In April when the Labor
Party assumed power it took immediate
action to recoup retrospective land tax
payments going back four years. That
may have been a decision of the former
Government but the Treasurer has to
take the blame for that action so far
as the public is concerned. The Treasurer interjects, "Unfortunately", and
that is possibly correct. However, the
retrospective land tax claims were sent
out under the name of the Treasurer.
Retrospective land tax has caused
considerable concern and chaos in
many areas. For example, in the area I
represent, a number of persons who
were not liable to pay land tax had
to go to the trouble of explaining
their circumstances to the relevant
authorities. Those problems have been
sorted out. However, it is to be hoped
that a similar situation does not occur
again in Victoria. It is most unfair and
improper to ask people to make retrospective payments that were entirely
the fault of the land tax office because
it did not issue the assessments at the
appropriate time. Some of the persons
who received those assessments were
pensioners, who experienced difficulties
in budgeting for a tax payment, especially if they do not know anything
about that tax payment for a number
of years.
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The National Party supports the provision of additional staff for the stamps
and land tax offices. It is to be hoped
that the honourable member for Evelyn
ensure an improvement in the area of
tax collection.
The Government has acted to abolish
stamp duty and replace it with a financial institutions tax. There appears to
be merit in that proposal. I have previously raised in this House the practical problems experienced by people
in the area I represent in relation to the
stamp duty payable on either the transfer of mortgages or increased mortgages and the practical problems that
people have exp,erienced in having to
engage staff in the metropolitan area to
assess the stamp duty payable. It is
to be hoped that that type of procedure
will be simplified so that the revenue
can be obtained more quickly and that,
in turn, will reduce the practical costs
of the individuals concerned.
At present the most serious problem
that Victoria faces is the drought. It
was interesting to note in the Budget
Papers that the Treasurer has indicated
that agriculture has contributed 60 per
cent to the export income of Victoria
in recent years. The Treasurer suggests
that, in the short term, adverse seasonal
conditions may reduce this contribution slightly. The Treasurer is understating the position. Part of the area
that I represent and many of the areas
represented by members of the National
Party are habited by farmers who, this
year, will face a negative income. Indeed, those farmers are facing losses
that will amount to many tens of
thousands of dollars, and those farmers
are not alone in that situation because
the business community that supports
the farming sector is similarly affected.
The plight of the business community
that supports the farming sector is
probably more desperate at present because farmers stopped purchasing as
early as February when the dry conditions set in. Many of those farmers
who did have a reasonable harvest
last year would normally have been expected to purchase plant or equipment
in the months of March, April and
May, but by then the dry conditions
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had set in. The dry conditions commenced in October 1981. When the
fanners stopped spending, that had an
immediate impact on the small businesses that deal with the sale of farm
machinery, motor car traders, hardware
operators and the light engineering
businesses that are situated in many
rural towns.
Hence, the cash flow of these small
businesses has been seriously depleted.
One example was provided to me of a
large machinery dealer in one of the
drouvht declared areas who had to meet
an interest bill in excess of $100 000 this
month. There was no way known that
that person could meet that interest
bill. The dilemma that the small business operators face is that they are
expected to carry large amounts of
machinery in stock, mostly on a financial basis at high rates of interest.
Naturally, those small business operators are not selling their merchandise.
Therefore, the debts are building up,
the interest rates are increasing and
the small business operators are not
obtaining any revenue.
After representations from the Federal Government, the State Government
agreed to provide carry-on loans to the
businesses affected by the drought. I
note that there have been a number
of applications received. The Government will either have to provide generous assistance to these small business
operators or that sector of the economy
will be lost. That sector is a vital and
important part of the support services
that are provided in rural areas. It
is just as important that assistance be
provided to those small business operators during the drought as it is to
assist the rural and farming community.
Approximately 150000 persons are
employed in Victoria in agriculture
either directly or in associated industries. In 1980-81 the farming sector
alone produced commodities with a
gross value of $2740 million, of which
more than half was exported. The
effects of the drought will be reflected
in reduced production levels, especially
for grain.
MrHann
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This year in many of the grain areas
the producers will not even take their
headers out of the sheds because there
will be no grain to strip. Likewise, the
stock prices are low; sheep prices are
depressed and farmers will have virtually no income for well beyond the
next twelve months. Many farmers are
facing a situation where their 'only real
income will depend upon a break in the
season early in 1983. If the farmers
manage to get their crops planted at
that stage it will be late 1983, early
1984, before they start to recoup their
lost income.
The Government has been making a
big play over the fact that there has
been only a small number of applications from the farming community for
carry-on finance. However, as I pOinted
out earlier, most farmers had a reasonable season last year and they would
normally have expected their financial
resources to carry them through to the
next harvest. Therefore, the real financial crunch in applications for carryon finance will not come until late in
1982 and early in 1983. At that stage
the $7 million allocated in the Budget
for drought relief assistance, which is
the minimum amount of money that the
state Government must contribute for
drought relief before the Commonwealth Government will agree to the
$3 to $1 subsidy, will be quickly depleted and there will be a need for
a substantial advance from Treasury
to provide financial assistance.
I estimate that, if the drought continues, as it would be expected to at
present, although I hbpe I am wrong,
the farmers will be looking for a break
in the autumn of 1983. However, in the
meantime there will be a tremendous
need amongst the rural communities for
carry-on finance. That need will drastically deplete the financial resources in
the carry-on finance account.
One of the alarming aspects of the
drought is that many farmers will not
survive financially. Some farmers have
taken the gamble that they will receive
good seasonal conditions. Those farmers were probably facing difficult financial circumstances when they either purchased their properties or invested in
a share farming or a leasing agreement.
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They would have needed reasonably
good seasons to survive. They will be
the unfortunate people in the current
crisis, many of whom will lose their
life s'avings and all their assets and
end up bankrupt. Already I have seen
one or two examples of that.
I understand the Commonwealth
Government is prepared to provide
assistance to these people in the form
of $5000 loans which were last made
available in 1976. These interest-free
loans become grants, and the creditors
cannot lay any claim to them. They
enable the people affected to reestablish themselves, perhaps with a
deposit on a house or by renting a
property. I hope the Government,
through the Rural Finance Commission,
will be generous to the people who are
placed in the impossible position of
being forced off their land 'and losing
their life savings. It isa sad and sorry
situation but a reality of life, unfortunately, in the present serious drought.
Many people in rural areas who have
experienced droughts back to the 1940s
have indicated that this is possibly the
worst drought on record in Victoria
and throughout parts of south-eastern
Australia. The drought conditions highlight the need for long-term planning
for natural disaster relief. At present
the assistance provided tends to be an
ad hoc arrangement by the Government
when the dis·asterarrives. The Government and the P.arliament should learn
from the experience, and steps should
be taken immediately to draw up a
long-term plan for natural disaster
assistance in this country, to provide
genuine relief and to obviate some of
the effects of the drought. For instance,
there are insufficient incentives for
farmers to conserve fodder and, in
recent years, ,the tendency has perhaps
been for some farmers not to conserve
as much fodder as they might have
done. Incentives could also be provided
for the storage of that fodder and some
finandal assistance could also be given.
Some two months ago, when going
through some correspondence that the
former member for Rodney, Mr Russ'ell
McDonald, had had with a constituent,
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I noticed that in 1967, when the last
serious drought occurred in Victoria, a
proposal was put to the then Government and the then Premier, Sir Henry
Bolte, for a long-term plan in Victori'a
for fodder conservation. However, little
satisfaction was gained from the Government of the day in respons'e to that
proposal. The prediction on which the
submission was based was 'a ten-year
drought forecast .by the late Inigo
Jones, a long-range weather forecaster,
who died some years ago. He predicted
that for a decade from 1983 there
would be extremely serious drought in
south-·eastern Australia. It is hoped that
that prediction is wrong, which may
be the case as a drought is occurring
now, in 1982. However, ten years of
situations even similar to· this ,would
be a total disaster for the State.
The point I ·am making is that in
1967 a proposal was put, and it may
even have been raised in this P.arliament, for a long-term plan for fodder
conservation but it was totally ignored.
Victori-a should learn from the drought
situation and a long-term plan should
be drawn up for providing natural
disaster relief. There is no way of
obviating a drought but there are
possible ways of easing the crisis and
providing relief more quickly to the
people affected by the drought.
The National Party has been critical
of this Government's failure so far to
respond to the request for 'a slaughter
subsidy. I believe the Government is
being wrongly advised by senior people
in the Department of Agriculture, the
Rural Finance Commission and other
departments that are advising the Government on this issue. Farmers are
being forced to slaughter their stock.
They are doing it responsibly and only
because it is 'absolutely necess'ary. Any
assistance that the Government would
have provided would have eased the
burden slightly and helped in a difficult
situation. The Government has not
responded to the propos'al that was put
to it in the middle of August this year,
and the landowners have had to
shoulder the burden alone. Now, at
least, the Government is helping the
municipalities with the cost of digging
the pits.
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Mr Jolly-Does any other State
operate a bounty scheme?
Mr HANN-Yes, South Australia instituted a scheme in 1978 and I understand that scheme is available now, on
the basis of $1.10 'a head for sheep, 10
cents of which goes to the municipality
for administration of the scheme, 50
cen'ts to the landholder and 50 cents
either to the municipality or the landholder for the 'actual cost of digging the
pit and having the sheep slaughtered.
If the Government had been prepared
to respond to a scheme such as that
which was the basis of the proposal
put to it by the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association, providing for a
cost of $1.10 a head for sheep, it
would have enabled the Government to
co-ordinate the slaughter of :these sheep
and perhaps make a distinction between
which sheep have been slaughtered and
which should not. Because the Government did not implement the scheme, the
landholders have had to make that decision themselves and, possibly, some
sheep have been slaughtered which
should not have been.
Two aspects are involved, firstly, the
humane aspect that such a scheme
would result in a more orderly
slau'ghter of livestock and, secondly, an
incentive to the l'andholder to slaughter
only sheep which were not worth feeding.
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for voicing points of view that was
different from the official policy of the
department. Obviously senior departmental heads are completely out of
touch with the problems 'at the local
level and, in the long term, it will do
much harm to the view of the Department of Agriculture 'at that level that is
held by the farming community. Those
farmers normally look to the department for support but, on this occasion,
they have not received it. It will take
considerable time for the department to
recoup its image as a supporter of the
farmers of this State.
I mentioned the problems of the
small business community. They go
beyond the problems of drought. This
is an area with which the Government
has not come to grips. If anything, the
Government has probably fostered the
wages explosion in this State by giving
in to the excessive demands of teachers
and agreeing to a wage rise of 24 per
cent this year.
Mr Jolly - Teachers have been
awarded only 7 per cent by t~e new
Government, and 4·9 per cent IS cur-,
rendy subject to negotiations.
Mr HANN-Teachers' salaries had
already risen by 11 per cent earlier
this year, and the Government added
another 7 per cent. I understand that
teachers are negotiating for a furt~er
4-9 per cent. That h~s meant an 1I~
crease in the education budget thiS
year of $155-863 million, and this Government wonders why it is having difficulty in finding sufficient funds for
capital works and other important
projects in this State! When a Government is prepared to give in to demands
like that, it places enormous pressure
on the private sector.
One of the alarming things in recent
years, particularly in the union movement, is the lack of concern for the
unemployed. The unions have shown
no restraints in their wage demands
or their demands for reduced working
hours.

I do not blame the Government
because the Ministers are not generally
experienced in having to shoot sheepnor are the landholders-but I blame
the departmental heads, particularly
officers in the Department of Agriculture, for lack of support and advice to
the Government on this issue. It seems
that those officers are completely out
of touch with the desperate plight of
many of the rural communities. Already
I have expressed alarm in this House
that two of the officers in country
Victoria who, during the fact-finding
tour that the Premier took of the
drought areas, indicated their support
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T.
for a slaughter levy were strongly Edmunds)-The honourable member
rebuked, to use the Premier's terms, has 2 minutes.
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On the motion, by leave, of Mr
RICHARDSON (Forest Hill) an extension of 15 minutes was granted.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-For your information, Mr Speaker, I will set my
time on the suspension of the sitting
for lunch. The fact that the union movement has not been prepared to show
restraint has made it difficult for the
private sector to provide additional employment opportunities. I commend the
Government on its own employment
package. It is showing initiative and a
real attempt to provide additional jobs,
but the number of jobs is far fewer than
could have been provided if restraint
had been shown in the wages area.
That adds to the problems of workers
compensation premiums, which have
already cost thousands of jobs in Victoria this year because of huge increases in premiums related to the
claims experienced on those premiums.
I know the Government is intending
to set up an inquiry to examine the
whole question of workers compensation, and in discussions the Government has said that it will be looking
at employers with bad safety records.
The Government should be looking
also at employees with bad safety
records and also at doctors who are
very quick to sign workers compensation health certificates without necessarily assuring themselves that there
is a genuine need for assistance in the
workers compensation field.
In the long term, the only way
sanity and common sense will prevail
in workers compensation, in both
claims and the huge cost of premiums,
is to have a system whereby the employees as well as the employers contribute to the workers compensation
premiums. In that situation, an employee would recognize that excessive
claims on workers compensation add
immensely to the cost of it. Presently,
only a handful of employees would be
aware of the cost of workers compensation to the employer. The Treasurer
ought to examine that aspect seriously.
Workers compensation, even to the
Government, must be a great financial
burden. It is becoming an embarrassment to the State Insurance Office, as

13 October 1982

ASSEMBLY

937

it is to all other insurance companies.
I can quote examples where up to 50
per cent of employees have been retrenched this year in businesses
because of the increased cost of
workers compensation.
To summarize, I believe the Treasurer has given careful consideration to
the preparation of his Budget. A number of worth-while initiatives have
been formulated. I am concerned, however, at the possible long-term increase
in the cost to the man in the street,
particularly because of the increased
revenue proposals on the Melbourne
and Metropolitan Board of Works, the
Gas and Fuel Corporation and the
State Electricity Commission. The real
impact will not be felt until the latter
part of the financial year and at that
time there may be a strong reaction
to those increases.
I am absolutely fascinated that this
Government, in raising its revenue, has
hit hardest the people who put it into
office. The strategy is to hit them hard
after the election and blame the Government's predecessors for the financial
conditions in Victoria and then, hopefully, improve the situation over the
next two or three years in the State
Budget so that the people will have forgotten about the extra taxes imposed
on them.
The Government has increased the
capital works programme, particularly
in housing. In country areas in the past
two or three years the former Government had virtually stopped building
houses and the priority list for housing
applications went from twelve months,
in the area I represent, to more than
two years. In many country areas
there is virtually no suitable private
accommodation to rent, and an increased number of people are living
in caravans, in dilapidated houses, in
houses with demolition orders on them,
and with little prospect of obtaining
housing accommodation. Since the
Government implemented its new housing programmes, a number of houses
have been built in the City of Echuca,
and an additional number are to be
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built over the next few months; simi- first Labor Budget for 27 years. An
larly, in a number of towns in the understandable euphoria has been displayed by members of the Government
electorate.
party. At the outset, I say that not
I also commend the Government for everything in the Budget is bad. Howthe significant increase it has made in ever, I do not intend to allow members
housing in the Bendigo area, where the of the Government to be too consumed
Government is proposing to spend with euphoria at my statement that
several million dollars. The spot pur- not everything in the .Budget is bad. I
chase programme, which the former take serious issue with many aspects of
·Government totally commited itself to, the Budget.
was wrong in principle. There may
The Government has certainly made
have been logic in trying to disperse
welfare ·people among private housing a substantial contribution in the deareas, but to concentrate the whole of velopment of the housing area. It has
one's effort on a spot purchase pro- taken a fair amount of credit for transgramme added substantially to the cost port initiatives, but what is being done
of the housing being purchased. It in transport is an extension of proresulted also in a slowing down in the grammes that had already been combuilding programme, in loss of employ- menced by the former Government.
ment, and in no new houses being The Government can certainly be combuilt. Greater pressure then was being mended for the effort it has made in
placed on the private market. There the public housing area. That being
was also the additional cost of renovat- said, one must say that that is on the
ing the houses that were purchased, spending side, and one can applaud
which meant many months of delay some of the decisions that have been
before houses were available. I wel- made about the disposal of revenue.
come the change in strategy with the The other side of the equation is that
increased expenditure in housing.
all expenditures first have to be established by the acquisition of revenue
I hope the Government will recog- so that the expenditures can proceed.
nize that the agricultural sector is im- The Opposition is concerned about the
portant to Victoria and that it will means by which the revenue will be
provide generous assistance to land- acquired. Many well-informed members
holders, to businesses and to industries of the community have expressed conaffected by the drought. The effects of siderable concern. The community has
the drought are being felt beyond the been eagerly awaiting the Budget belocal· sector. They are being felt in cause of its importance to indicate
the metropolitan areas and the urban the ability of the Government to honareas, especially in Geelong where the our a multitude of undertakings made
International Harvester Company has while in Opposition. Those undertakgone into receivership. That is probably ings were responsible for the Labor
the first of many large companies that Party achieving widespread support
will be affected seriously by the throughout the community. Having
drought. It is of vital importance to achieved that widespread support, it
Victoria that the Government should became the Government and then prorecognize the impact of the rural ceeded to abandon undertaking after
economy on this State, and that it undertaking.
gives top priority to alleviating the
drought effects on rural areas so that
The real casualties of the first six
those areas can respond and add to months of the Labor Government have
the economy of this State.
been the standards of truth and honesty
in political life. There is a trail of
The sitting was suspended at 1.59
broken promises from which no Govp.m. until 2.5 p.m.
ernment should be able to escape. If
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest HHI)- the Government believes that promises
Considerable comment has been made are nothing more than mere words that
about the fact that this has been the can be thrown away after people have
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cast votes based on those promises,
Parliamentary democracy in this State
is in grave danger.
The means by which the Government
has sought to provide the revenue
necessary to undertake the series of
programmes that it announced in the
Budget are matters of significant concern. The Government is now the highest taxing Government in the history of
Victoria and taxation, as officially described, is only part of the range of
methods by which the Government will
raise the funds necessary for its
activities.
Taxation, as iit is officially described,
in 1981-82 amounted to $1946 million.
In 1982-83 it will increase to $2403
million.
The next matter to which I refer is the
other methods by which funds are going
to be raised. If one looks at the public
authorities' contributions, one realizes
that the State Electricity Commission
contribution to Government revenue will
be increased from $48 million to $82
million; the Gas and Fuel Corporation
contribution will increase from $40
million to $93 million; the Melbourne
and Metropolitan Board of Works will
now have to make a contribution of $30
million and the Port of Melbourne Authority will have to increase its contribution to the bottomless pit of Government coffers from $1 million to $6
million.
The total increase in revenue from
those sources alone will rise from $2035
million to $2624 million. That increase
of $589 million in Victorian taxation is
an over-all increase of 29 per cent and
not the 23·5 per cent argued in the
Budget Speech.
The full year effect is even greater.
The full year effect represents a boost
of $659 million in taxation and is an
increase of over 32 per cent. When the
Budget tax and duty charges are applying fully from November 1982, Victorian
taxes will be rising nearly three times
as fast as wages.
There are only 1·2 million Victorian
families and the $750 million in extra
taxes and charges is a staggering sum.
Divided evenly, the consequence of the
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Government's revenue-raising intentions
is $12 a week for each family. The money
must come from 'somewhere. Early
estimates were conservative when they
stated that the Victorian Budget would
cost families $7 a week more. A more
realistic estimate is $12 a week for each
family. That means the Victorian Government will be taking most of the tax
benefits which the Federal Government
said were necessary for the welfare of
families.
So much for the way in which the
taxation burden will fall upon the
families of Victoria. The decisions of the
Government about raiding the reserves
of authorities will effectively mortgage
the future of our children and their
children's children. It will be left to
other Governments in the future to pick
up the pieces after the disaster that
will be left by the Government on the
economic stability of Victoria, just as it
took years to recover from the effects
of the Whitlam Government in Canberra,
and just as the Wran Labor Government
in New South Wales has sent that State
broke. So too will the Cain Labor Government in Victoria send the State
broke and it will be up to other people
to pick up the pieces.
My area of interest as a member of
the Opposition is as spokesman on
educa,tion. There is much in the Budget
and its implications for education which
should cause grave disquiet among the
educated community of Victoria. Turning first to the Appropriation Bill, one
sees that there is a total increase in
funding for education of $259 million.
Of that $259 million, increases in salaries account for $162 million. One can see
that ,the only people who are going to
be laughing about the Budget will be the
50 OOO-odd 'school teachers in the State!
I take up the interjection of the
Leader of the National Party. It is true
that despite the staggering increases in
salaries the un'ions are unhappy about
the way the Government is failing to
honour undertakings which it gave to
the teacher unions which so significantly
assisted the Government in achieving
office.

940

ASSEMBLY

13 October 1982

When one takes the $259 million increase, $162 million of which has been
taken up with salaries, one finds that
there is a balance of only $97·1 million
of that increase in funds allocated in
the Budget to be applied to ,the multitude
of other areas of educational need. That
balance of funds available for other
educaotional expenditure will be further
reduced by additional increases in
teacher salaries.
Let me make it clear that the Opposition is not opposing increases in
salaries to its teachers, railway workers
or anyone else, what it is concemed
about in this Budget exercise is to point
out the effects on the Budget of the
massive increases in salaries which have
already occurred. I am concerned now
in pointing out what the effect will be
on Government expenditure when there
are further increases in salary.
An agreement has been signed
between the teacher unions, the Government's Industrial Relations Task
Force and the Trades Hall Council. That
agreement is for a 6·2 per cent increase
in teacher salaries. If that 6·2 per cent
increase is granted, the cost to the
Budget will be a further $69·5 million.
That will reduce the $97·1 million balance to which I referred earlier to $27·6
million. If the salary increase is 4·9 per
cent, which is the figure being put in
negotiations by the Government, the
cost to the Government will be $59·8
million. That will leave a balance of
$37·3 million of that $97· 1 million
balance.
I submit to the Government that it
cannot keep making sweetheart deals
with groups of Government employees
to whom it feels particularly indebted
and groups which have muscle greater
than the muscle possessed by other
groups of Government employees. If the
Government is going to pursue the
course ,tha,t is apparently set before it
the effect will be that funds available
for other areas of educat'ional expenditure will be substantially reduced.
If the Government is to maintain a programme, 'which is consistent with the
undertakings it gave to the people prior
to the election, a need will exist for
Mr Richardson
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even further increases in revenueraising activities by the Government
simply to pay the bills. One of the
serious failings of successive L'abor
Governments in other States and in the
Federal Parliament has been their
inability to comprehend ,the fact that
there is no such thing as a free lunch
and that the public purse is not a
bottomless pit. Fundamentally, the
Labor Party seems incapable of understanding that the source of wealth in
the community is the private sector.
The Budget reveals the Government's
intention to bleed the private sector
dry. If one does that, one destroys the
very base of wealth within the community from which one can draw
revenue. If the Government continues
on the path it has set for itself, it faces
disaster.
I turn to a matter which is not only
of particular concern to me and the
Oooo~ition. but also is a matter of
grave concern to evenrbodv who is
coocemed with the Parliamentary pror.-~~. T refer to the long-standing tr~di
tinn in this olace wherebv shadow Mini~ers. or snoke~men of the Opposition
on particular oortfolios. are granted
;tC~ to ~enior deo$\rtmental officers
hv thp. relevant Ministers so that
Oono~ition
sPokesmen mav prepare
their BudJZet soeeches for the House.
Tt grieves me to have to report that,
desoite an undertaking given shortly
after thp. election hv the present Minjster of Education that 'acc'es'S would be
m-antpd to senior departmental officers
-~ide1ines
were established and
those Jluidelines have been followed
imoecr.ahlv-the Minister of Education
cancelled appointments ,vhich ,were
rytade with senior departmental officers.
When I spoke to the Minister 'about
this. I was told that it would be inaooroorlate for me to meet with senior
departmental officers because the Minister 'and those officers were concerned
with preoaring 'a suoolementary statement which the Minister was to deliver
to the House. I was further told that,
once that consultation had been completed, 'and prior to the delivery of the
Ministerial statement by the Minister
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of Education, I wou'ld be given an
opportunity of speaking with the senior
departmental officers.
So far, that has not occurred; so
far the Minister of Education has resiled
totally from the undertaking which he
gave; so far the Opposition spokesman
on education has been denied the
facility to discuss the Budget with
senior departmental officers so tha t a
proper respons'e on education could be
given by me as Opposition spokesm'an
on education.
Surely this is a departure of extraordinary significance from the tradition
which was established over the past
27 years when the Liberal Party was
in Government. It should be placed on
record that the treatment which I
received from the present Minister of
Educ'ation was never imposed on the
present Minis,ter of Education when he
was the Opposition spokesman on
education.
When the present Minister of Education was Opposition spokesman, he had
free access to officers of the Education Department and, to the best of
my knowledge, he never abused the
privilege which was granted. As I
understand it, the present Minister of
Education behaved impeccably when he
was Opposition spokesm'an. I find it
difficult to understand why that honourable gentleman, whom I have known
for many years, should behave in the
way he has behaved now that he is
Minister and I am Opposition spokesm'an on education.
I turn now to the way in which the
Education portfolio is being 'administered, which is nothing less than
dis'astrous. We have government by
task force. Whenever a matter arises
which is considered a little difficult, a
task force, an 'interdepartmental committee, a study group or a working
party is formed. The education area
displays a lack of decision; there is
disorientation and the departmental
officers are disillusioned. A new termthe "whirlwind"-has been coined
within the administration of the Education Department. If a question is asked
about what is happening toa particular
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paper dealing with a certain matter and
the answer comes back, UIt is in the
whirlwind", it means that the decision
is going around in circles 'and will
never be decided upon.
It bothers me that, in so short a
time, the Education Department has
reached that state of affairs. It bothers
fne that the Education Department is
being administered by task forces which
refer back to unions before they refer
to senior departmental officers.
Mr WUkes--Are you confusing administration with research?
Mr RICHARDSON-I am not confusing adm'inistration with research and
the Minister of Public Works knows
what I am talking about. I meant to
say the Minister for Local Government;
I keep forgetting which portfolio the
honourable gentleman has responsibility for.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Hocldey)
-Order! I 'ask the honourable member
for Forest Hill to proceed without
assistance.
Mr RICHARDSON-I
appreciate
whatever assistance I might receive
from my colleagues! The fact that a
need existed for a supplementary statement to be issued by ·the Minister of
Education demonstrates that the
"whirlwind" process of indecision, to
which I referred, has left the Minister
in a situation where he simply does
not know what is going on in his own
department. One might perhaps suspect
that the reason why the Minister
refuses access to departmental officers
to discuss the Budget and its implications and implementation is that the
officers do' not know what is going on
because they have not been told or
have not been involved in the budgetary
process. It seems that the Minister
does not know; otherwise why would
he need to make a supplementary statement some weeks after the introduction of the Budget? Does the Government have something to hide? The most
charitable suggestion one could make
is that the Government wishes to hide
its own incompetence in the 'administration of the Education Department.
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The Works and Services Appropriation Bill, as a result of the application of
numbers in the House, is now being
debated concurrently with the Appropriation Bill rather than separately as
has been the case in previous years.
In this Bill, there is an over-all increase
in the works and services appropriation
for education of $22·2 million, which
is significant because it is the total
increase in the works and services appropriation.
It is significant because when one
refers to the undertaking which was
given in relation to school buildings
and maintenance prior to the 1982
election, one finds that one of the
major planks of the Labor Party campaign was the statement, "We will
increase expenditure on school buildings by $100 million over three years".
That statement was made in the official
Labor Party policy documents on education, and it was repeated in pamphlets that were distributed. No doubt
exists that the Labor Party intended
to convince the community that it would
spend an additional $100 million on
school buildings over three years.
A reasonable expectation would have
been that a movement would have been
made to honour that undertaking in the
first Budget brought down by the Labor
Treasurer. A reasonable expectation on
the part of the com·munity would have
been that if the allocation of $100
million is to be introduced over a threeyear period, an amount of $33·3 -million
increase in the first year would be a
reasonable anticipation. Indeed, if the
Govem-ment was to handle its financial
affairs properly over the next two years,
it would need to allocate approximately
one third of that $100 million undertaking in the first of the three years.
If it did not allocate approximately one
third in the first three years, an increasingly intolerable burden would be
placed on the Treasury for the remainder of that three-year period.
A reasonable expectation would have
been an increase in expenditure on
school buildings of $33 million in the
first year. The reality is far from that
increase of $33 million which could
Mr Richardson
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reasonably have been expected. The
total increase in education spending
under the Works and Services Appropriation Bill is $22·2 million but it does
not all relate to school buildings. In
the items that cover school buildings,
there have been some declines 1n allocations.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-Order! The honourable member for
Forest Hill has 2 minutes.
On the motion, by leave, of Mr
MACLELLAN (Berwick), an extension
of 15 minutes was granted.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. When
one examines the line items in the
Works and Services Appropriation Bill,
contained in item 30 relating to education, one discovers that although there
have been some items which have received increased funds under this Bill,
a number of items have had their allocations decreased. In the allocations for
regional capital projects, under the
sub-heading of "new pupil places",
there has been an increase of $10·3
million; for "maintenance" the allocation has increased by $4·2 million; but
the allocation for "additional facilities"
has declined by $1·9 million. Theallocation for "disadvantaged scl1ools" has
increased by $2·8 million but the allocations for "replacement facilities" has
declined by $1·9 million; "fire serVices"
including fire reinstatement and fire
protection has declined by $2·8 million;
"special education-works" has increased by $500 000; "special facilities",
which includes language and consultative centres, has declined by $290 000,
and "subsidy schemes and grants" has
increased by $1·1 million. Other education works expenditure, which include
security, loans and grants, have increased by $1·6 million, yet the allocation for site purchases has declined
by $1·4 million.
The final wash-up is a net increase
of only $12 million for school buildings
and maintenance. That is an 11 per
cent increase in the allocation to school
buildings and maintenance, which is
roughly equivalent to the consumer
price index inflation rate. The Govern-
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Another matter which will be raised
ment might perhaps have thought it
could argue that it is keeping up with by the school councils when putting
the rate of inflation but, in fact, the these questions to Government backGovernment should have considered the bench members is that before the elecinflation rate for building costs. From tion the Labor Party stated that there
September 1981 to September 1982, were thousands of millions of dollars
the inflation rate for labour and mat- lying around, being wasted all over
erials in the building industry has been the State. Thousands of millions of
22 per cent. Therefore, to simply keep dollars! The Labor Party said, "All we
pace with what has been happening have to do is gather all that money
financially in the school buildings and into a great big pot and we will call
maintenance area over the past year, that pot of money the Victorian Develthe Government would have needed to opment Fund. All your problems will be
increase its allocation fOr school build- solved." In fact what it said it would
ings and maintenance by $25 million. do was use the Victorian Development
The.allocation for maintenance has Fund to finance the additional $100
been increased by only $12 million, million it was promising for school
which means that there has effectively buildings.
been a cut of $13 million for school
If the Victorian Development Fund is
buildings and maintenance. That fact
stands in stark contrast to the promise to be the salvation of the State and
that was 'made prior to the election provide the solution to all its financial
that the Government would increase problems, why has the Government
the amount of funds allocated for school reneged on yet another undertaking?
buildings and maintenance by $100 Why, despite the thousands of millions
of· dollars which we were told were
million over a three-year period.
lying around waiting to be picked up,
I do not know how the Government could not the Government honour that
or how the back-bench members of the fundamental promise on school buildGovernment, particularly the new mem- ings? Why has the Government, in its
bers of the Government party, will be very first Budget after an election camable to explain that policy to their paign based strongly on educational
school communities. I do not know matters, instead of honouring a promise
cut the funds for school building by
what sort of answer they will give when $13
million in real terms?
they present themselves to school counThose are the questions that all memcils which ask the question, "Why is
it that you have effectively reduced bers of the Labor Party in this place
funds for school buildings and main- will have· to answer when they turn up
tenance by $13 million when you prom- at their school council meetings because
I intend to make sure that every
ised that you would increase -it by school
council in this State knows pre$100 mililon over three years?"
cisely what the Labor Party has done
1 do not know what the answer will to school buildings in Victoria, despite
be but there must be an ·answer and all the promises it made and all the
assurances that there were thousands
Government back-bench members will of
millions of dollars lying around waithave to find a better answer than the ing to be picked up; in spite of everyone that has been trotted out so fre- thing that was done to mislead and
quently by their Leader, that the former deceive the people prior to the elecGovernment left the finances of the tions. The Government cannot wriggle
State in such a disastrous state that out of this one.
there was no money left. The next
F. P. SHEEHAN (Ballarat South)
excuse that was given to the community - IMrjoin
the debate as one of the new
was that there was a deficit of $400 .members to whom the previous speaker
million. That is nonsense because the referred, and it will be my first opporTreasurer himself said there was a sur- tunity of referring to what 1 believe
plus of $6 million.
to be one of the major Budgets of any
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Government for many years. Since its
introduction, the Budget has been
lauded by many people in the press and
the electronic media as achieving the
priorities that were enunciated during
the campaign prior to April.
>, An article by Kenneth Davidson in the
Age of 23 September sets out exactly
my thoughts on the Budget. It states:
The Cain Government is off to a good start.
Within ,the financial strait-jacket imposed on
State Governments, the Government has
brought down a Budget that reasonably reflects
the social, political and economic rriorities put
forward by the Cain team in Apri .

The Government's priorities have been
reflected in this Budget. It reflects the
philosophy that was outlined during the
election campaign by the Cain team,
and also gives answers to questions on
many of the major needs that were
shown to be required by our community
at that time. These include the areas of
health, education, housing, transport,
social welfare and the much talked
about unemployment situation. The
areas I have just outlined have been
given major allocations and in some instances, massive increases in the Budget
to try to alleviate the problems that are
part of those areas.
The Budget is a cohesive one and for
that reason has been more easily understood and more readily grasped as being
of benefit to the economic well-being of
Victoria. It has been said that it is
starting off a new direction in the presentation of Budget Papers to Parliament. One of the Government's objectives has been to tighten up the financial management of Victoria.
I shall quote from an article in the
Australian Financial Review, which is

regarded relatively highly in financial
circles. Referring to the Budget documents, the article states:
. . . with all the severe financial and economic
problems besetting State Governments, it is
at least a pleasure to be able to point to one
area of definite progress in administrative
refonn.

This was referring to the way in which
the Budget Papers were presented.
Mr F. P. Sheehan
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The Budget gives definite direction
to the State. As I said, it has been
widely accepted and is a major document that will get Victoria back on the
straight and narrow towards higher
employment, better housing and improved health and transport services,
which were priot to the election and
remain major planks of the Victorian
Government's policy.
The direction of the Government in
the Budget is in sharp contrast to that
under the former Government. During
the election campaign, much was said
about the new directions policy. I said
at the time, and it has since been
shown to be true, that it would have
been better defined as "no directions"
or "all directions".
The aspects of the Budget to which
I should like to refer are many, but
the employment situation is worthy of
particular note. In the electorate of
Ballarat South, the City of Ballarat recently conducted a survey on employment with particular reference to
apprenticeship. During that survey, it
was estimated that about 14 per cent of
people in Ballarat were unemployed.
When one considers that figure, together with the State average of about
7·5 per cent, one sees that the country
areas, of which Ballarat is very much
a part, have almost doubled the State
average percentage of unemployment.
For this reason, it is a major concern
to the people of Ballarat and the families with young people leaving school
and moving into the work force. It is
of concern to the many responsible
people in local government and education systems to ensure that children
leaving school have firm possibilities of
obtaining jobs, so employment is a
major issue in the Ballarat area.
It is pleasing that the Government
has attacked the unemployment situation head on. The Government's intiative programme in which $30 million is
provided is but one of the specific
areas to which it has allocated funds.
Since the Budget was, brought down
and the job initiative programme guidelines have become clearer, much
activity has been generated in the community around this aspect of the
Budget.
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The Treasurer said during the Budget
speech that the Victorian Government
is of the opinion that job creation is
a major economic and social objective.
That is one of the reasons why I say
that the Budget attacks one of the
major issues of our time. It reflects the
priority and was stated prior to the
election and for that reason alone it is
worthy of special mention.
It is estimated that the Budget will
increase the number of jobs available by
more than 20 000. I am sure the community regards that objective with
favour because if people are not provided with jobs, which they so urgently
require, the social community will go
backwards and the economic unit will
be lagging behind.
One of the other major initiatives is
the massive injection of funds into
public housing of $231 million. I shall
quote again from the article in the
Herald of 23 September by David
Whithington. It states:
In the housing industry, which got the
biggest boost in the Budget, the impact would
be seen late this year and early in 1983 . . .
About 2500 homes would be built for the
Housing Commission all over the State.

This area has been of real concern to
me and to people in the electorate that
I represent. Two or three years ago a
survey was conducted on housing in
the Ballarat area. It was indicated that
more than 400 families were on the
Housing Commission waiting list and
people were living in caravans in various parks in the area. The massive
increase in funds will be a significant
step in the right direction in alleviating
the problems that housing shortages
have caused and are causing in the
community, particularly in Ballarat.
Recent figures indicate that about 250
to 300 people are still on the waiting
list in the Ballarat area alone. The
figure I quoted earlier was for a much
larger area.
The 82 per cent increase in funds
for public housing will be well received
in the community.- I suspect that about
40 per cent of the work in my electorate office is concerned with housing
issues in one form or another. Schemes
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assistance
and
urban homestead
schemes, and the home renovation and
self building programmes are all worthy
matters that will be promoted and are
being promoted by me and other people
in the area. The house and land pack-age, the design and construction
scheme, are also being promoted at a
time of depressed land values. The objective of gaining value for money will
be readily achieved in a place like
Ballarat.
The over-all capital works expenditure has increased by $760 million,
which has been criticized by Opposition members. Unless the Government
takes the bit within its teeth and provides money in the public sector to
trigger off the activity of the economy,
its objectives will not be achieved. It
is excellent that Governments trigger
off renewed economic activity. It is
with great pleasure that the Government I support is doing just that. It is
giving an impetus to the economic wellbeing of the State. The multiplier effects
that will emanate from that impetus
will be to the benefit of the private
sector, which is avidly praised by Opposition members, but has shown itself to
be in dire straits at present and in need
of the impetus that the Government is
giving it.
The Victorian Development Fund has
also been criticized. The fund is one of
the major aspects of the Government's
policy and has the potential of providing a real boost to the economic wellbeing and economic direction of the
State. Criticism has been levelled at
the idea because the fund is not providing the $400 million at this stage which
was indicated in part of the Labor
Party's policy. The Government has
gone a considerable way along the
track towards that objective of $400
million, which was proposed over a
three-year period. The Victorian Development Fund will be an important
factor for the well-being of future
economies. It is an extremely positive
initiative and will work much more
efficiently than the former system of
using money that is now located in
various departments around the State.
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Another aspect of the Budget is the
financial tightening up. The programme
budgeting idea has been praised by
many people and is considered by the
media and press as tightening up
financial m:anagement and setting objectives. It is different to the practice
of the former Government which used
the practice generally known as "porkbarrelling". In this area the Government has set standards which will be
achieved and constantly monitored to
determine the most efficient way of
using resources. Once the moni toring
is in process, judgments can be made
on whether the objectives are being
reached and the programmes are worth
while. It will indicate whether or not
many of the aspects of programmes
are viable and modifications can be
made, which is a logical objective.
The initiatives to modifications that will
take place will not be taken because
of any particular political decision, but
because it was indicated that they were
failing to achieve the objectives that
were laid down for particular programmes. As I have said, it is laudable
that programme budgeting has been
introduced, and that has been praised
in the press and in the electronic
media.
The Budget strategy will lead Victoria on to an improved future, which
has not been the case in recent years.
It will lead to a moulding of the financial arrangements of the State that will
enable change to be made where and
if necessilry, before wastage has taken
place. The strategy inherent in the
Budget has brought cohesion into the
financial management of the State and
it will continue to act as a cohesive
force in Government activities over the
next twelve months.
In referring to the strategy of the
Budget, the Age of 23 September said:
It is a strategy which reveals the Cain
-Government as boldly interventionist-

As I have said, that is an important
part of Government operations. . . compassionate and committed to orderly
and rational financial management.

That sums up what is a most important
part of the Government's activities and
I reiterate that I am proud to be associated with that Budget strategy.
Mr F. P. Sheehan
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Mr McNAMARA (Benalla) - This
Budget could be described as a combination of the good, the bad and the
ugly. It contains a number of matters
for which the Government deserves
praise. Obviously, the most notable of
those are in the areas of housing and
transport. However, there are also a
number of areas for which the Government rightly deserves criticism.
I now refer to the broken promises.
Prior to the election, the Labor Party
proclaimed that, if it took office, there
would be no increases in State taxes.
What have we got now? Within six
months those programmes have been
broken and broken thoroughly. The
Budget announces an increase in State
taxes of 23·5 per cent. That is from
a Government that, less than six
months ago, said that it would not
increase those taxes if it came to office.
It is one of the greatest about-faces
I have ever witnessed. It must rank
as one of the greatest changes in
situation since Lazarus.
It is interesting to note that the
Budget recognizes that Commonwealth
Government payments to Victoria have
increased by 435·9 per cent. Obviously,
that is a result of the strong National
Party representation in that coalition
Government. We often hear criticism
from the Government side of the House
suggesting that the Federal Government is not doing enough; that it is
not pulling its weight. It is fantastic
that the Commonwealth Government
should have increased its contribution
to the State's finances by 435'9 per
cent and that Government is to be
congratulated.
Mr Harrowfteld-Are you sure -it is
a percentage?
Mr MeNAMARA-It is clearly shown
as a percentage in the Budget Papers.
The Minister of Public Works obviously got his fair share of funds.
There has been an increase of 162·1
per cent in the allocation for works
and services from the Consolidated
Fund. That is a phenomenal increase
from the paltry sum provided last year
of $419'5 million. This year it is $1099'5
million.
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Perhaps I should go through the amongst traditional supporters and affiState taxes that have been increased liates of the Labor Party. The Governand forewarn the many people affected ment should realize that its actions are
about how they will be hit by the having a disastrous effect on country
Government. Pay-roll tax revenue will Victoria.
be increased from $795 million to
There is a massive hike in the
$979-6 million; land tax revenue will
be increased from $115 million to $147 amount to be levied by the State on
million; the health levy, which did not· irrigators-from $61-8 million to $73·5
even exist before this Budget, comes million. It is probable that more water
in with an amount of $38 million to will be needed for irrigation this year
be raised; revenue from stamp duty than was required last year. It is prowill increase from $454 million to $576 bably a year in which more water will
million; increased revenue from motor be needed than at any time in the past
drivers' licences-the poor old motorist ten or twenty years. Surely, given
gets hit once again-will more than those facts, people who need water for
double from $11-7 million to $26-4 mil- irrigation should not be asked to whack
lion. This is all from a Government in more than they can afford when they
that said it would not increase State are in desperate straits. It is most recharges. It is doing a pretty good job grettable that the timber industry,
which is in a desperate plight, should
so far!
face increased royalties and that farThe amount to be raised through the mers, who need water for irrigation
Forests Commission will increase from because they are in a desperate situa$26-9 million to $30-9 million, during a tion, should also be thumped so hard.
period when the timber and housing
Fines for driving offences are again
industries are suffering one of the
greatest recessions they have ever to be increased-the same old one. It
known_ Last week, I directed the atten- seems the police will be far more
tion of the House to these problems, active. The Government expects an
and it is worth reminding honourable increase from $23-8 million to $37·2
members of the desperate plight of the million in the amount raised by fines.
titnber industry. Of the work force of We had all better be careful driving
8500 employed in the timber industry home!
at the start of this year, 1300 have
Mr Slmpson-You should be careful
already lost their jobs. That means all the time.
that 15 per cent of persons employed
in that industry have lost their employMr McNAMARA-I am, but I am
ment.
warning other motorists to drive as
Housing construction starts are carefully as I do. I now turn to the
down_ That is why I was heartened sale of railway assets. The expected
to see the amount allocated for public revenue to be raised through these
housing_ I hope it will lead to a boost means is $162 million. It seems that
the Budget has been drawn up on the
in the timber industry, but the Govern- basis
of raising money as quickly as
ment has to ensure that the proposed
possible
without any thought being
~5 per cent increase in royalty charges
given to the possible repercussions.
IS deferred for the whole of this financial year so that the industry can be Although in the short term the leasegiven a chance to get back on its feet_ back arrangement m'ay fill the Government coffers, in the long term the leaseOnly last week, the Australian Tim- back arrangem'ent will not provide a
ber Workers Union, an affiliate of the suitable method of financing the railAustralian Labor Party, called on the ways.
Minister of Forests to resign. There is
great dissatisfaction in the timber inThe Budget indicates that the' Govdustry, not only amongst those who ernment intends to raise 'an 'additional
are traditional supporters of the $2000 million, which will be an increase
National and Liberal parties, but also of 24 per cent on the money raised in
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the previous Budget. I compliment the
Government on its increased financial
allocations for tourism, which is one
of the m'ajor growth industries. The
Government has allocated $11·6 million
for tourism compared to an 'allocation
of $5 million for tourism in the last
Budget of the former Government.
Tourism is a growth industry in Victoria and it is an industry that has
contributed to the rural economy.
Tourism has provided 'an important
source of employment for young persons, especially young fem'ales who, at
present, 'are experiencing difficulty in
the employment sector.
Last year, the former Government
aIlocated 'approximately $2·4 milli-on
for the 'area of youth, sport and recreation. This year the Government has
allocated $14·4 million for youth, sport
and recreation. Prior to the last State
election the former Minister for Youth,
Sport and Recreation announced that
funds provided for that 'area would be
provided in advance for the next ten
years. That was a disgraceful decision.
It is pleasing to note that the Government has acted wis·ely in this area and
made a sizeable contribution to meet
the commitments in the area of youth,
sport and recreation that were made by
the former Minister. lam looking forward to the development of sporting
facilities in the Benalla electorate. The
Minister for Youth, Sport and Recreation is 'aware of the need for the provision of sporting facilities in the
Benallaarea.
The Government has allocated $393
miUion for public transport compared
to analloc'ation in last year's Budget
of' $70 million for public transport. The
N'ation'al Party urges the Government
to ensure that the highway system of
Victoria is updated~ The South-EasternMulgrave freeways link should be completed, and I know the honourable
member for Mitcham would like to see
that link completed because it would be
of ben'efit to those persons who reside
in the outer metropolitan areas. When
the National Party assumes Government. it will ensure the completion of
that freeway link.
Mr McNamara
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Last year the former Government
allocated $16 million for the Forests
Commission. This year the Government
has alloc'ated $33·8 million for the
Forests Commission. Unfortunately a
large proportion of that money will be
raised through the imposition of levies
in the form of royalties on the timber
industry. The Forests Commission
should be commended for its administration and management of timber producing areas and for the reforestation
programm'es. However, the Forests
Commissions should pay due regard to
the present economic plight of the
timber indus'try when the levies are
imposed.
It is interesting to note the financial
allocations in the Budget for the welfare
of dogs and cats. I have heard of someone going to the dogs but not to the
c'ats. Obviously there are not many cat
lovers on the Government benches
because there appears to be 'a distinct
financial preference for dogs in the
Budget Papers. Last year the Cat Protection Society of Victoria received
$8000 from the former Government.
This year that 'allocation has been
reduced to 'a measly $2000; whereas
the ,Lost Dogs' Home, which received
nothing last year, will receive $5000
this year. It is to be hoped that in
future Budgets, the Government will
demonstrate a financial evenhandedness
towards cats and dogs.
In the area of tourism, I note that
$500 000 has been allocated for loans
and grants for the alpine areas. The
development of alpine 'areas will be of
benefit to Benalla. I cite the example
of Mount BuBer, which is providing 'a
stimulus to the tourism industry. It is
to 'be hoped that the money will be
used wisely for the continued development of the ski industry.
The Budget provides money for
renovations and extensions to the
Glenrowan police station. That police
station has a history behind it. Some
notable bushrangers rode in the Glenrow'an area.
Mr A. T. Evans--The bushrangers
are still around.
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Mr McNAMARA-Yes. It is pleasing
to note that the Glenrowan police
station will be properly equipped.
It is unfortunate that more funds
have not been 'allocated for the Soil
Conservation Authority. Recently the
Government acted to establish the
Salinity Committee. All honourable
members would be aware of the problems of salinity. I draw the attention
of the House to the problem of dry
land salting, which is 'a m'assive problem in the Benalla area where approximately 4000 acres, stretching the length
.of the western side of the Strathbogie
Ranges, have been affected. The area
stretching from Seymour to north of
BeD'aHa has been badly affected by dry
land salting. Neither the Soil Conservation Authority nor soil experts have
found a definite ,answer to the problem
of dry land salting. The Government
should allocate more funds and m'anpower in an endeavour to resolve the
problem of dry 'land salting.
One notable change in emphaSis on
the allocation for soil conservation is a
change in direction from an emphasis
on soil control work to building and
equipment. I should hope the Government is not neglecting the practical side
of soil conservation and concentrating
more on the administrative side because, although the administrative side
needs upgrading, there needs to be a
continuing improvement in the practical
work.
The allocation for building and equipment for this financial year will be
$1·225 million compared to last year's
allocation of $123 000. Therefore, the
allocation has been increased approximately tenfold. However, the area of
erosion control received an allocation
of $1·064 million in the last financial
year, and this year, it will receive only
$70000. Therefore, less will be done
on the practical side and, in my view
it is a backward step. I should like the
·Government to reconsider that area. I
am pleased that the Lands Department
will constru~t a new depot in Alexandra.
In the area of the arts, the electorate
of Benalla has scored again because
$65 000 has been set aside for regional
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art galleries and that amount is to
be shared between the Benalla and Horsham art galleries and I have no doubt
the honourable member for Lowan was
also delighted with that result.
The allocation in the housing area
is one for which the Government should
really be congratulated because, over
the past three years, an average of only
1500 public housing units have been
constructed. This year's Budget estimates that an extra 2500 units will be
constructed in the next twelve months.
That will certainly go some way towards catching up on the shortfall that
exists at present. I do not know about
honourable members representing city
areas, but it takes a substantial portion of the time of country members to
try to find suitable housing accommodation for people.
Mr Remington-You are m·aking a
good speech!
Mr McNAMARA-I am trying to be
fair. The Minister of Public Works, who
is interjecting, is bringing up another
matter concerning office accommodation
in Benalla. That problem has existed
for many years and has been duckshoved by former Ministers of Public
Works. However, I am sure the present
Minister of Public Works will not be
in that category. I trust that he will
ensure that the problem is resolved.
Honourable members would be aware
that, under the previous priority list,
Bendigo was listed as first priority and
Benalla as second priority. I do not
·think much has changed in that priority.
but I notice that the Government has
determined that, rather than spending
the full allocation of $4·5 million on
building public offices in Bendigo, it
would allocate $2 million for the Bendigo regional library complex and $2·5
million towards public housing, which
is obviously a great need in that area.
The next priority is Benalla. I understand that the Minister is reappraising
the priority list, but I am sure he
understands the needs of Benalla and
I should hope fruitful discussions will
be held on the matter in the near
future.
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Members of the National Party are
,concerned about a number of areas of
concern in the employment and training
allocation. One problem concerns the
employment of apprentices, especially
in view of the present difficult drought
situation in Victoria. Most people are
aware of the pressure the drought has
put on country businesses and, in turn,
on the people employed by those businesses. A number of people have
a~proached m~, in~icating that they
wIshed to retaIn theIr apprentices, but
that they would need more assistance.
~ome businesses have employed apprentIces and other workers on the basis
of allowing them to have one day off
a week or one week off a month but
the pressure is certainly applying to employment. Although the farmers have
been offered a number of areas of
assistance from the Federal Government-although not much has been
forthcoming from the State Government
as yet-the State Government should
consider providing some major incentives for employment in country towns
to ensure that industries in those areas
are carried through the tough times
that they are experiencing at present.
!he provisipn of a subsidy for trainIng apprentIces should be examined and
increased immediately, if only as a
short term measure.
I was heartened that the allocation
for the Young Farmer Establishment
Scheme has been doubled in this year's
Budget. Last year, the former Government set aside $1· 5 million for rural
finance, but the Government has increased that amount to $3 miIlion. However, there is also a need for further
increases in rural assistance, through
the Rural Finance Commission. The
amount set in the Budget is not nearly
enough to carry people through the
serious situation that is being experienced as a result of the drought.
Funds should also I;lave been set aside
for a proposed slaughter bounty. Most
people realize the way in which farmers
operate-at this time of the year sheep
are brought in and shorn. The farmers
then make an assessment of their flocks
and decide which older animals and
which younger injured animals should
be culled out. The current market
Mr McNamara
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~ffers virtually nothing for old or inJured sheep. One cannot even give them
away. The farmers have offered them
to abattoirs, which will not even take
them for nothing.
The Government has implemented a
system of freight assistance for delivery of sheep to the abattoirs but the
farmers receive nothing f~om that
scheme. In many areas of Victoria,
farmers are probably not making what
should be long-term judgments-to cull
out the older stock immediately-but
are, instead, selling younger breeding
stock to get money in their pockets.
TIlat is a backward step in the long
term because they are culling out the
better sheep and holding the older
ones that should not be held because
they will die anyway, and they should
not expect a lamb from a 4 or 5 yearold ewe next year, so they are feeding
them for no purpose.
The bounty would put a floor price in
the whole market system, thereby
putting money into the farmers' pockets
and lifting the price for sheep. A system, similar to the marketing of wool,
has been suggested fOr the marketing of
sheep. I ask the Government to consider
that proposition. It has received a generous offer from the Federal Government, which offered to pay 75 per· cent
of the cost of a $3 bounty and it will
cost the State Government only 75
cents.
The net result will be ensuring that
the right sheep are preserved. As the
honourable member for Portland mentions ~y way of interjection, the proposal IS based on the same principle
as the cattle bounty in 1976, where
the stock that should have been culled
were culled. Let us not have a situation where the better stock are
slaughtered because the Government
does not want to provide a bounty.
Farmers will get nothing for old sheep
that have been retained.
The Melbourne and Metropolitan
Board of Works has been requested to
contribute $30 million through its ratepayers. This matter concerns almost
every country member as we are
worried that in future Budgets, the Government will say, "We have asked the
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sewerage and water ratepayers in the
metropolitan area to contribute $30
million; Jet us ask country water and
sewerage authorities to contribute
$5000, $10000, $20000 or whatever
figures the Government could think of,
off the top of its head. The National
Party, representing country areas,
wishes to voice its concern about a
precedent being set, and asks for assurances from the Government that it will
not think of going further along that
road.
Mr Whiting-The Government will be
thrown out of office before then.
Mr MeNAMARA-As the honourable
member for MiIdura says, the Government's term may be a short one.
That matter concerns the National
Party opposition and I ask for an
assurance that the situation will not
continue.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr WUton)
-The honourable member has 2
minutes.
Mr MeNAMARA-The Budget offers
some good developments, especially in
transport and housing. However, in
other areas it is a disaster. The Government's election promise not to increase State taxes is one of the most
flagrantly broken promises witnessed
in this country since federation. The
Government should tread warily and
should be aware of the community
concern that some sections of its Budget have aroused. As I said, the Government is to be complimented on
other sections. In summary, the Budget
is a combination of the good, the bad
and the ugly.
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-I support the Appropriation Bill and the
Works and Services Bill. They constitute the major part of the first Labor
Party Budget for 27 years. I congratullate the Treasurer on his preparation
of the Budget and on bringing sanity
to the finances of this State, which
the former Government left in a parlous, irrational and uneconomic condition. At the end of 1981-82, the projected Budget deficit for 1982-83, on
the basis of unchanged programmes,
was a staggering $400 million, and the
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projected deficits for 1983--84 and
1984-85 painted a worse picture. Honourable members may be aware that, in
1955, prior to the last Budget presented
by a Labor Government, a similar situation of chaos was evident in Victoria.
A detailed examination of the major
aspects of the Budget is required. As
the president of a local technical
school council for some years, I have
experienced at first hand the cutbacks
and the disgraceful, systematic running
down of funding and resources to Government schools. For years, cutbacks
have occurred in furniture and equipment, cutbacks to the School Medical
Service, to the Curriculum Services
Branch and to school buildings. Staff
ceilings were so implacably enforced
that schools would m:ake no serious attempt to address their individual needs.
In fact, many schools were forced into
a siege situation. School councils, parent organizations and unions had an
adversary relationship with the formed
Government, having been forced into
that position by the Government's repressive policies.
The Government's school building
programme in Victoria has, in past
years, become a joke, at which nobody
could laugh. In my local area, Ringwood High School has the oldest school
buildings in the chicken coop style;
they are falling down. Heathmont High
School has no physical education facilities. Under the Labor Government,
Heathmont East Primary School has
at last been allocated funds to upgrade
staffing and administration areas. At
last, there will not be only one toilet
for 23 female staff. Even after money
has been spent on m:aintenance, the
Norwood Primary School still needs
reblocking. Norwood High School is so
crowded that it works a split time-table
to cater for the educational needs of
the children.
I am pleased to note the commitment
by the Government to upgrading all
aspects of education in this State, as
evidenced by the over-all. thrust of
the education budget. An allocation of
$10 million extra has been provided for
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new pupil places, and· funding for furniture and equipment in Government
schools has been increased by more
than 50 per cent. There is also an
increase of $15 million in regional
capital works funding, in addition to $3
million for the disadvantaged schools
programme.
I am also gratified to see in the
Budget an allocation for the establishment of a State board of education.
I understand that regions all over the
State are undertaking work preliminary to the establishment of their own
regional boards. In contrast to what
the shadow Minister of Education said
today, room-services schools in the
Ringwood electorate have expressed
. support for the policies that the Government is following in regard to
education.
The Government has clearly indicated. its high priority to better health
services for Victorians. No area of
health services suffered more at the
hands of the former Government than
the mental retardation and mental illness sector. I applaud the fact that a
further twenty residential units are to
be opened for mentally retarded persons, as part of the Government's
policy.
In my area, Mon-kami, an organization that caters for mentally retarded
people, especiaIly young children, is
doing a wonderful job. However, it
needs additional funds for the establishment of more residential units. That
organization has done much to establish, in the people in its care, a feeling
of independence and a sense of achievement, and it should be supported by
the Government by the allocation of
funds for further residential units.
I turn now to the crippling imposition by the former Government of
implacable staff. ceilings in mental hospitals and mental retardation centres.
The Labor Government has reversed
that trend, and the appointment of 182
extra staff to the Health Commission
will strengthen the commission and
will provide for more effective health
services in many areas.
Mrs Setches
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The commencement of a dental health
care scheme for pensioners is welcomed. The intention of the Government to expand the scope of the School
Dental Service is further evidence of
its caring health policy.
In the area of welfare services, the
State Government has increased its proportion of funding to the youth accommodation support programme. That
funding is increased from approximately $700000 in 1981-82 to $930000 in
1982-83. All honourable members
would be aware of the problems associated with homeless youth in the areas
they represent, yet despite the State
Government's continued representations to the Federal Government for
further matching increases in allocations to this programme, the Federal
Government has continually turned a
deaf ear.
Two new children's protection units
are to be established, one in the outer
eastern area and one in the northwestern region. The allocation of funds
for the provision of those two units
has been applauded by all welfare agencies as well as by parents and the
wider community.
As a former co-ordinator of a
women's refuge, you, Mr Speaker,
would remember what women's refuges
are. They are the institutions to which
the honourable member for Doncaster
has referred as being run by lesbian
Amazons. This Government is fully
aware of the need for the continuation
of the women's refuge programme and
I am glad to see there is an increase in
the running costs of refuges.
I am also pleased that the funding
for the Victorian Rape Study Committee has been increased by more than
150 per cent, and that there has been
an increase of approximately 23 per
cent in the funding allocated to the
Equal Opportunity Board. The job in
front of the Equal Opportunity Board
is enormous, and that 23 per cent could
probably be increased lOO-fold for the
job that the board has in front of it.
In the .area of youth, sport and
recreation, the release of funds for
subsidies for eight new youth outreach
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workers to be attached to councils or
welfare agencies will be welcome in
many areas of Victoria. The Government is to be congratulated for its
continuation of the community recreation officer programme that was in
danger under the former Government.
The State Labor Government has had
considerable success with industrial relations. New emphasis has been placed
on conciliation and consultation rather
than the former Government's damaging policy of direct confrontation and
disruption. The Industrial Relations
Task Force has opened up lines of communication and facilitated the bringing
together of parties to resolve potential
industrial disputes. The value of this
task force to the people of Victoria
cannot be underestimated.
There has been a 200 per cent increase in the payment of out-of-pocket
expenses to honorary probation officers. Such support and rehabilitation
will help to prevent probationers reoffending and save the State's scarce,
long-term resources. I am pleased that
the family strengthening services programme grants have been increased.
The wide range of services that this
programme covers will result in
families being able to be kept together,
thus saving family breakdown.
With respect to local government,
the increase in subsidy levels to municipalities for home help and infant
welfare centres is welcomed, especially
in the area I represent.
The combined works programme of
the railway and tramways systems in
1982-83 will be $227'5 million in this
Budget, which is almost double the
figure for last year. The injection of
funds
will
actually enable
the
completion of the long-awaited, much
promised, duplication of the Ringwood
to Lilydale and Ringwood to Ferntree
GuIJy rail lines. The massive increase
in road maintenance funding already
allocated to local councils has already
been applauded.
Many honourable members have
applauded the housing initiatives in this
Budget. I am overjoyed at the expenditure on public housing in this financial
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year. Since 1974-75, expenditure on
public housing in Victoria h~s declined
in real terms, in spite of increasing
demand for such housing by groups
with special needs, such as single
parents, aged pensioners and families
with an unemployed breadwinner, as
well as an increasing number of low
income working people. The outer east,
part of which I represent, has no
public rental housing stock apart from
a number of spot purchase houses, and
the need for increased public rental
housing stock to be constructed in the
region is critical.
I agree with honourable members
who have said that up to 40 per cent
of their work is taken up with the
housing needs of people in the electorates they represent. I venture to say
that it is more than 40 per cent because of the way one has to chase
inquiries through because there is virtually no accommodation available. To
correct situations like this, the Government has allocated a total of $231
million, an increase of 82 per cent over
the 1981-82 amount, for the provision
of a total housing programme in
Victoria.
I have been instrumental in compiling a register of State-owned land in
the electorate of Ringwood. That is
now being jnvestigated by the Ministry
of Housing with a view to assessing
the desirability of that land for construction of public housing.
The major impact of the Budget on
unemployment will stem from the
much-needed expansion in public
works. Substantial increases will occur
in a number of important areas. It is
estimated that over 23000 jobs will
be created by this capital works programme. It is essential that the Government tries to reverse the unemployment situation that has been
caused by the Federal Government's
policy. In the Age newspaper the other
day, it was stated that 503000 people
are out of work in this country. In
the electorate I represent, Kenworth
Trucks Pty Ltd, is at present working
a four-day week and is negotiating
with the Vehicle Builders Union for
a three-day week. Stokes (Australasia)
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Ltd, which make components for
stores, is negotiating to go on a fourday week. The policies of the Federal
Government are forcing more and more
people into unemployment.
While I am on the subject of unemployment, I would like to quote the
Federal Liberal Government's policies
of indifference, hostility and anxiety.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr WUtOD)
-Will the honourable member be kind
enough to identify the document from
which she is quoting?
Mrs SETCHES-Yes, it is titled
Poor Policies. It states, inter alia:
In January 1976 it was ruled that people
over 18 years of age could be forced to change
their place of living in order to find a job. If
a person was considered to be inappropriately
dressed he could fail the work test. Two months
later further measures were announced. SkUled
workers who had not found an appropriate
job within six months -could be required to
accept an unskilled job even though this meant
a reduction in ,wages or status. People who
become voluntarily unemployed would have to
Wl8it for six weeks before they became eligible
for benefits. School leavers were not to be
eligible for ·benefits during the long summer
vacation until the beginning of the school year,
and, finally, fortnightly income statements had
to be lodged in person with the Commonwealth
Employment Service.

That is the type of climate in which
the unemployed have had to try to
survive in Australia. In Victoria, the
·Government is hoping to reverse some
of that trend by providing employment
to people.
Capital works expenditure on housing is being increased by 82 per cent.
A similar expansion will occur. in public
transport with an additional $112 million being spent. The State development programme will make $130
million available to meet further high
priority capital works. The State Electricity Commission of Victoria will also
spend $240 million more on capital
work~
in 1982-83 than it did in
1981-82.
Other areas will also significantly
expand their capital works programme
. in the 1982-83 year, particularly in
education, health .Q.nd roads where an
additional $196 million will be spent.
One of the most applauded initiatives
put forward by this Government in the
Budget is the employment initiatives
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programme which will cover three
distinct but related schemes; firstly,
the funding of projects in the public
and private non-profit making sectors,
which are clearly demonstrated to be
of value to the community and to
be employment intensive; secondly,
the bringing forward of labour intensive public works and maintenance for
which a need has been clearly demonstratedand, thirdly, a wage subsidy
scheme with local authorities and local
community groups for long-term unemployed.
In addition, the Government intends
to improve the skill of the future work
force, an additional 225 apprentices will be trained through Government departments. The Government will increase the travelling and
broad component of apprenticeship
subsidies. It will also appoint fifteen
additional apprenticeship supervisors.
The Budget will bring hope to those
sections of the community, such as the
aged, the unemployed, the disabled,
women, Government school students
and single-parent families-not only
ordinary people but those who have
been missing out for so long-that the
former Liberal Government treated
shamefully. I commend the Budget to
the House.
Mr SALTMARSH (Wantirna)-In responding to the Budget Papers and the
accompanying Bills, I first wish to
commend some aspects of those documents.
The first is the form of presentation
of the Budget documents which is
certainly a vast improvement on previous presentations. For a number of
years there has been a group--.-at the
time, Government members-urging
that there be 'a more presentable and
understandable form of presentation of
the Budget Papers. Last year' additional
information was provided for the first
time. The documents now being considered by honourable members cert'ainly contain much more information
that has enabled honourable members
to be better informed and, it is to be
hoped, better able to criticize the
features of the documents.
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The second point for commendation
is the additional resources put into
some areas of capital works, particularly housing. I commend the Government for its emphasis on housing
initiatives, particularly for putting
further resources into Iow rental
accommodation, not only in some of
the more needy localities, but also
throughout the entire Victorian community. Obviously there will be an important initial flow on from additional
resources, in terms of increased capital
allocations in housing and other capital
works programmes, which will make a
significant contribution in the short
term to the Victorian economy.
However, there 'are a number of other
points that need to be made 'and that
have already been made by a number
of speakers. They relate to problems
that will arise because of the methods
that are required to finance the increased capital outlay and the over-all
increases in Budget allocations.
Honourable members have heard
some supporters of the Government
waxing eloquent about the vast range
of services, some of which have been
improved and some of which have been
decreased. Honourable members will be
aware that in the area of the disadvantaged it is unfortunate and regrettable that in the past few days the
Minister of Transport has refused to
proceed with what was to bean
excellent scheme. I refer to maxi cabs
for handicapped people. It 'was anticipated that $10 million would have been
allocated to provide a maxi cab service
for persons in wheel chairs and other
handicapped persons. The Commonwealth Government made available an
amount of $10 a week for these persons
to be able to hire maxi cabs that it was
expected would be provided to give
handicapped people mobility. It is incongruous' that members of the Government, who have been sounding high
praises of compassion, have supported
the withdrawal of that concession.
Honourable members have heard
about the jncreased facilities for dental
health care in schools. I believe a cruel
hoax has been perpetrated on school
children because dental health care has
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dental therapists wiU no longer be able
to provide treatment for school children, other than in a f.ew cases.
Dental therapists were in ·a situation
where they believed they were in an
expanding service because the former
Government had a commitment to
expand the service throughout Victoria
as additional dental therapists came on
stream after completing training. That
will no longer happen. The dental
therapy college in St Kilda Road will
no longer accept recruits so that within
a few years that college will no longer
exist. Additional dental therapists will
not be recruited which will mean that
what was to have been a very fine
service, providing dental c'are fora
large number of school children
throughout the community, will now
. be withdrawn and replaced by what is
simply an inspection service.
In many instances it would be
reasonable to assume that a reasonably
competent lay person would be able to
carry out the sort of examination that
would show whether or not a child
needs dental treatment and then be
'able to write a referral to a private
dentist. Of course, if the child attends
a private dentist, the private dentist
·would have to carry out his own examination and the money currently used
by the GOvernment to provide dental
therapi'sts to carry out examinations
would be seen as a waste of money.
Honourable m-embers have heard that
a number of elderly and handicapped
people will be helped -through the
Budget. I believe that by the end of
tW'elve months the Victorian community
will be aware that a hoax has been
perpetrated on them by the Budget and
the promises made prior to the election.
The other day a pensioner lady called
upon me. She was very concerned
that she had voted Labor because she
had believed the publicity and hoax
material that had been put out during
the election campaign. She indicated
that she is dependent on gas for cooking and heating. Her -average account
for the past twelve months was about
$45. The last account she received was
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for $72. The meter reader did a quick
calculation for her to indic'ate that the
next account is likely to be in excess
of $90. She is using approximately the
same amount of gas so her 'account
will have increased by 100 per cent in
a very short time. That estimation is
based on actual readings rather than
theoretical arguments put forw'ard by
Government spokesmen.
If penSioners 'are having to face that
sort of increase for natural gas and the
increased costs associated with elec.tricity charges and massive increases
for health care-people still take out
private health care coverage-the overall weekly increase in costs asa direct
result of the Budget are going to be
borne very heavily by the people the
Labor Party claims to be protecting.
If one looks at the economics of the
situation it is clear that the Budget
requires an additional $1000 million
that has to be found from somewhere.
That money has to be found through
increased charges on every type of
s·ervice that can be imagined.
If we are to take from the private
sector a considerable amount of funds
to pay for the rather expensive programmes of the Government, the impact will be severe upon the people
for whom the Government claims to
care most. The impact will severely
affect pensioners, families and young
persons seeking employment.
In the current difficult economic
times we are facing, we are all too
frequently aware of the problems facing
small business throughout the entire
Victorian community. Depending upon
the type of industry in which they
are involved, a number of small businesses have indicated that they will
experience increases in total costs of
such magnitude-' that they will have to
reduce staff. In the over-all pattern,
this will 'amount to a significant proportion by the end of the first twelve
months of the Budget's operation.
The Budget proposes that by increasing expenditure in the public sector,
some employment will be provided. The
Budget figures will not be borne out
in fact because the figures, calculations
Mr Saltmarsh
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and projections are dependent upon increases flowing on from expenditure
in the public sector to the private sector. It is clear that, with the massive
increases in some of the energy-intensive industries, which will have to pay
vastly increased gas and electricity
charges, and huge increases in pay-roll
tax and workers compensation, staff
numbers will be reduced. Last week
the manager ofa small firm told me
that in his business the value of total
extra charges to run the business now
amounts to exactly the same as the
total wages he pays, and the business
will have to reduce the numbers of its
employees to stay finanCially viable.
Through the Budget and the policies
of the Government, a dra'matic increase
will take place in the over-all costs to
industry. It does not require a person
with a good understanding of economics
to be aware that the optimistic predictions of 23500 new jobs in Victoria
will not be borne out. In twelve months'
time honourable members will see how
the Government attempts to justify
results of the actions taken through
this Budget.
A number of other areas are potentially promising. However, we will have
to wait and see the over-all performance of. the economy. During the election campaign, the Leader of the Opposition, as he then was, was particularly
insistent that Victoria has its own
economy. He was at pains to dissociate
himself and, by implication, to say
that the previous Administration was
not determined to provide the type of
economic responsibility and incentive
necessary to make the economy work.
The Government has now implemented
a Socialist policy in transferring resources from the private sector to the
public sector. In many other Socialist
countries around the world, where this
prinCiple has been applied, the economies have become subject to the law
of diminishing returns with a reduction
in living standards.
If in any way the productive sector
of the economy is crippled, the potential
for growth in the non-productive areas
or the welfare areas for the future is
destroyed. To my mind, this is the most
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.severe criticism that one can level at
the Budget. The Opposition will be
monitoring the Budget strategy over
the next twelve months to ascertain
whether the deliberate policy of transferring resources from the private sector to the public sector will generate
the type of reaction 'anticipated by the
Government.
Mr Simpson-Approximately 95 per
cent of the contracts in my department
go to the private sector.
Mr SALTMARSH-The Opposition
will be watching that area with interest.
The Government believes there will be
a significant response within the private
sector, despite the fact that massive
increases in over-all costs associated
with production have occurred. Honourable members are already aware that a
number of companies are having to lay
off staff and we are afraid that this pattern will increase.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr SALTMARSH-I was interested
to note that the honourable member
for Syndal was interjecting; I regard
him as the "masticating member for
Syndal" because he seems to be very
keen on chewing gum. The Budget contains a number of commendable aspects; it also contains some serious
aspects, and the productive sector of
the economy will be severely hit. The
Opposition and the community will be
closely monitoring the effects of the
Budget over the next twelve months.
I am sure honourable members will
witness large sections of the community
becoming increasingly disenchanted because of the promises they believed
would be fulfilled. Indeed, promises will
not be fulfilled. The average family
person will be paying considerably more
in State charges and it is the family
person who will suffer. They will indicate their response to the Budget by a
strong reaction against the Government
in a short time.
Mr MILLER (Prahran)-The AppropriationBill 'and the Works and Services Appropriation Bill are the most
important single Bills that are debated
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,in ParHament. These Bills provide Victorians with a sense of political direction ·and with a notion of where the
Government is leading the State.
There is no question that firm and
positive political leadership is contained
within these two Bills. Victorians languished for 27 years under the previous
Administration; there was no sense of
direction. The floundering, bewildered
Liberal Government was tossed out of
office on 3 April because the vast
majority of Victorians needed and
wanted a change of government. They
firmly and positively voted for a change
of Government.
One of the most obvious comments
that can be made about the Budget
is that it is extremely positive. It ,is
an innovative Budget that addresses
some of the 'most fundamental and
major problems that beset Victoria. It
is not a "steady-'as-you-go" Budget.
Th·at was the type of prevaUing comment that economists and political
journalists made about Budgets presented by the previous Administration.
The Budgets of Liberal Governments
did not take Victoria anywhere except
down the track to financial ruin and
disaster. The community recognized
this on 3 April and threw out the
incompetent former Administration.
Mr Williams-Mr Deputy Speaker, I
draw your attention to the state of the
House.
A quorum was formed.
Mr MILLER-The fact that the
Budget has been so well received is
reflected clearly in the latest opinion
polls which show the Government ,running at 55 per cent popularity and the
popularity of the Premier at 58 per cent.
Those polls were taken just after the
introduction of this Budget.
It is an interesting Budget in a number
of respects, not only because lit is the
first Labor Budget introduced in 27
years, but also because it is probably
the most comprehensive Budget Victorians and members of Parliament have
seen. It contains more detail and particulars about all sor-ts of information
relating to the Budget and the Budget
strategy than ever before. One of the
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innovations introduced by the Treasurer
is to publish a separate Budget Document No. 5, which provides detailed
analysis of the economic meaning and
implications of the Budget. At page 9
of his Budget speech the Treasurer indicates:
This document provides specific papers on
the economic context and implications of the
Budget, and incorporates an analysis based on
the statement of transactions on a national
accounting basis expanded to embrace trust
account transactions. Budget Document No. 5
also includes a series of papers outlining the
details and consequences of the various ec0nomic initiatives in the Budget. Further substantial improvement to ,the budget documentation is planned for next year.
Honourable Members will shortly be provided,
for the first time, with departmental financial
statements signed by the Permanent Head of
the department concerned.

Therefore, in addition to having sign'ificantly more information made available
in the Budget, honourable members find
additional information on its impHcations and effects. I also complinlent the
initiative of the Treasurer and of the
Economic Development Committee for
having the Budget presentation held in
Parliament House for members of Parliament, interested parties and others to
be informed about the effect of the
Budget. It was an excellent innovation
which provided a great deal of information about the scope and operation of
the Budget.
One can only regret the predictable
response of the Opposition to the
Budget. I think the honourable member
for Forest Hill was partly accurate when
he said the Budget is not wholly bad.
No Budget is wholly good for everyone.
However, that honourable member failed
to point out the positive aspects of the
Budget. Most members of the Opposition
have unfortunately concentrated solely
on one or two negative aspects of the
Budget as they see them. No one likes
increased prices or costs. However, the
Government is being consistent in its
philosophy of providing for a user-pays
principle, so that those who use particular items pay for them.
If the Victorian Budget is taken in
its wider economic context, one can
see how innova.tive and positive it is
and what a significant impact it will
MrMUler
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have on the regional economy. The State
of Victoria does not operate in a
vacuum. It operates within an Austral'iawide context and a world wide context
and, in an economic climate of depressed
prices for minerals and many commodities on the world market, and of a
Federal Government whose economic
policies has resulted in the highest level
of unemployment since the depression,
with more than 534 000 people of 7'4
per cent of the work force unemployed
-those chilling figures represent the
economic impact felt by Australians as
a result of Federal economic policiesone has to put the Victorian Budget in
its wider economic context. Not only
are more than 1000 people a day losing
their jobs as a result of Federal policies
but also the figures of the Aus,tralian
Bureau of Statistics show that housing
approvals have dropped to their lowest
level in several years. One can see the
sorts of economic policies that have
been dictated to most Australians by the
Federal Liberal Government and its
National Party colleagues. At the Federal level there is Government induced
stagnation of awsome and awful consequences to all Australians. Unemployment is at its highest level; interest rates
are currently at their highest level, and
the effect. of unemployment on the
economy 1s chilling.
In the wider context, one needs to
look at the Victorian approach to get
Victoria going again and stimUlate the
private sector so that it can provide
more work for people and get the State
movin~. One of the central features of
this Budget is that it is a jobs-related
Budget. designed to improve the economy of Victoria, to provide work for
Victorians. It is designed essentially to
provide work through a massive injection of funds into the housin~ industry
and public works. As the Minister of
Public Works indicated a few moments
ago, 95 per cent of the contracts let
through his department are to the
private sector which is the largest
employer 'in the community. More than
60 per cent of all work is provided
through the private sector. However,
many members of the Opposition fail to
appreciate the specific effect that that
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massive injection of funds into the housing and public works sectors will have
on the private sector in the crea,tion of
employment. This Budget addresses a
fundamental question that must face
every Treasurer-the tension .that exi'sts
between growth and redistribution. The
Treasurer has, at a serious, philisophical
level, addressed that fundamental question. There is no question that this is
a pro-growth Budget. It is also a Budget
fundamentally concerned with redistribution and, in particular, it is directed
towards those who are most desperately
in need 'in the community, particularly
in the housing area.
Mr Whiting-What about farming?
Mr MILLF.R-There is no question
about that. At present the rural sector
is undergaing same af the worst canditians it has ever experienced.
Mr Ross-Edwards-You have a backgraund in that area.
Mr MILLER-I certainly have.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Wilton)
-Order! The Leader of the National
Party has had his say.
Mr MILLER-Let us examine the
Budget strategy in terms of those
twO' majar areas af concern far
Victarians, employment and redistribution. More than 500 000 Australians are out of work as a result
af policies deliberately designed to
m'aintain a pool of high unemployment,
to dampen down the economy, perhaps
for the most obvious political motives
of trying to keep the unions under
contral because employers will have a
much more passive or tame work force
of people who will want to hang on to
any jab; there will not be 'a job turnover and the unions will be more
acquiescent. That may be 'a strategy
that the Federal Government wishes to
pursue. If 'it is, it is a cold and heartless one, because behind the figure of
500 000 unemplayed, there 'are individuals.
One of the most disheartening
aspects af being a m'ember af State
Parliament is the fact that countless
numbers of people came intO' the electorate affice day in 'and day out
desperately searching for work. I, and
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I know other members af Parliament
from all sides af palitics alsO' dO' sa,
take unemployed peaple to' Commanwealth Employm'ent Service agencies
in 'a vain search for work. In many
cases hundreds of people 'apply for one
or two positions. That is one of the
worst aspects of the Federal Government's economic policies.
The Victorian Government has
inherited 'a system that did not promote
growth ar employment,and 'as a result
we are looking at a depressed Australian e'conomy 'and 'a Victorian
massive injection of funds to increase
employment. The prognosis by the
Federal Treasurer, Mr Haw'ard, is grim,
while unemployment is running at 7'5
per cent. Mr Howard suggests it will
go up to 8 per cent next year, 'and
certainly nothing in the Federal figures
that have emerged recently indicates
that that statement is not accurate.
This State Budget ·attempts to redress
a't a regional level that awesom'e problem in Victoria. The Victarian Government has attempted to overcome the
prablems of high unemploym~t in Victoria through a selective injection of
funds into twO' major areas of the
economy. If one considers the area of
housing 'alane, one can see haw significant is the direction that the present
Government is taking in promoting
hausing~

The allacatian far welfare housing
has been increased by 82 per cent
and the total expenditure will be
in the order of $231 million. In the
electorate I represent, one-third of all
the work done in the electorate office
is related to housing, whether in the
public or private sector. A huge number
of people are constantly looking for
suitable housing. Th'e housingaIloc'ation is a credit to the Government 'and
particularly to the Minister of Housing,
who has been able to persuade the
Treasurer that this is one 'Of the most
useful directions in which the Government can proceed in providing additional employment as well 'as carrying
out the Government's commitment to
haus'e properly the people O'f Victoria.
The depressed state of the housing
industry in Victoda is legendary. As I
have just indicated, the Australian

960 ASSEMBLY

13 October 1982

Bureau of Statistics figures show that
the low'est rate of housing approvals in
Victoria for seven years is upon us. In
addition, the multiplier effect that this
has on the housing industry generally
is well known, and quite a number of
speakers from all sides have spoken on
that problem.
The capital works expenditure has
been increased by 35 per cent, 'and the
total funds available for capital works
have been increased by more than $750
million. The Budget will 'achieve many
of the most laudable aims of the Labor
Party. It is directed unambiguously to
those people most in need, particularly
the
single-income
families
with
dependent children. There are an
enormous 'number of pockets of poverty
in this State, not only for people in
urban Melbourne but also in country
areas. Many of these people have been
very badly hit. The Budget gives top
priority to getting Victorians back to
work. The new Government has ensured
that the resources and powers of the
State will be used to maximize employment in Victoria.
Many honourable members have
already commented on the use of public
funds.
particularly the Victorian
Dev'elopment Fund. One of the matters
that the Labor Party addressed before
the last State election was the fact that
the financial management of the State
was in a mess under the previous Government. Several reports of the Public
Bodies Review Committee indicated the
nature of that mess. There are more
than 9000 public bodies in Victoria, of
which aporoximately 1000 are significant, 'and when Dr Foley, the fanner
chairman of the committee. wrote to
the secretaries of m'any Government
departments he was able to obtain only
a partial list because not all the public
bodies are on record and a number of
departments were nDt able to indicate
the complete number. The public bodies
in Victoria are most important
generators of economic activities. State
pubHc bodies 'account for more than
one-auarter of the total capital spending
in Victoria each year. Some of these
are amongst Australia's largest enterprises, and a number are monopolies
with autonomous pricing authorities.
Mr MUler
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However, as the Public Bodies Review Committee also pointed out,
approximately 80 per cent of the public
bodies do not report their activities to
Parliament, 'and many do nDt even
report to the responsible Minister.
There has been a proliferation of Govemm'ent and public bodies throughout
Victoria, and one of them'atters we
are most concerned 'about is the
accountability of these bodies so that
not only must their financial management be in order, but also that they
are accountable to the people of Victoria.
As I indicated, we have an innovative
and exciting Budget before us. The
Treasurer is to be commended for his
imaginative approach to resolving many
of Victoria's deep-seated economic
problems, and there is to bea m·assive
injection of funds incorporated in the
Budget to provide a substantial boost
to the Victorian economy. The Government has been able to achieve this in a
number of ways through modern financial management techniques. These
have been touched upon by many
speakers. They include the Victorian
Development Fund and its use as an
investment medium.
The Government will also ensure
that the works expenditure is directed
to areas of high social 'and economic
priorities. Those areas have already
been spelled out; the depressed state of
the housing industry has been touched
on by' numerous speakers, and the long
queues of applicants for welfare housing 'are most compelling reasons for
housing receiving special attention in
the Budget. In the Prahran electorate,
people have to wait three years to
obtain Housing CommiSSion accommodation. The waiting period for a
house or three-bedroom flat is a minimum of eighteen months, and this
desperate need has been sufficiently
addressed by previous administrations.
We recognize the problems 'and we are
providing the means to overcome it,
and when the Budget begins to bite
there will be an enormous upturn in
the state of the Victorian economy.
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The public transport system has also
been the product of long neglect, and
it will be revitalized by a large increase
in public works expenditure. The
Budget reflects the priorities of the
qovernment and strong leadership,
bec'ause what Victorians desperately
needed now, and needed prior to the
last election, was strong leadership,
but they were not getting it then. In
this Budget, one can see a commitment
to all Victorians by the Australian
Labor Party to provide strong and firm
leadership with its strong team. The
Budget will help create ·an environment
of confidence and a climate necessary
to provide more prosperity for all Victorians.
Mr McKELLAR (Portland)-When
the Treasurer presented the Budget
to the House on 22 September, it was
28 years and 8 days since the last
Labor Budget was presented to this
Chamber by the Premier and Treasurer
of the time, Mr John Cain. By way of
comparison, it is interesting to note
that that Budget made allowance for an
expenditure of 114 million pounds,
which is $228 million by today's standards. The Budget brought down on 22
September this year was 27 times larger
than the Budget presented in 1954.
I shall address my remarks to three
or four matters of importance to western Victoria in particular and to
Victoria in general. Firstly, I shall
refer to the disastrous drought that
most of eastern Australia is experiencing at present. The present drought
is different from previous droughts in
my lifetime as it is so widespread. It is
creating difficulties for people on the
land and people in business in country
areas. In western Victoria, apart from
about a 40-mile strip adjacent to the
coast, it could be said that the rest of
the State is now in the serious grip of
drought. It is evidenced and substantiated by the municipalities that the
Government has declared drought areas.
It is so widespread that there are no
places to which farmers can shift stock,
as was the case with previous droughts.
I remember that in the 1967 drought
there were areas within reasonable
striking distance of western Victoria
Session 1982-37
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that were enjoying a good season.
Farmers could sell stock, send stock
for agistment or buy fodder from those
areas to keep stock alove. The present
drought is so widespread that those
avenues of assistance are not available. The sheep slaughter bounty that
has been mentioned by previous
speakers is of significance and importance because the useful productive
lives of those sheep are behind them
and they have no commercial value.
It is no good trying to sell them
because no one is interested. Those
sheep have only two alternatives. They
are either left to die of starvation on
the property or disposed of in a
humane manner. I consider the Government is not being given the best
advice on this matter from those who
are advising it on the drought. By not
recommending a sheep slaughter bounty, they have not given good advice.
It is poor advice, because there is no
alternative but to dispose of the sheep
by slaughter on the farm or somewhere
else.
I shall give the House an indication
of what producers are losing. Twelve
months ago the type of sheep now being ~Iaughtered or buried in pits was
worth somewhere between $8 or $10
a head. Today they are worthless. In
the Shire of Ararat, which is to the
north east of the electorate I represent,
about 17 000 sheep have already been
slaughtered. Mental arithmetic tells me
that producers in that area have lost
about $170 000. I suspect that many
thousands of sheep will be disposed of
in this manner before the drought is
concluded.
Another section of the rural community suffering at the hands of the
presen t disaster are grain growers, not
only in Victoria, but also throughout eastern Australia. The Grain
Elevators Board estimates that this
year's grain harvest will be 400 000
tonnes which is about one-eighth or 12
per cent of last year's harvest of 3·2
million tonnes. As a rough calculation,
the decrease in the grain harvest will
cost grain growers approximately $400
million. That is a substantial sum of
money. The complementary effects are
obvious to honourable members. The
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main effect is the loss of revenue to
VicRail in transporting grain from
wheat growing areas to the terminal
ports of Geelong and Portland.
Another area causing concern is the
availability of water for stock and
domestic purposes and country town
reticulated water supplies. Those who
rely on run-off water are approaching
a critical period. Most of the dams in
the Portland electorate and to the west
of it are one-third to half full and the
quality of water is deteriorating. In
addition to town reticulated supplies,
the City of Hamilton relies on run-off
water from the Grampians for its
reticulated domestic water supply. Its
reservoirs, which are piped from the
Grampians down to the City of Hamilton, hold less than 50 per cent
capacity. The Hamilton Waterworks
Trust has instituted stringent water
restrictions. Householders can use a
hose only two hours every second
day for gardening purposes only. If
supplementary supplies are not found it
is estimated that even under these
stringent conditions the town reservoirs
could be dry by the end of March next
year.
I pay tribute to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy in another place,
who has been sympathetic to the cause
in Hamilton and has made arrangements through his department for a
drilling rig to be used in catchment
areas in the Grampians in an endeavour
to tap other supplies to supplement
Hamilton's water supply. People in the
area are thankful for that and I commend him for his speedy action on the
matter.
Another problem that will be confronted by the people in more extreme
drought areas of the Mallee-Wimmera
and north-eastern Victoria during the
next summer will be serious wind
erosion of soil. I have not beeil through
the area but I have spoken to people
who understand the area. They have
advised me that stock and unsown
crop fields, such as fallow areas and
the failure of other crops that have
been sown, causes the land to be
subject to this type of erosion. I suspect that, unless rain is received prior
Mr McKeUar
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to the wind and heat of summer, these
areas will experience similar dust
storms to those of the 1930s which
people in my age group experienced.
That would be a disaster.
I ask the Government to bear this
in mind in its allocation to the Soil
Conservation Authority because I suspect that, unless we get rains that will
assist in stopping wind erosion, many
hundreds of thousands of dollars will
be required next year to rectify the
problems that will be experienced
during the coming summer.
I have been advised by the Grain
Elevators Board that it has 1 million
tonnes of wheat in its various storages
and is expecting a further 400 000
tonnes from the coming harvest. The
board believes that should be sufficient
for the drought feeding of the stock
farmers intend to carry through this
difficult period.
There is some grain in the storages
in the area I represent, but I understand it is the intention of the Grain
Elevators Board to designate particular
storages that are dotted throughout the
State as central points and the board
will shift the grain to those points
as and when required. I also understand that the Australian Wheat Board
has agreed to make available a monthly
price, compared with the daily price
that is used under normal circumstances.
I now turn to the effect of the problems in the grain industry and a
number of other matters that have
arisen in the past six months with the
port of Portl'and. As I indicated, the
grain harvest is expected to be down
to some 400 000 tonnes, which means
that we cannot expect any significant
amount of grain to be moving through
the terminal at Portland during the
next twelve months. Most of the
people associated with the grain industry and the port of Portland have
agreed that. it would be better if all
of the grain available for export this
year were exported through the terminal at Geelong, so that the Portland
terminal upgrading that has to be
undertaken to make the port efficient

