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Wednesday, 17 April 1985
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 11.5 a.m. and read the
prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Does the Premier still stand by his
statement of 21 January this year that the company Essington Ltd passed a State
Government vetting process with flying colours?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The Victoria project to which the Leader of the Opposition refers
is to be constructed by EKG Developments Ltd and, initially, it represents a massive
injection of confidence into the central business district. Final approval for the project has
been deferred until the middle of May-I suppose, because of the complex nature of the
project-pending some additional work in regard to planning matters.
I suppose it could have gone ahead without this being done, but it is desirable that it be
attended to before final approval is given. I hope the Opposition is not embarking upon a
process of trying to knock the project. It is a very bold and imaginative project; it is one in
which the joint ventures have a proven track record right across the country.
The proposal was put through an exhaustive process of technical analysis and was found
to be clearly superior to anything else that was proposed. It is the best of the projects
submitted. Some very good projects were submitted, but this was outstanding and by far
the best proposal. The heads of agreement to which the Leader of the Opposition refers
were signed in the middle of January, and they provided for a further thorough examination
and scrutiny of the capacity and capability of the company and its financial backing. All
aspects will be properly considered before the final agreement is entered into. That
examination is now being undertaken. I might also add that the Government is giving
consideration to a vetting process that should be put in place in respect of all large projects
of this kind.
It should be apparent to all honourable members that some sort of process of screening
is no reflection on legitimate business or the business community in any way. However, I
believe there is a need for safeguards to be in place so that the Government is made fully
aware of any details that might affect decisions that it makes and any details that might
have an adverse effect on any person who is seeking involvement in any Government
project. All of those processes will have been thoroughly examined by the Government
before the final agreement is signed.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I refer another question to the
Premier in respect of Essington Ltd. Will the Premier advise the House why the AttorneyGeneral has been instructed to make inquiries about the project when, in fact, he says the
only problems that the Government faces are in relation to planning? If it is necessary for
the Attorney-General to make investigations now, why was that investigation not instituted
before the Premier made his enthusiastic announcement in January?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The Leader of the National Party seems not to understand the
process I have outlined. I shall go through it again ifhe so wishes, as it seems, and if he is
also becoming a slow learner like the Leader of the Opposition. He says that the Leader of
the National Party is too old, but I do not. He is becoming a slow learner, and I shall try
to help. I said that the heads of agreement provide for a thorough examination and
scrutiny of the capacity and financial backing of the company.
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I said that the heads of agreement that were entered into require that to be done, and it
is being done. Even without his legal background, I should have thought that the Leader
of the National Party would understand that the Attorney-General, as the Minister
responsible for the Office of Corporate Affairs, would play some part in that process, and
he is doing just that.

STATE INSURANCE OFFICE
Mr CULPIN (Broadmeadows)-Can the Premier provide to the House details of the
initiatives taken by the State Insurance Office to expand its range and quality of insurance?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I think it is desirable that I should provide information to the
House to show what is being done by the State Insurance Office to improve the quality of
its service, thus enabling it to compete successfully in a number of market areas.
I refer, firstly, to comprehensive motor insurance where that office was the first insurer
with 24-hour assessments for motor vehicle repairs. Others have since followed. It has
comprehensively insured some 285 000 vehicles, and that puts it in the top tier of
insurance-a great achievement. It services both industry and individual policy holders.
It has established the motor industry research centre, which assists in the area of repairs
and in keeping up to date with repairing motor vehicles. It is leading the field in
comprehensive insurance.
Secondly, in household insurance it has done the same thing. It has developed a retired
persons' plan whereby the past claims experience of this class of policy holder is reflected
in more favourable premiums. Through this process it has stopped the cross-subsidization
from this class of policy holder to others. That office has been operating in this area of
insurance for only 21 months and during that period has made strong inroads into that
market on the basis of the sound service it gives.
I shall deal, thirdly, with workers compensation, an area in which the State Insurance
Office has always endeavoured to act as the residual insurer. It has pioneered the process
of pre-trial conferences which has led to more expeditious processing of claims, and it is
doing well in that area. Its market share speaks for itself-27 per cent of the total Victorian
premium income.
I point out that the people of this State will not be influenced or misled by the knockers
in the Opposition who want to undermine an important public asset because of one aspect
of unprofitable business upon which the Opposition, when in government, chose for 27
years to do nothing. It is now saying impliedly, "Increase the premiums by 60 per cent."

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-That is indeed a raw nerve, Mr Speaker! What other conclusion can one
draw from the response of members of the Opposition? They yell and scream, they say
nothing positive.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I submit that you have
on a number of occasions reminded the Premier of the rule on debating answers to
questions without notice. Nevertheless, he continues to do so. I suggest that you should
again direct the honourable gentleman's attention to that rule and that he should be made
to conform with the Standing Orders.
The SPEAKER-Order! I must uphold the point of order, and I ask the Premier not to
debate the reply.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The point I make is that the State Insurance Office made a profit
of $7·2 million on business other than third-party insurance. It is doing well and will
continue to be supported by the Victorian public. If the Opposition wants to go to the
public and say that it wants that office to do well in third-party insurance by increasing
premiums by 60 per cent, itcan do so, but my Government will not treat motorists in that
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manner. My Government will ensure that a system is put in place that undertakes the
fundamental reforms that are required, reforms that will ensure a much better service is
delivered to motorists.
It is time the Opposition stated what it intends. The honourable member for Brighton
does not know whether he wants a funded system or a pay-as-you-go system. He is all over
the place, as is the Opposition in regard to this matter.
Do members of the Opposition want a 60 per cent increase in premiums or fundamental
reform? The Government wants reform and will introduce it; it will not increase premiums
by 60 per cent.

The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that I have been asked on a number of
occasions to uphold Standing Order No. 127. I am attempting to do so, but it is impossible
if barrages of interjections come from all sides of the House. I will name the Leader of the
Opposition ifhe continues to interfere by interjecting while answers are being given.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I refer the Treasurer to his refusal yesterday to answer
eight specific questions on his area of responsibility in connection with the State Insurance
Office. I ask him: Following revelations of the ever escalating losses and liabilities in the
accounts of the State Insurance Office for 1983-84 will the Treasurer now confirm that
losses for the first nine months of the current year already exceed $350 million?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-It is amazing that members of the Opposition fail to distinguish
between commercial and non-commercial forms of insurance. The areas where the State
Insurance Office competes with the private sector-the areas that were highlighted by the
Premier-are making a profit. The only area in which the office has been forced to operate
at a loss on conventional measures is third-party insurance. That is a result of decisions
made by a previous Liberal Government and because the private sector will not provide
third-party insurance.
As to the report for the year 1983-84, if one examines the performances of the office on
a pay-as-you-go basis, one realizes that there was a surplus in that year. Therefore,
technically on a pay-as-you-go basis, a profit was made in that area.

SUPPLIES OF STANDARD GRADE PETROL
Mr HANN (Rodney)-Is the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources aware
that supplies of standard grade petrol are dwindling because oil companies have apparently
begun to reduce its production owing to the introduction of unleaded petrol? Is the
Minister also aware that many stationary and farm engines as well as a number of other
vehicles on the road are dependent wholly and solely on the use of standard fuel? Those
vehicles will be unable to operate if that petrol is not available in the future.
If the Minister is aware of the problem, what action will the Government take to ensure
that standard grade petrol will be available in the future?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The question is
more properly directed to the Minister responsible for the changeover, the Minister for
Planning and Environment in another place. I will take up the matter with him. However,
I can provide some information to the honourable member.

Manufacture of standard grade petrol ceased some time ago. The petrol is to be withdrawn
as unleaded petrol appears in service stations. From 1 July this year, it is expected that
unleaded petrol will be available at service stations across Victoria and will be stored in
the tanks that, in the past, have stored standard grade petrol.
The Government has had discussions with engine manufacturers, through the
Environment Protection Authority, and they have indicated that their engines can be
operated by either unleaded or super grade petrol or both, depending on the type and
design of engines. I have been informed that that applies to both two-stroke and four173
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stroke engines. In some cases, unleaded petrol may have to be used with super grade
petrol.
People using such engines should consult the manufacturers, distributors or importers
of those engines to clarify and to satisfy in their own minds how the two available petrols
can best be used.
The Government has also consulted with the Federal Chamber of Automotive Industries,
which chamber will shortly be releasing a list of all motor vehicles that can operate
exclusively on unleaded petrol.
I repeat that operators of engines using fuels other than unleaded petrol should contact
their local distributors to request further information.
I shall take up this issue again with my colleague, the Minister for Planning and
Environment. However, should the honourable member for Rodney want any further
information, I shall be happy to fulfil his need.

EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
Mr MICALLEF (Springvale)-Can the Treasurer inform the House of the employment
and unemployment figures throughout Australia, relating specifically to Victoria?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I thank the honourable member for Springvale for his question
because it enables me to contrast the policies of a conservative Government in Queensland
with those of the Cain Labor Government in Victoria. Honourable members opposite will
be interested in that comparison because many of them believe the Bjelke-Petersen solution
is the best one. The Minister for Emplovment and Industrial Affairs has already indicated
that Queensland has a poor industrial record compared with Victoria and, although
Queensland forms part of the nation, the economy of that State is below the national and
Victorian economies.
Over the past twelve months Queensland suffered a fall in employment of 4·6 per cent.
In Victoria, employment increased by 1·2 per cent. Significantly, if one looks at the first
nine months of the 1984-85 year, the Increase in employment in Victoria was 3·1 per cent.
That compares with a national increase of 2·8 per cent. However, Queensland was well
below the national performance and obviously well below the Victorian performance.
If one examines the facts in relation to unemployment-the Leader of the Opposition
does not like facts-one finds that in the twelve months to March 1985 unemployment
increased in Queensland by 7·3 per cent. For the same period in Victoria, under the Cain
Government's economic policies, unemployment decreased by 4·6 per cent. The
unemployment rate in Queensland is 10·8 per cent-the worst in Australia and well above
the national average. In Victoria, the unemployment rate is 8 per cent, the lowest in
Australia.
It is clear that the policies of the Cain Government have generated increased employment
and reduced unemployment and that the Cain Government's performance in economic
terms is far superior to that of the Queensland Government.

STATE INSURANCE OFFICE
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I direct a question to the Treasurer and I refer to his
refusal yesterday to specifically answer a question involving the State Insurance Office
profit and loss statement for the nine months to 31 March 1985. Has the Treasurer actually
seen that document and, if so, is that the reason why he has refused to make it public?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-It seems to take some time for members of the Opposition to
learn that the State Insurance Office with respect to commercial operations has operated
at a profit in 1983-84 and will continue to operate at a profit in 1984-85. As is the
convention and custom in this place, the State Insurance Office will prepare an annual
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report for 1984-85, but as the Opposition should be aware, one does not prepare an annual
report for a financial year until it is finished. Once that is completed, and in accordance
with the provisions of the State Insurance Office Act, the report will be tabled in this place.
I repeat for the benefit of the Opposition: In areas where the State Insurance Office
competes with the private sector-in areas where it is possible to make a profit-it makes
a profit and is a very effective and efficient organization.

ECONOMIC STRATEGY
Mr SHEEHAN (Ballarat South)-I refer the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources to the emphasis given by the Government in its economic strategy to the oil
and gas industry as a source of new economic growth for Victoria. Can the Minister
provide a report of progress in the development of this industry?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I am delighted
to do so. The economic strategy, which has been widely applauded by the Victorian
community and endorsed at the last election, highlighted the significance of oil and gas in
the future development of Victoria as one of its significant competitive strengths.
I am pleased to report that since the economic strategy appeared a number of important
developments have occurred. An announcement was made involving $1800 million
additional spending by Esso-BHP in Bass Strait. I am sure all Victorians are pleased with
that massive injection of additional money for developing and using Victorian resources.
I am also pleased to confirm that over the past few years the number of exploration
titles in Victoria has doubled and there are now eighteen petroleum exploration titles
onshore and 48 companies involved in the search in Victoria.
I am sure the next matter will be of interest in south-western Victoria because there has
been a successful conclusion of negotiations with Beach Petroleum NL-Victoria's most
successful onshore explorer to date. This development will provide for the further work at
that company's North Paaratte discovery and the piping of natural gas to Warrnambool. I
am certain the people ofWarrnambool are very pleased with that development.
Today I am delighted to announce another significant step. An onshore production lease
and associated exploration permit have been offered to a group organized by Arena
Petroleum Ltd, jointly owned by the Melbourne oil trading company of HiIditch Vine Pty
Ltd and a Californian oil producer and explorer, Granada Energy Corporation. Arena
Petroleum Ltd is initially committed to spending $1 million on exploration and a further
$1 million for trial production.
This development will introduce into Australia the latest technology using carbon
dioxide injection of heat to make heavy oil deposits sufficiently fluid to be recovered. The
honourable member for Gippsland East has shown proper interest in this subject. The
Gippsland onshore oil deposits were last worked during the second world war but the
recovery rate achievable with the existing technology was very low and made production
uneconomic.
I am pleased that these companies, in harness and conjunction with the Victorian
Government, are now able to use the latest technology in the way that I have outlined.
The new recovery methods to be employed by Arena Petroleum Ltd have been developed
and proven overseas. The development could mean the recovery of up to 50 million
barrels of oil from the Lakes Entrance area.
Opposition members scoff at that statement, but if they had contact with the local
people they would realize what a significant boost this operation will give to the economy
of that area.
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The recent increase in onshore activity has arisen from an aggressive marketing approach
by the Government, which will continue to work in conjunction with the companies in
the interests of all Victorians.

STATE INSURANCE OFFICE
Mr RAMSA Y (Balwyn)-In view of the Premier's admission that the continually rising
losses in the State Insurance Office have been caused entirely by the failure of the
Government to tackle the problem of compulsory third-party insurance, can the Treasurer
inform the House whether it is intended that the State Insurance Office will proceed with
the construction of new headquarters costing some $73 million and, if so, how that
construction is to be funded?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-In respect of the comments made by the Premier, the
honourable gentleman, like myself, has made it crystal clear that in those areas where the
State Insurance Office operates, it does so on a commercial basis and makes a profit. It is
about time the Opposition recognized that fact and also that it is the fault of a previous
Liberal Government that losses have been sustained in the third-party insurance area.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JOLLy-It is a fact of life that since 1976 there has been no private insurer in
compulsory third-party insurance, and that can be traced directly back to the unprofitability
of that area under the policy of the previous Liberal Government. The individual
investment policy decisions of the State Insurance Office and its headquarters are matters
for the board of the State Insurance Office, rather than me, to determine. That board will
make the decision on the investment, the rate of return on that investment and the role
the State Insurance Office will play in the new workers compensation scheme. That is an
important issue and, as indicated in the workers compensation reform proposal, the State
Insurance Office will be given the opportunity to tender for work in that area of operation.
The board of the State Insurance Office will make the decisions in relation to its
operations and investment returns.

MAYS V. C. TRANSPORT PTY LTD
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Affiars whether he, through negotiations on behalf of the State Government, bought the
assets of Mays V. C. Transport Pty Ltd for $650 ODD? Ifso, is this an additional cost to the
community caused directly by the Builders Labourers Federation? Is it the intention of
the Government to continue to buy industrial peace at the expense of the taxpayer and
the private operator?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-The short answer is
"No." Nobody bought anything, and I certainly did not do so. The fact is that a trucking
company is up for sale. There are Government agencies that are interested in purchasing
it, and, ifand when it is purchased, it will be done on a commercial basis.

KNOX TAFE COLLEGE
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-Can the Minister for Public Works advise the House what
progress is being made in the construction of a new T AFE college to service the outereastern suburbs of Melbourne?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-A TAFE college is being built at Knox to
service the outer-eastern area of Melbourne. The project is due to be completed late this
year and its cost will be approximately $13·5 million. Already, approximately 40 per cent
of the work has been completed and, according to the construction programs, the project
is running on time.
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I am pleased to be able to inform the House that there has been minimal time lost due
to industrial disputes. My department is controllin~ the project and is combining all
modern project management techniques to ensure satIsfactory and prompt delivery of the
facility. The Technical and Further Education Board is delighted with the project and the
community is waiting eagerly for the project to be completed so that the facility can be
used. This is yet another project being carried out in the best interests of the Victorian
people.

PETITIONS
The Clerk-I have received the following petitions for presentation to Parliament:

Road reservations
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER, AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
We, the undersigned Citizens ofthe State of Victoria, register an emphatic protest against any further extension
of the Eastern freeway. Your petitioners pray that the Honourable Members will heed the ample evidence of the
grave environmental consequences and massive economic cost to the community arising from the extension of
the freeway along the Koonung and Mullum Valleys. We respectfully urge that the Honourable Members will
delete the road reservations so it can be used as parkland. And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mrs Ray ( 130 signatures)

Bicyclists' safety legislation
To the Victorian Parliament as assembled. Your petitioners, being parents and staff of children attending John
Paul College, McMahon's Road, Frankston, wish to bring to your attention the great dangers now faced by
cyclists who, alone amongst drivers of vehicles, are not obliged to wear a safety device.
Furthermore, we believe that while bicycle helmets may be made mandatory by the school, cyclists will not
wear helmets outside school grounds, without legislative sanction.
We thereby humbly pray that steps be taken to apply safety legislation to cyclists.

By Mrs Hill (250 signatures)
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE AsSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the Children ofTobruk St. Primary School Morwell of the State of Victoria, respectfully
sheweth that safety helmets should be made compulsory to wear when riding bicycles.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you bring this to the attention of the Parliament and your
petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray, &c.

By Miss Callister (875 signatures)

Radioactive and nuisance wastes
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 object strongly to the proposed
establishment of a radio active residuals store and the dumping of nuisance wastes at Dutson Downs or anywhere
within the environs of the Gippsland Lakes.
We believe that the continuing use of Dutson Downs for the disposal of industrial and domestic waste is
endangering the whole Gippsland Lakes system and the 90-mile Beach. Your petitioners therefore pray that an
independent inquiry will be held into these operations with a view to the ultimate shutdown of these operations.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Wallace (52 signatures)

Kilcunda caravan park
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
We the tenants of the Kilcunda Foreshore Caravan Park request that a stay of eviction proceedings (by March,
1986) as directed by the Honourable Minister for Conservation Forests and Lands-and now being carried out
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by the Kilcunda Foreshore Committee-be granted and further request that investigations be carried out by the
appropriate authorities into the possible mismanagement and deception of the above park tenants, by the
Kilcunda Foreshore Committee and its Representatives, over a considerable number of years. And your petitioners,
as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Brown (73 signatures)
It was ordered that the petitions be laid on the table.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Port of Geelong Authority-Statement of Accounts for the year 1984.
Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-Report for the year 1983.

LABOUR AND INDUSTRY (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) moved for leave
to bring in a Bill to amend section 82 of the Labour and Industry Act 1958.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

VICTORIAN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources) moved for leave
to bring in a Bill to amend the Victorian Economic Development Corporation Act 1981
and the Victorian Economic Development Corporation (Amendment) Act 1982 and for
other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

WATER (ADVANCES) BILL
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources) moved for leave to bring in a Bill
to make provision for advances of water rights or advances of rights to divert water and
for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

MOTOR CAR (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport) moved for leave to bring in a Bill to amend the
Motor Car Act 1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.
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INTERPRETATION OF LEGISLATION (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr MA THEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

An amendment is proposed to section 32 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 to
enable matters to be prescribed in a subordinate instrument by reference to one of the
uniform legislative codes in effect in this State.
This Bill was brought in and read a first time in the Upper House as a privilege Bill
following the Governor's Speech. It is therefore short and non-contentious.
Section 32 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act 1984 requires that certain documents
referred to in a subordinate instrument must be laid before Parliament and must be
available for inspection by the public. The intention of the provision is to ensure that
Parliament has the opportunity to consider any documents which are referred to in a
subordinate instrument, but which are not otherwise subject to the Parliamentary process.
For this reason, statutory rules and Acts are excluded from the requirement, as they are
documents which have already been considered by Parliament.
The uniform codes, such as the Companies Code, form part of the law of this State by
virtue of Parliament having passed an Act applying Commonwealth legislation.
An "Act" is defined in section 38 of the Interpretation of Legislation Act as meaning
"an Act passed by the Parliament of Victoria". Doubt has been expressed on whether that
expression would include the uniform codes adopted by all jurisdictions. The codes are
provisions which have effect in a State or Territory, but which are not actually passed by
Parliament. They take effect by virtue of an enabling Act. The effect of the present
provision is that every time a subordinate instrument refers to a provision of the Companies
Code, for example, the Companies Code would need to be tabled with that subordinate
instrument. The effect of failing to do so is to render the provision void.
Clearly, it is convenient to refer to a corporation in a subordinate instrument by reference
to the definition in the Companies Code. The amendment will ensure that uniform codes
adopted in Federal and State jurisdictions will be treated in this State in the same way as
an Act of State Parliament.
The amendment is not contentious, and serves merely to clarify a potential ambiguity.
The only persons directly affected by the amendment are those who formulate subordinate
legislation. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr AUSTIN (Ripon), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 30.

GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Address-in-Reply
The debate (interrupted on the previous day) on the motion of Mrs Hirsh (Wantirna)
for the adoption of an Address-in-Reply to the Governor's Speech was resumed.
Mr HEFFERNAN (Ivanhoe)-I take this opportunity of thanking my wife and children
for the support that they have given to me and the sacrifices that they have made not only
in the recent election campaign but also over the many years that I have been involved in
local government. Also, I thank my electorate committee, which worked hard and tirelessly
for my election, and the electors of Ivan hoe for their support not only in the recent election
but also over the many years of my involvement in local government.
The electorate of Ivanhoe includes the City of Heidelberg, and I had the pleasure, when
in local government, of being able to take part in that city's celebration of 50 years as a
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registered city. I now welcome the pleasure of being able to be part of the 50th session of
this Parliament.
During my election campaign, it became obvious to me that a candidate should know
the electorate that he seeks to represent. My lifetime association with the City ofHeidelberg
has made me very much able to speak with a certain amount of authority in this regard.
The electorate that I represent offers many challenges. It contains a broad spectrum of
society. In the west, it has a Ministry of Housing estate and, to the east, in East Ivanhoe
and Lower Plenty, it has the more affluent sector of society.
The most important issue is people-although in the short time that I have been a
member of this place I have wondered. There are many important people in the electorate
that I represent. I refer to the aged. In 1970, the electorate consisted of 11 per cent of the
population being aged; by 1983 that figure had increased to 20 per cent; one in five of the
voting population in the electorate of Ivanhoe is retired, which is creating tremendous
social welfare problems to the ratepayers of that city. I refer to the aged in terms of
obligation because I believe the aged in the community have a right to live with dignity
and security after many years of making major contributions to society.
Government increases are having a marked effect on this group, especially because of
the inroads local government is making with its high-spending programs. If these increases
are sustained, the electorate I represent will have a voting power of 40 per cent by the year
1990.
I refer to a newspaper cutting from the Age in which the Australian Bureau of Statistics
pointed out that by the year 2020 the aged population will have doubled. State Governments
ought to take heed of this warning.
Coupled with the problems concerning the aged, the electorate I represent has another
major concern in that it has more than 1000 single-parent families. This is an ongoing
problem with which the Government will have to come to grips. The statistics also reveal
that there are large families on low incomes throughout the city. Further highlighting the
problem is the fact that 60 per cent of the population in the electorate is aged either below
19 years or more than 50 years. I reiterate my concern for both these groups.
The Government ought to ensure that any cuts made do not reduce the living standards
of these groups.
Many speakers have mentioned unemployment. The Government has failed to overcome
the problem, and the long-term social ramifications of unemployment could move to
second and perhaps third generations, as was the experience in the United States of
America. Therefore, the Government ought to treat unemployment with the gravest
concern.
During the past ten years, unemployment in the Ivanhoe electorate has quadrupled
amongst the 16 to 25-year age group, especially in the areas of West Heidelberg and West
Ivanhoe. The future generations will judge us harshly if we leave them with a legacy of
unemployment and under-achievement. It is unacceptable that one person out of every
five within the city is out of work and the over-all unemployment figure is 15 per cent.
If the Government approaches this massive social problem with the dubious policy
outlined in its pre-election statements, it will have a devastating effect if it does not
produce the result it promised. I ask the Government not to mislead youth. Any politician
who stands up today and says that he will guarantee a job is either naive or completely
removed from the real world. If the policy of early retirement for public servants is
implemented, as has been outlined, it will create a further strain on the social welfare
system.

When will Governments learn that the stimulus of private enterprise is the only way in
which to produce a satisfactory result? All sections of the community are accountable for
180

17 April 1985

Governor's Speech

ASSEMBLY

11

this problem, including families, teachers, the trade union movement, employers and
governments. Each has an obligation to help overcome the problem.
A further problem facing the electorate of Ivanhoe, as with so many other electorates, is
that of the poor and the needy. I am concerned about whether any progress has been made
in overcoming the problem. I do not think so. Are people better off today than they were
three years ago? Will they be better off in four years' time? These are questions that one
must ask.
The past three years have seen the greatest attack on the living standard of the working
class in my lifetime. Government spending does not put money in the purses of the poor
but takes it out. The Ivanhoe electorate is polarized on income, distribution and security.
At the time of the 1981 census 23 per cent of Ivanhoe's families earned in excess of
$23 000 per annum while another 27 per cent-5847 families-lived below the poverty
line. Those families earned less than $8000 per annum. Many of the people in those 5847
families were unemployed and live in the West Heidelberg and West Ivanhoe Commission
estates. No inroads have been made on this problem.
An article by Alan Thornhill in the Sun on 14 March 1985 stated:
Two million families draw from their savings each week or sink further into debt as they fight to maintain
their living standards.

Government can expand spending and increase staff ceilings, but to do that it is taxing
those who can least afford it. I say, "Enough is enough!" Honourable members are protected
in this House. The Government has lost sight of the feelings of those in need. To overcome
that problem the Government ought to reconsider its priorities. That is what Governments
both Federal and State will have to face.
I question some of the Government's priorities. The extra politicians, for example, who
were recently appointed may not have been necessary. Those appointments cost the
Government approximately $2 million. What does that achieve for the taxpayers of the
State? The 20 000 public servants cost the Government approximately $250 million a
year. What do they produce? What has been achieved by this massive investment?
\

One can imagine the tremendj,us stimulus funds of that magnitude would create if they
were invested in the privateseetor, in research and development, reducing oncosts, payroll tax, workers compensation and so on. In the electorate I represent these funds would
contribute to removing all sub-standard housing. I also notice the Government has decided
that senior bureaucrats will receive a bonus for extra effort. I assure honourable members
that in the private sector if one does not perform with increased effort, one has no job.
Is the Government taking money from and taxing the productive sector to give to senior
bureaucrats whose hours and responsibilities do not equate with their private enterprise
counterparts? One cannot let this opportunity pass without also mentioning the
appointment of former Labor Party politicians to Government positions. That is of
concern to the public who will have the final say at the ballot-box. Over the next four years
the wages for those appointments could be used to build a badly needed elderly citizens
village in the I van hoe electorate.
In an article in the Age of 27 September 1984, David Broadbent reported:
The State Government has hired a $62 OOO-a-year private marketing manager to revamp publicity services
and boost promotion ofthe Government's corporate image.

That appointment was made because the State is not getting enough value for the $26
million already spent in publicity. Why is this sort of money being spent on Government
advertising? Is it necessary? One should think that the additional cost of a marketing
manager would not be necessary when 313 full-time and 31 part-time publicity officers are
employed in Government departments.
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In the Age of 27 September David Broadbent referred to a confidential report prepared
by the Department of the Premier and Cabinet which strongly criticized inefficiencies and
costs associated with a small empire of publicit)' staff that has grown up in all Government
departments. What head has rolled if those inefficiencies exist? Has the Government taken
the necessary steps that ought to be taken and would be taken in the private sector? I hope,
when I come forward with a request from my electorate for urgent funds for the needy for
both the young and aged, that the Government does not refuse it. It is a matter of priority
and the Government ought to get that message. I am concerned about the needy, not the
senior bureaucrats.
Many honourable members have touched on the state of the Victorian economy and
what oUght to be done about it. One ought not let this opportunity pass. The State is
entering into a huge financial debt. This debt is growing at a time of supposed high
prosperity and economic growth and the economy ought to be approached in a confident
manner. If one looks at the financial reports and the economic standing of our country as
it slips slowly into the abyss, one has to ask where we are heading.
The Labor Government is selling off the assets of the State. I am shocked at this
approach. Ben Chifley and Sir Robert Menzies would be turning in their graves if they
could see this sort of thing happening.
All honourable members should have read an article in the Weekend Australian by Des
Keegan, especially in light of the recent drop in the value of the Australian dollar. The
article refers to the management of State public sector businesses and states:
Management of State public sector businesses has been found wanting in the wake of the Australian dollar
crash. Capital losses could exceed $lOOOm before the rot stops.
State politicians are busy denying losses, but the fact is they borrowed, largely unhedged, to avail of illusory
cheap interest in money centres such as Switzerland and Euro-currency markets where our dollar was strong.

Does the Government now intend to pay senior bureaucrats bonuses for this sort of effort?
If this happened in the private sector someone would be fired. The Government is placing
a ball and chain around the necks of Victorian children.
I now refer to the Budget strategy and review for 1984-85, as outlined by the Treasurer.
Table 1 refers to assets of$555 million being sold off. "Other financial items" are referred
to on the same page and it is indicated that borrowings of $1184 million have been made
from overseas resources. The Labor Government is mortgaging the State. The Government
is totally obsessed with spending money to the great detriment, not only of the productive
areas but also the needy of the State.
Private enterprise is the only solution to a long-term economic recovery. I make it quite
clear that I support the private enterprise system.
In conclusion, I quote from a former great American leader, Abraham Lincoln, who
stated:
You cannot bring about prosperity by discouraging thrift. You cannot strengthen the weak by weakening the
strong. You cannot help the wage earner by pulling down the wage payer. You cannot establish sound security
on borrowed money alone. You cannot build character and courage by raking away man's initiative and
independence. You cannot help a man permanently by doing for him that which he can and should do for
himself.

Mr WHITING (Mildura)-In joining in the debate on the Address-in-Reply to His
Excellency the Governor I take this opportunity of congratulating the new members of
Parliament who have made their contributions because they have all spoken extremely
well and will improve the standard of debate in the Parliament in years to come.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WHITING-Some honourable members who were in Parliament for some time
have already had their chance to do so but have failed. I congratulate the new members
on the contributions they have made to the debate.
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I commence my remarks by criticizing the authors of the Governor's Speech because,
as the Governor must read what is put before him, it is unfortunate that provocative
statements are placed in the Speech, especially when there is some doubt about the
accuracy of their contents.
On the first page of the Speech, His Excellency was required to say:
The people of Victoria have now clearly endorsed both the programs and direction that the Government put
to it at the recent election. My Government therefore no'" has not only a mandate, but indeed the most serious
responsibility, to carry out its promised commitments fuBy and speedily.

That is a contradiction of what happened during the previous three years of the Cain
Government when it failed to carry out many promises and commitments the Labor Party
made prior to the 1982 election.
It is degrading for a person of His Excellency'S stature to have to read comments such
as these, knowing that the Government has reneged on the promises that were made.
Before the next Governor's Speech is written for him, in three or possibly four years' time,
the matter should be thoroughly investigated.
There are a number of issues to which His Excellency referred, and I should like to add
my comments about their effect on the electorate of Mildura. I thank His Excellency and
Lady Murray for the visits they have made to that electorate during the past three years
and look forward to their visiting the area again in the not-too-distant future.
His Excellency referred to housing, and honourable members know the problems that
beset the housing industry in Victoria. His Excellency said that the Government has set a
target for the construction of at least 12 000 new housing units during the next four years.
I am glad that the new Minister for Housing is at the table because I have some startling
statistics which I hope will help him in making housing allocations to the area which I
represent in the years ahead.
The other disturbing factor is that the Government will press the Commonwealth to
increase funding for a target of 15 000 public housing units. While the present Federal
Government is in office one would imagine it would be no trouble for the Cain Government
to obtain funding for another 15 000 public housing units. Apparently that is not the case,
because, if so, those figures would not have been mentioned in the Governor's Speech.
The Minister will have his hands full if he is to persuade the Federal Government to
provide sufficient funding for another 15 000 housing units.
As at 31 March 1985, the waiting list for elderly person units in the City of Mildura
alone was 72; for four-bed units, 10; for three-bed units, 252; and for two-bed units, 89; a
total of 367 people. There are also 21 childless couples on the list who, in my view, have a
lower priority than those I have already listed. I have not included childless couples in the
totalof367.
As the Minister will be aware, there are also waiting lists for accommodation in Red
Cliffs, Merbein and Irymple. Although those waiting lists are shorter than for the City of
Mildura, they indicate a very serious shortage of public housing in these areas. Although
the Ministry for Housing owns a very large parcel of land in the area, only 50 housing
units are under construction or nearing completion.
If the figures I have quoted are to be reduced to any extent, immediate action must be
taken to make a further allocation of public housing for that area. I hope the Minister will
be able to provide funds in the next financial year for the construction of at least 50 units.
A number of problems that have arisen around the State apply to country areas. An
article appeared in the Victoria Police Association Journal in March this year by the
president of the association. The article was very telling for the future. The article refers to
the closure of courts, in this case on the Momington Peninsula, and the problems this
creates. Of course, this situation applies throughout the State, particularly in the remote
areas represented by members of the National Party.
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The article also states that the Mornington Peninsula is presently served by a regional
court at Frankston and satellite courts at Hastings, Sorrento, Dromana and Mornington.
The article states further that serious thought has recently been given to the closure of
those satellite courts and that the effect of such a closure on Rosebud police station would
be to denude the police station of personnel and to deprive the community of police
protection on the days set aside at Frankston court for the hearing of cases from Rosebud.
The article goes on to state that the temptation would surely be to alleviate the problem
by closing the smaller stations and concentrating the district police into large, somewhat
impersonal, 24-hour complexes.
The president goes on to state that the days of police stations having a strength of seven
or fewer are numbered and that the communities of Mentone, Black Rock and Beaumaris
have already suffered the sense of isolation caused when the local police were dispersed to
larger stations.
That illustrates the centralization pattern of the Government of which I have spoken on
numerous occasions, not only in the court system but in the manning of police stations in
the smaller centres of the State. That can have only a detrimental effect on the community
and will result in a diminution of respect for members of the Police Force in small centres.
There is no substitute for the fact that there should be close contact between the community
and members of the Police Force so that police can have the confidence of the public at
large and can be assisted in the difficult task of maintaining law and order.
His Excellency mentioned the problems of mental retardation in Victoria. He said that
the Government is finalizing a ten-year program of de-institutionalization, of which the
first major project-the St Nicholas Hospital-was completed in March 1985. He referred
to the community residential units that have been established and the fact that mentally
retarded people who were normally resident at St Nicholas Hospital have been transferred
out of that area and are now in smaller units throughout the community under a system
that will give them closer contact with the general public with staff looking after them.
That is preferable to the larger institution that required considerable work to bring it up to
required standards. The Government should be congratulated in that area.
The former honourable member for Dandenong, Mr Alan Lind, for many years worked
in this area of assisting mentally retarded people. One of his major platforms was to alter
the situation at St Nicholas Hospital. It is a credit to him and other members of this place
that the transfer has taken place because of the assistance given to the young people and
adults who have been residents at St Nicholas Hospital for many years.
The Kew Cottages and St Nicholas Parents' Association Newsletter of March indicates
that the final move took place on Wednesday, 20 March. It states:
The closing ofSt Nicholas Hospital, hailed by Minister Roper as"a milestone in government policy towards
the disabled", has left the vast majority of its direct-care staff grieving at the loss of their young charges whom
many had cared for, for up to twenty years.

The statement in the newsletter indicates that there are still problems with the direct-care
staff who have served in that hospital for many years. It is something that has perhaps
been overlooked. As the article points out, the greatest tragedy, to my mind, is that not
once since the first announcement of the project has any credit been given to those people
publicly. I hope the new Minister for Health will take action to give recognition to the
work of the staff at St Nicholas Hospital by way of commendation for the fact that they
have worked under sub-standard conditions for many years in a dedicated manner towards
the patients under their care.
I hope the changes will make considerable difference to the treatment of mentally
retarded people in this State. I trust that before long further improvements will be made
in that area. Like many other honourable members, I received correspondence in November
1984 from the Action Group for Disabled Children. A letter from the president, Mr Frank
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Lynch, referred to some of the problems that confront disabled people, particularly in
Federal areas. In a letter dated 19 November 1984, he said:
The Action Group for Disabled Children implores you to ensure that the rights of disabled children are upheld
and that their needs are met. Today's children are tomorrow's adults-their future is in your hands.

Although the letter mainly concerned Commonwealth funding arrangements, States also
have a part to play and they should undertake a greater involvement in the problems of
disabled children. Particularly, State Governments should take direct action to improve
their conditions.
Mr Lynch included in his letter an election campaign brochure prepared by ACRODAustralia's Council on Disability- that highlighted several points directly related to the
Federal Government and also provided a comparison of assistance given to two groups,
Aborigines and the disabled. At page 3, the brochure states:
Increased financial commitment by Government on programs designed to overcome the disadvantage faced
by disabled persons by improving access to employment and training opportunities and their representation in
skilled jobs. Compared with Aborigines, another disadvantaged group, disabled people do not fare well.

A table detailing Government expenditure on training programs in 1983-84 indicated
that $41 million was allocated to the Training of Aboriginals program, which program
covered 9250 people, resulting in a per capita funding of $4432.40, the Labour Force
Program for Disabled People was allocated $9· 7 million for the 6021 people in the scheme,
which resulted in a per capita expenditure of $1611. That example highlights the vast
difference between the groups. Both groups are similarly disadvantaged and have similar
numbers of people in the schemes referred to. A great deal more will have to be done for
disabled children and people in Victoria.
Education always is a problem, particularly in country areas, and the staffing of secondary
schools has been a serious problem in Victoria for many years. It is amazing that His
Excellency, the Governor, was required to state in his Speech, as recorded at page 11, that
the Government has issued guidelines for the development of a literacy and numeracy
program and approved additional staff and a sum of$600 000 to develop this program.
It is difficult to accept that in this day and age ofliteracy and numeracy skills. However,
a sum of $600 000 will not go far in an attempt to provide a proper program for people
who, for varying reasons, have failed to meet the requirement of the present educational
system in the State.
There are far greater problems on which the Government should concentrate. I refer
particularly to the shortage of secondary schools teachers in high schools in country areas,
which is an indictment on the Government's allocation of funds and its attempt to induce
teachers to go to country schools. An article in the Sun of 27 November 1984 by Ken
Merrigan referred to teachers getting a "go-bush bonus". Teachers were being offered pay
inducements, transfer priority and grants of up to $200 to cover travel and removal costs.
It was reported that among towns which had trouble attracting teachers were Mildura,
Ouyen and Sea Lake.
Nevertheless, as at the end of March 1985, the Ouyen High School was four teachers
short, the Rainbow High School was three teachers short and the Mildura High School
had a shortage of two, although it had obtained one teacher through its own efforts, but
the problem was aggravated by a mathematics teacher transferring to the T AFE system as
late as March this year.
The secretary of the Sea Lake High School council wrote to the former Minister of
Education on 14 March 1985 stating, in part:
At its February meeting the Sea Lake High School Council passed the following resolution, which I was asked
to bring to your attention with supporting comments.
"That this council deplores the double dealing of the department with respect to its failure to honour the
publicized incentives to prospective teachers of Sea Lake High School, and its belated attempts to offer them
after the pool of teachers was depleted".
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It is pointless having incentives such as those referred to in the article in the Sun newspaper

to encourage secondary teachers to go to country schools if action is not taken early in
December when the vacancies are known to the staffing division of the Education
Department and staffing officers are expected to try to induce teachers to go to country
schools when those teachers have already accepted positions in other parts of the State.
Early in 1984 a deputation from most of those schools that I have already mentioned
was arranged with the former Minister together with Mr Betson, the personnel officer in
the department, who assured the deputation that the problems that had occurred in 1984
would not recur in 1985. In my view the situation is worse, and that is an indictment of
the Minister and the staffing section of the department for their failure to cover vacancies
similar to those that had occurred at the start of the 1984 school year. I wonder where the
matter will end, if that situation is allowed to continue.
Part of the department's method of overcoming the shortage has been to encourage
trained primary school teachers to take up positions on a half-time basis helping in years
7 and 8 at high schools that have teacher shortages while improving their qualification. It
is hoped that those teachers will provide a stop-gap measure that will be of some assistance.
I was intrigued by a letter from a constituent who wrote to me indicating that he had
applied to the departmental staffing office for appointment as a temporary or emergency
teacher, having obtained his primary teacher's certificate in 1946 and having had 33 years'
experience within the primary school system. The information provided to me was that,
because he had had a training requirement of only one year at that time, he no longer
qualified to be a temporary or emergency teacher. It is amazing that a person with a great
deal of experience in the primary system-admittedly a one-year training period was the
only requirement at that stage-is not eligible to be a temporary or emergency teacher.
The Primary Teachers Registration Board has indicated that he is not suitable for a
temporary or emergency teacher position. I hope that teachers involved in similar cases
will be employed as temporary or emergency teachers to assist shortages currently existing
in secondary schools in country areas. I hope the Minister for Education will take up the
matter at the earliest opportunity.
I congratulate the Governor on the work he has done for Victoria, and I trust that he
will be in a position to serve the State for many years to come.
Mr NORRIS (Dandenong)-Three years ago, it was my privilege to stand in this very
spot as the newly elected member for Noble Park in the first Labor Government elected
for 27 years. Today, I am proud to stand here as the newly elected member for Dandenong
in the first Labor Government to be elected at successive elections. I am grateful for the
small part I have been able to play in these historic events. I thank the electors of
Dandenong for the trust they have placed in me, and I will work tirelessly to fulfil that
trust.
As the newly elected member for Dandenong, I am conscious, even though the present
boundaries of Dandenong consist of two-thirds of the former electorate of Noble Park, of
the daunting task I face because the two previous Labor members who held the seat of
Dandenong were extremely impressive and charismatic figures.
The first was the gentleman recently referred to by the honourable member for Mildura,
Mr Alan Lind, who held the seat of Mildura from 1952 to 1955 and then won the seat of
Dandenong for the Labor Party in 1969. He held that seat until his retirement in 1979. He
was one of those rare politicians who was universally liked by people of all political
persuasions. No matter where one goes, one hears nothing but good and kind words
spoken about him. He was a political individual of grassroots origin and he is still extremely
active in Dandenong. I respect and honour his wise counsel.
Mr Lind was succeeded by the present member for Doveton, our illustrious Treasurer,
surely a man who will go down in the annals as the greatest Treasurer Victoria has ever
186

Governor's Speech

17 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

17

known. The Treasurer was one of the principal architects in the great revitalization of
Victoria and was primarily responsible for taking Victoria from boiled lollies to chocolates.
In this day and age, Governments face a daunting task. When the Treasurer came to
office, he inherited a bankrupt mess, and in three short years he turned around the
economic performance of Victoria and the Labor Government went to the electorate in
March with a grade HA" credit rating from the world economic community. The two
gentlemen I have just mentioned are my predecessors and, if I may use the jargon of my
former profession, they are a pretty hard act to follow.
I congratulate the Speaker on his re-election to that high office, and I am certain that he
will continue to carry out his duties with the wit and wisdom that characterized his term
of office during the 49th Parliament. I also congratulate you, Mr Deputy Speaker, on being
appointed as Chairman of Committees. Honourable members look forward to your wise
counsel and contribution during the session.
I congratulate all new members of the House and I hope that their time here is both
fulfilling and rewarding, as I am certain it will be. I specifically mention the number of
women members elected to the Government benches. There are not many on the opposite
side-the only one who is there has unfortunately been relegated to the back benches. She
is also a member of enormous talents.
To our new women members in particular, I am sure this 50th Parliament will be the
greater for their presence and Government members look forward with increasing
anticipation to their contributions.
The Government went to the electorate in March and asked for a second term of office
because it felt it had earned the right to a second term. Of course, the rest is history. We
occupy the Treasury benches. One may ask why we occupy the Treasury benches. It is
because the Labor Party has the right to occupy them.

Mr Weideman-Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr NORRIS-The Labor Party was returned to the Treasury benches because the
electors of this State were appreciative of the enormous strides the Cain Government had
made and will continue to make and its ability to deliver the goods. These are not easy
times for a Government in Victoria, Australia or any part of the Western World.
The Government does not pretend that everything it set out to achieve was achieved.
Many things were left undone. Some things could be put down as political failures.
Nevertheless, the record stands for all to see and it is a record that is second to none. The
Government has made great achievements.
The electors of Victoria do not need to be reminded-even though members of the
Opposition moan and groan when I mention it-that the Government inherited a $400
million deficit. The cupboard was bare. What else happened? The High Court ruled that
the pipeline tax could not be imposed. The State suffered drought, bushfires and so on.
The Government had to take tough medicine, and it took it and overcame it.
The figures speak for themselves. The Victorian Government leads the rest of Australia
in economic growth, in performance and in investment, as was pointed out by the Treasurer
in answer to a question without notice asked this morning. The electorate accepted
Government members as sound economic managers. Whether the Opposition likes to
believe that, it is fact. That is one reason the Labor Party was returned to office. Another
is that we were modest in our promises to the elecorate. Our promises totalled something
in the region of $72 million. What did the Opposition promise? It made promises to the
tune of$680 million for grandstanding and pork barrelling purposes.
Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr NORRIS-I am speaking about taxes and charges. The electors of Victoria are not
dills. I ask the question which was on everybody's lips: Where the devil was the money
coming from? Liberal Party members are very silent on that point, yet they love speaking
about reducing taxes and charges and cutting Government expenditure.
How can the Leader of the Opposition make promises amounting to $680 million?
When the Liberal Party was asked to table the expenditure involved in those schemes, it
was silent.
I must admit that the Leader of the Opposition came up with a couple of lulus! He
suggested that one way of raising revenue was to sell or lease the prisons. That was an
original idea and I can imagine members of the Opposition, when speaking to small
businessmen and representatives of private enterprise, saying, "Can you imagine a
Government selling or leasing its prisons?" Possibly small chain gangs will work for small
businessmen on a lease basis!
Another beauty was the suggestion to sell the high-rise commission flats. The Liberal
Party found a way to get rid of those nasty buildings-they would sell them to private
enterprise. However, what they did not tell the electorate was who would buy them and
where the tenants would be put while the buildings were being sold. That was another
solution that came off the top of the head of the Leader of the Opposition at a press
conference, and he was saddled with it.
The Leader of the Opposition was a former Minister of Housing and he was going to rid
Victoria of the high-rise flats by selling them. It should be pointed out that the Liberal
Government built these flats and buildings in the first place.
I vividly remember taking part in a demonstration outside the Park Street monstrosity
in South Melbourne-great high-rise flats-when Victorian terrace houses, which would
be worth a large amount of money now, were bulldozed despite objections by the South
Melbourne City Council and residents. The Liberal Government believed that was the
way public housing had gone overseas and that high-rise flats were the answer. If the
Leader of the Opposition won the election, he was going to rid Victoria of those flats by
selling them. The Leader of the Opposition, when he was a former Minister of Housing,
thought the solution to the housing problem was in mobile homes. I have heard of mealson-wheels but this would be slums-on-wheels.
Recently I was privileged to attend the Shire of Pakenham municipal offices for the
launching of a sociodemographic study of the Westernport region by the Minister for
Community Services. It was an enlightening experience and the report will be a valuable
document and a vital resource in the planning and implementation of services in the
Westernport region, of which the Dandenong electorate is an integral part. Many interesting
points are made in that sociodemographic study. The Westernport region is the largest
and fastest growing region in Victoria. The social, housing, employment, transport, youth
and health needs of the region are vast, demanding and growing. I assure my constituents
that I will be diligent and persistent in my demands that an equitable share of the cake
goes to the Western port region. I do not believe that has been the case in the past.
The study indicates that there is greater need for public housing in the Western port
region than anywhere else in Victoria. Health Region 8, which encompasses the electorate
ofDandenong, has the lowest proportion of health funds in Victoria. I shall be working on
these two areas in the next four years.
Like all honourable members, including the Leader of the Opposition, I was vitally
interested in the drug summit, which the Premier attended recently. One is at least
encouraged by the public awareness at last of the massive, depressing drug scene that exists
in the community. However, even though the effects of hard drugs grab the headlines, as
horrifying as they are among youth, those drugs do not pose the greatest drug problem
facing youth. Alcohol abuse still ranks as the greatest drug menace facing youth and
society.
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I am not an abolitionist; I do not believe in abolishing alcohol. I believe alcohol should
be made freely available through the Sunday trading of hotels and so on. I do not believe
Sunday trading of hotels has much to do with the problem of alcohol abuse, because if
someone is going to get drunk, that person will get drunk on a Sunday whether the pubs
are open or closed.
I am concerned about alcohol abuse and its effects. I believe all Governments have
much more to do to educate the community on the effects of alcohol abuse. However, the
point should be made that there is something in the psyche that makes the average
Australian unable to hold his or her grog.
I refer to the recent wine exhibition, View 85, which was held at the Royal Exhibition
Building. It was a fine, well organized trade show for alcoholic beverages, but the inevitable
happened. Unfortunately, a number of patrons who attended View 85 abused both
themselves and the privileges of that exhibition by getting intoxicated. I received comments
from people who attended that exhibition who said they were there with their families and
they were harassed, bumped into and generally subjected to either abuse or foul language
by people who were inebriated.
There would not be many well-mounted, high standard alcoholic beverage shows in the
world where one would be bothered by drunks. Many patrons of View 85 were pestered
by drunks, and that was a pity. Unfortunately, that happens far too often in this country
because people cannot hold their grog. It happens time and time again at sporting functions.
There would not be an honourable member who is not concerned about the abuse of
alcohol at sporting functions in the areas they represent. I refer also to alcohol abuse by
sporting teams after various games.
As I said, the Government has some way to go in drug and alcohol education. We all
have some way to go, but we must put our money where our mouth is.

Mr Kennett-Then sit down!
Mr NORRIS-I congratulated the former Minister of Health on his great "Smoke-out"
campaign. I said to him at the time, "That is fine, but you are tackling the easy problem.
The world is awash with reformed smokers. They are everywhere. Let us tackle the difficult
problem of alcohol abuse~~. I suggested to the Minister that he mount a campaign called
"The Great Dry-Out". I believe I am the only member of this House to have the dubious
distinction of being "booed" at from both sides of the House-that occurred when I
suggested that the Parliamentary bar be closed for that week.
I repeat that we have a long way to go in drug education. As much as we are aware of
the hideous effects of hard drugs, I maintain-and I shall keep repeating it until I am blue
in the face-that the great problem facing society, particularly the young people, is alcohol
abuse.
I am fortunate in that an organization called the We stern port Drug and Alcohol Service
exists in the electorate I represent. It consists of a dedicated group of people who are
dealing with the addicts but being restricted by a very small budget. It has a small number
of dedicated staff and a hard-working committee. We, as a Government, and also as the
community, should get behind such organizations which are working among the affected
people. I congratulate that organization for the work it is doing, and I assure it of my
continuing support.
Another point I ought to mention before I leave this hobby horse of mine is the fact that
it is possible to mount a good television campaign, directed particularly at the young, in
which well-known pop stars, sports people and other celebrities who are abstainers get up
and say, "Look at me. I am popular and successful. I do not drink. When the pressure is
on me, I do not have an alcoholic drink, I have a coke or orange juice". ANSVAR
Insurance run a number of successful campaigns on radio, and we as a Government oUght
to consider that medium as well. An honourable member from the other side of the House
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says, "Everything in moderation". Unfortunately, that does not occur, and it is the abusers
who mess up the whole thing for everybody.
The Government can be proud of its record in the arts scene. Country Victoria was the
leader in the arts of all descriptions, including performing arts, visual arts and
cinematographic arts, but it fell behind. The Government came to office with a pledge to
raise the standards to get Victoria again back on top, where it always was and where it was
always the leader. This was the hope of both the performing and visual arts, and I believe
the Minister, whose hard work, endeavour and dedication has led the renaissance, ought
to be congratulated because Victoria is now back on top in the arts field.
Film Victoria has also been successful, and I congratulate the Minister and the
Government on their performance in the arts area. With regard to arts funding, we ought
to watch the flagship companies and the money that flows to them. Certainly in the
performing arts area, big companies with big mouths are involved. No matter how much
is made available to them, they will chomp and gobble it up, and tangible results in the
performance area are not always achieved at the end. As much as I am in favour of flagship
companies being supported, funding to them ought to be continually watched. There is a
good old adage in the arts area, "Whether the company is big or small keep it lean and
hungry". Great works of art do not always result from massively funded companies or
endeavours.
Another point I should make relates to the Victorian College of the Arts, and I must
give credit to one of the founders-I would say it was his dream-who is still the president
of the college, and that is Sir Rupert Hamer. He worked very hard for the establishment
of the college, and I recognize the contribution he has made to it. I am proud to serve on
his council as a member, and I suggest to any honourable member who has not visited the
college in St Kilda Road that it would do them good to visit it and to wander among the
talented people who attend that college.
The honourable member for Forest Hill would certainly know, having been a lover of
the arts for many years and a member of the committee of the Victoria State Opera. Next
to the great arts complex we have the College of the Arts, the College of Dance, the College
of Drama and the College of Music, and shortly to that campus will come the college of
film and television. It will be transferred from the Swinburne Institute of Technology and
will be called the Swinburne College, but it will be located on the campus of the Victorian
College of the Arts-a whole complex of which Victorians can justifiably be proud, one
that is unique in the world. Honourable members who have not seen that campus should
go and have a look. They will come away uplifted by the dedication of young people who
in days gone by would not have had this facility for having their talents extended.
At present building is taking place, and we will shortly have on campus there the
Victorian College of the Arts technical school so that young musicians and dancers will
take lessons in their academic subjects at that technical school while dedicating all of their
extra-curricular activity to their particular form of art. There is a tremendous atmosphere
on that campus for creatively talented young Victorians, and the public will shortly reap
the benefits of that great vision, the Victorian College of the Arts, that is turning out
excellent graduates.
In conclusion, I place on record that I am proud to be a member of this historic 50th
Victorian Parliament as the honourable member for Dandenong with an increased majority.
This historic Labor Government has the team, the Leader and the policies to enable it to
be even more successful, more progressive and of more benefit to the State of Victoria
over the next four years than it was during its first term of office.

The sitting was suspended at 12.58 p.m. until 2.3 p.m.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-Mr Speaker, I congratulate you on your re-election for a
second term to the important office you hold. The task requires objectivity and
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independence of judgment. Obviously you showed these qualities in the last Parliament
and this has ensured your re-election.
I also thank honourable members from all sides of the House for the courtesy they have
shown me as a new member in this place. As they would appreciate, it is a pretty daunting
experience to be a new member of Parliament.
It is an honour for me to represent the new electorate of Bendigo East in this, the 50th
Parliament, in the year of Victoria's 150th anniversary. The new electorate of Bendigo
East encompasses a vast part of the central business district of Bendigo and its major
residential areas. It also encompasses many important country centres such as Mitiamo,
Bridgewater, Serpentine and Heathcote. I am cognizant of the responsibility that has been
given to me and I shall work extremely hard to represent all the people in the new
electorate of Bendigo East.
Bendigo is a product of gold. Some 103 continuous and successful years of gold mining
in our city culminated in 1954 with the closure of the last gold mine. During that time the
city prospered and developed, but now it is facing difficulties. Today the electorate is often
overlooked by the people of the metropolitan area, the Government and political parties
based in the metropolitan area. The electorate, as well as other parts of the country, has
often been overlooked.
Our economy is flagging, wealth is limited and the dry inland soil around Bendigo is no
match for the richer soils of the Western District and other more fertile parts of Victoria.
The prosperity of the electorate lies in Government and semi-Government industries and
in secondary industries. The electorate contains the Commonwealth Ordnance Factory,
the railway workshops, the Mayfair Ham and Bacon Co. and several important textile
firms, all of which are large employers.
Shopkeepers in the electorate are struggling and service industries are in some difficulty.
Manufacturers have been left in a bad way because of the withdrawal of pay-roll tax
rebates which were most important to Victorian country manufacturers. The uncertainty
and the lack of adequate financial assistance to decentralized industries in the district has
had a depressing effect on the manufacturing community.
Bendigo has vast tourist potential, but this potential cannot be realized while we have
an inequitable wage fixation system and the existing rigid wage structure. The tourist
industry will not develop to its full potential as long as employers must pay penalty rates
and 17·5 per cent holiday loadings. In Bendigo, as in most parts of Victoria and Australia,
we have institutionalized employment. This has resulted in nearly one-tenth of the work
force in the electorate of Bendigo East, in Victoria and in the country being unemployed,
and this will probably remain so permanently unless remedial action is taken.
The use of selective statistics and superficial job creation schemes will not disguise the
truth. The truth is extremely depressing for young people. The important question in
Victoria and Australia today is whether the Government is master of the people or whether
the people are master of the State. Honourable members should think about that. This
applies particularly to the trade union movement. The trade union movement was born
of the desire to prevent exploitation of the worker. It was born of the desire to seek fair
wages for the worker. Now the pendulum has swung too far. We have reached an absurd
situation where some unions believe they can run this country.
In some industries one cannot work unless one is a member of a union. Where is the
democracy in that proposition? I know of cases where employers have been forced to sack
workers because they refused to belong to unions. Employees will walk off jobs for the
flimsiest of reasons at a time when we really need their productivity to lift Victoria out of
its present difficult situation.
Increasing wage pressure from the trade union movement has gone beyond the capacity
of the economy to pay. Nearly one-tenth of the nation's population will remain unemployed
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while this selfishness continues. We have reached a situation where the tail is wagging the
dog.
I enter Parliament with a goal and a vision for a just, prosperous and free society. When
I leave I hope I will have contributed to the welfare of our children and our children's
children. I do not want change for the sake of change. I want change only where I know it
will be for the better. I want our children to prize the rights of the individual over the
rights of the State. My commitment is to traditional conservative values blended with
new hope and new vision for Victoria.
I seek a State where our children are encouraged to work and to be rewarded for their
efforts; where they are encouraged to pursue excellence in all things; where they will grow
up appreciating the value of individual initiative and where they will acclaim the value of
the free enterprise system as the best means to create the wealth in the State to pay for
educational and welfare needs. I seek a State where all children regardless of their social,
economic and racial backgrounds, receive a proper and a sound education. I see that as
providing the social mobility that is so necessary in ajust society.
Victoria is rich in natural resources. It has large areas offertile land. It has a comparatively
small population. We live in the South East Asian-South Pacific region, the fastest growing
economic region in the world. Victoria has no serious racial problems compared with
places like South Africa or India. Victoria has the capacity to produce large and vast
quantities of surplus foods. It can produce the best natural fibre in the world, wool.
Victoria ought to be the lucky State in the lucky country, but it is not. Unfortunately we
have been conditioned for a number of years to accept the philosophy of, "Leave it to the
Government". We have lost the ethic of the pioneers, "Leave it to me, I will do it".
Honourable members should contrast those two ethics. The image of the lucky country is
fading fast.
We have seen the dollar slide. We have seen the public debt grow markedly-in fact, by
more than 50 per cent-during the past two years. The cost of servicing this debt is ever
increasing. Our children and their children will have to pay the penalty and, ultimately,
will have to repay the money. The cost of servicing that debt is further increased by the
plunging dollar.
I am proud to be a member of Parliament and a member of a very good team. The
Liberal Party is in opposition but the strength of any democracy is in the strength and
quality of its Opposition. There is considerable talent on the Opposition benches. I look
forward to the many challenges which lie ahead for both me and the Liberal Party. I shall
conclude with a quotation from James Freeman Clarke:
A politician thinks of the next election and a statesman thinks of the next generation.

I would ask honourable members to consider these words carefully in their future
deliberations in this Parliament.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I offer my congratulations to the previous speaker and to all
honourable members who have made their maiden speeches this sessional period. I have
heard a number of those speeches in whole or in part. I understand the experience is quite
awesome and all honourable members are pleased when that time has passed and they feel
a part of the House and what goes on in it.
The Address-in-Reply debate is an opportune time for me to endeavour, in retrospect,
to look at what happened during the election campaign. I shall endeavour to draw some
conclusions about the campaign and what it will mean to the State during the next four
years. In summary, the election result showed that the people wanted a good Government
of the kind that they had had for the past three years. The people dismissed summarily
and directly what they saw as cheap gimmicks by the Opposition. Victorians wanted a
vision; the Labor Party and the Government has a vision. That vision was articulated well
during the last Parliament and during the election campaign.
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If one thing can be said about the Opposition which is incontrovertible, it is this: The
Opposition has no vision about anything and has no idea where the State should go or,
more particularly, where it wants the State to go. It is true it proposed a grand plan-I
think that is what it called it-but there was no real vision about where Victoria should be
heading in the mid-1980's.
In the two and a half years before the election the Opposition did nothing to suggest to
the Victorian electorate that it has any reason to warrant its support. Not a thing! The
Opposition entered the election campaign without any respect for its performance as an
opposition. A number of clever but glib and disjointed policy announcements were
proposed during the election campaign. They were designed and targeted to appeal to
special interest groups.
Mr Williams-That is what politics is all about.
Mr CAIN-Yes, it is if one is a member of the Liberal Party. That is what that party is
all about. The Liberal Party was trying to curry support from interest groups in order to
gather enough votes and seats to obtain government. That is the difference between the
party of which I am a member and the Opposition.
The National Party is different; it has a vision. I am ~ad to see the Deputy Leader of
the National Party at the table and I welcome any inteIJections from him. The vision of
the National Party is to look after the farmers because they deserve the world; to subsidize
all losses regardless of anyone else and to receive everything, giving nothing back. Members
of the National Party are not ashamed of that vision. I respect them for having that vision
but I do not agree with it. Only 6 per cent or 7 per cent of the Victorian electorate supports
the National Party, which was able to take some votes from the Liberal Party.
I shall go back to speaking about the Liberal Party. The Victorian electorate was given a
series of disjointed policy pronouncements in an intensive campaign based on assessing
public opinion. That was manifested through glib advertising. I think it was based on the
philosophy of more jobs and less taxes; that is how glib it was. The Liberal Party had what
it claimed to be a grand plan that was based on "privatization". That is a new word! It
means that one sells off public bodies that are providing essential services. For a start the
Leader of the Opposition wanted to sell the State Bank, the State Insurance Office, hospital
services-on which I think there was a qualification-the gaols, power stations were also
suggested and the courts. I am not sure whether the honourable member for Brighton had
anything to do with suggesting the sale of the courts but that is past tense. The plan was to
reduce the public sector. That was not all but only part of the grand plan.
The other aspect was to cut taxes. The Liberal Party said that it would defer indexation
for one year. That was a great policy. I would have loved to have had that as a policy to
put to the electorate. At the same time the Liberal Party said that it would increase
spending by $300 million, a most conservative estimate. It said that it would cut taxes by
$360 million or $400 million, but increase services by $300 million-a $700 million
shortfall. That was the story or game plan that the Liberal Party put forward. It did not
add up. More services, more spending, but fewer taxes-how could it be done? The people
of Victoria knew the Liberal Party could not do it and they understood that it was
nonsense. The Liberal Party was found out.
That was not all. There was to be half pay for young workers. I do not know how many
people took that seriously. The honourable member for Kew, who carried the can for the
Liberal Party, went out and fought for it and I admired her for it. She may have believed
it, but nobody else on the Opposition side of the House did.
Mr Delzoppo-Rubbish!
Mr CAIN-Does the honourable member for Narracan believe in half pay for people
under 26 years? If so, the people of the Latrobe Valley will know what to expect. They
have a member who wants to pay them less than adults. Are there any other honourable
members among the Opposition who say the same thing? They are all quiet.
Session 1985-7
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Mr Williams-We want to give them jobs.
Mr CAIN-The honourable member for Doncaster wants to be in it and so does the
honourable member for Malvern. How many other members of the Opposition support
that proposition of saying to the young people, whether single or married or with
dependants, "You are not worth the same pay as somebody else who is over 26"? That is
what the Liberal Party is saying. Honourable members on that side of the House either
believe it or they do not. The honourable member for Doncaster says that he believes it,
as does the honourable member for Narracan. I want to know who else supports that
policy.
As if that were not enough to bring this State into industrial disharmony, the Liberal
Party would abolish the accord, the Arbitration Commission and the centralized wage
fixing system. Those three areas have been the key to the State prospering as it has and
this country prospering as it has. That is the sort of Government the people of Victoria
would have received if they had believed what the Liberal Party said.
Mr Shell-They didn't.
Mr CAIN-As the honourable member for Geelong says, "They didn't", and those
people are happy they did not. What a tragedy it would have been if they had. If those
things had been implemented, the State's finances would have been destroyed with chronic
deficits just as occurred before. Another $1500 million deficit would have been created
similar to the deficit that existed when the Labor Party came to office. Services would have
been slashed.
During the election campaign I indicated that if services were to be cut in the way the
Liberal Party suggested it had to occur in one or all of three areas-health, education and
police. That was denied. Expenditure in those three areas comprises 70 per cent of this
State's spending, and the Treasurer has confirmed that. During this debate the Opposition
should say which of those services would be slashed and in what dimension. If the
honourable member for Doncaster wants to say that the slashes will occur in the area of
transport, let him, but I ask the Leader of the Opposition and his front-bench members
who were formally announced in the House to stand up, each in their turn, and indicate
to the people what will be cut if the Liberal Party comes to Government. What cuts in
those services would be required to find $760 million? That is what the Liberal Party told
the people it would do-find $760 million.
The Liberal Party says that it represents the State and yet only one woman can find her
way through that process to represent the Liberals in State Parliament. The National Party
does not want any women; we all know that. The Liberal Party has its silvertails and
expatriates coming back into Parliament but the women who have served the Liberal
Party for years cannot get a guernsey. Something must be wrong with a party that behaves
in that way. The people of this State know what is wrong with the Liberal Party and that
is why, for the past four years, it has recorded a vote between 37 per cent and 41 per cent.
They are the facts.
The jewel in the Crown, the Liberal Party, has lost the respect and the support of the
great mass of the electors. Massive increases in unemployment would occur if ever the
Liberal Party got into government. Industrial confrontation and chaos of the kind we are
seeing in Queensland would erupt. That is what was occurring when the Labor Party came
to office. There was confrontation, then the Liberal Government rolled over and paid out
a monumental amount-more than $7 million-to builders labourers at Loy Yang. It is
an Australian record, perhaps a world record for buckling under.
The Leader of the Opposition laughs. The Liberal Party has the hide to moralize about
a private agreement between the Melbourne Cricket Club-a private club-and builders
labourers and yet it authorized a public body to pay over that huge amount. What a lot of
humbug!
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1 now turn to one other aspect of what would have happened if the Liberals had come
to power. Business confidence would have been wrecked. During the past few years the
Liberal Party destroyed any respect it had. It has no respect amongst the business
community. The business community would not invest in this State if there were industrial
chaos of the kind that would have occurred if the Liberal Party had been returned to the
Treasury benches.
1 have said many times in this House, and 1 say it again, that Victoria was a joke before
the Labor Party came to Government and it would have been a bigger joke if the Liberal
Party had been returned. 1 ask honourable members such as the honourable member for
Malvern to think about my next comment, but that will be hard. What have the Liberals
learnt in the two and a half years they have been in opposition? 1 know a number of the
more senior members have been recycled from another place and perhaps six or seven
honourable members who were previously rejected by the electorate have returned. 1 ask
them to think about what they have learnt during the three years out of office. 1 do not
think they have learnt anything. No evidence exists that during that two and a half years
those members have done any homework on policies or attempted to postulate policy,
programs or a vision for the State.
During the period in opposition, they were just a rabble. 1 suppose they were led by
rabble-rousing.
Honourable members may think it is funny, but it is not funny; it is serious that the
leadership of the Liberal Party is expressed in that way. The Liberal Party even got to the
stage of trying to promote a team in blue blazers. We were told during the campaign that
the team did not matter-that is probably right-but it was the Leader of the Opposition
who mattered; he was the front man who would accept the blame if the Liberal Party lost
and take the credit ifit won the election. No attempt was made to promote the team. 1 am
not sure what the blue blazers were supposed to achieve. 1 suppose the honourable member
for Berwick would be the best person to ask. The blue blazers did no more than provide a
healthy commercial response for a well known tailor down the road.
1 believe the election campaign was conducted by the Leader of the Opposition who
sought and obtained authority from the party to make policies on the run, as it were. The
Leader of the Opposition said the first thing that came into his head and would say
anything to get a headline. At one stage, he dragged in the Argentinian death squads and
at another time was reported as saying that he had a lot of fun with the proposal to
introduce licences for cats and dogs. One profile on the Leader of the Opposition reported
him as saying, "I had a lot of fun with the cats and dogs thing." That sums up how the
Leader of the Opposition viewed the presentation to the electorate of a cogent set of
policies. He might have had a lot of fun with the cats and dogs issue but it showed how
seriously he took the campaign. He made comments about the living standards in Indonesia
and about South East Asia. He compared those who attended the economic summit in
May 1983 with Mussolini's council. Ifhe was short of a headline he would involve himself
in personal abuse. That is how the election campaign was conducted.
The fact is that the Leader of the Opposition and the Opposition generally were found
out by the electorate. The honourable member for Evelyn nods his head. He was one of
those honourable members who was lucky enough to scrape home by the narrowest of
margins. I know of some honourable members opposite who did not want the Leader of
the Opposition in their electorate but who scraped in. The Opposition suffered an
ignominious defeat.
The Liberal Party in Victoria has been rejected by the electorate on four occasions at
State and Federal levels in less than three years.
When one is defeated one can look to any number of sources for that defeat. The Leader
of the Opposition has not been slow to do that and has blamed everyone but himself. He
blamed the Melbourne Age, and the Sun got a guernsey-the media generally got a
continuous guernsey. That has been the pattern.
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I suppose the election campaign was useful in one respect because it indicated how the
Opposition views the conduct of government in this day and age. The Opposition has
revealed itself as being ill equipped to govern. I know that the National Party yearns for
coalition because, with 5 per cent or 6 per cent of the votes, it can do nothing else. The
Leader of the Opposition said he would win the election in his own right.
The Leader of the Opposition told trainee Public Service Officers that a good permanent
head or Minister should be so well organized that he could spend two or three days a week
playing $olf. He also told them that the role of the Premier is that of chairman of the board
and sitt1n~ down and thinking. The Leader of the Opposition also kept referring to
restraints In expenditure. According to him everything spent in the public sector is bad
and everything spent in the private sector is good.
After the election the Leader of the Opposition said that he wants more staff for himself
and more pay for them. There may be a case for that, but one has to be consistent. He
wants to be the first cab off the rank for more staff and higher salaries. He cannot have it
both ways. That is the type of Government Victoria would have received if honourable
members opposite had won the election.
The Leader of the Opposition gave the State a new form of double talk. First he
described his policies as "radical"; then they were "moderate". At one stage he said he was
"a risk" and later he said he was "not a gamble". Which is it? I do not think I need say
any more because the record speaks for itself.
Under the Liberals 1985 style-this State would have gone back to the bad old days. I
shall not go over that because everyone knows what the State was like prior to 1982, under
an incompetent lazy Government. That is putting it at its most charitable. Matters would
have been worse if the Liberal Party had won the last election. However, the electorate
saw through it.
Electors are discerning when it gets down to the crunch. They gave the Labor Party a
very strong mandate to continue governing the State. They did so because they saw the
Labor Party as providing the honest, stable and hard working government that they expect
in this day and age. We have won the trust of the people and we shall not let them down
as the Opposition would have let them down had it won the election.
I return to where I started-the differences between the Government party and the
Opposition, that is, the Nationals and Liberals. The difference is very simple. Honourable
members have heard me say this before and know it is true. Members on the other side
are concerned with getting what they can for their mates but on this side we are concerned
about being a Government that ensures that the people of the State get the best deal.
Decisions are based on what is best for all of the people at any time. That is the
difference. We do not respond to pressure groups or interest groups but make decisions
based upon what we hear from the electorate. Decisions are based on what is best for all
of the people of Victoria.
That is why the Government won the election. It is the reason why the Labor Party in
this State has earned the respect of the Victorian people and people across the country. It
is also why the Opposition is regarded as rabble by the people of this State. It will always
be the difference. There are historical reasons for the difference and they will remain. We
shall continue to give the people of Victoria the sort of Government they have had over
the past three years-Government which they can trust to lead them over the next four
years.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-At the outset of my remarks in the Addressin-Reply debate, I congratulate all new members of the House, regardless of which party
they represent, for winning their seats at the last election. I also congratulate the new
members who have already made their maiden speeches. This has been the fourth election
in which I have participated. Regardless of which side of the House honourable members
represent, this session, without a doubt, has produced the best range of maiden speeches
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of the past four Parliaments. It is a credit to the honourable members who have contributed
to the Address-in-Reply debate to date. I suggest to those honourable members who have
not yet made their maiden speeches that they do not use as a guide the speech that has just
been delivered by the Premier, because I have not heard a worse speech from the Premier
since he came into this place.
It is tragic that the Leader of this State can spend 30 minutes speaking in the Addressin-Reply debate without once mentioning his electorate or thanking the electors who gave
him the opportunity of serving them and acting as Premier. He did not in any way
acknowledge the role played by the Governor and his wife, although this debate is supposed
to respond to the Speech made by the Governor. It is yet another insult from the Premier
to the office of Governor.

Not once in 30 minutes did the Premier say anything positive about what his Government
or his party has done in the past three years or intends to do for however long they have
the opportunity of serving in the next four years. The fact that the Premier was concerned
about the unity, strength and teamwork of the Opposition and that he has spent 30
minutes of his time trying to attack the Opposition is an indication that the Opposition is
within a hair's breadth of knocking him out of office. The Opposition has the number of
seats it has because some of the attributes he alluded to as weaknesses were perceived by
the electorate as strengths. Today the Premier was waving the white flag and signalling to
Parliament, the Opposition and his own back bench that he has lost control of Parliament
and the State because he was not able to talk positively about the so-called vision that he
criticized the Opposition for not having.
The Governor's Speech at the opening of Parliament referred to economic growth. I
shall ask the Premier about three or four major issues confronting this State to which the
Premier has not referred. The first of those issues is the Alcoa of Australia Ltd project.
Why is it that on about 15 February, when the Hyundai Corporation of Korea informed
the Government that it did not want to participate in the Alcoa Portland project, the
Premier said that he would give the corporation until 30 June to make its' decision? Why
did the Premier not tell the people of Victoria the truth about the Alcoa project before the
election? The fact is that this State has ten weeks in which to find three, four or five equity
partners in the project. We heard nothing from this miserable, incompetent Government
before the election or since about what it is doing to reduce the costs for the people of
Victoria in taking yet a higher equity in that project. The Premier said nothing today
about this important State project. Members of the Opposition are prepared to tell the
people of Victoria the truth. I ask the Premier and the Treasurer, whose credibility lies in
the gutter in terms of his honesty and integrity, why they did not tell the people of Victoria
about the decision of the Hyundai Corporation to pull out of the Alcoa project.
As I do not want to waste any of the 30 minutes available to me in this debate, I shall
move on to the next issue.
The opening of the Museum station project was announced with great bravado before
the election. The Premier said, "The people of Victoria are confident. All the vetting
processes have been carried out and I, John Cain, am satisfied with what I found".
Mrs Toner-Why John Cain?
Mr KENNETT-Because he made the comment! No wonder the honourable member
for Greensborough is no longer on the front bench! This week we find that the very same
man who said that is now saying that the funding has not been properly vetted. Why is it
that the Attorney-General is carrying out inquiries?
Why have the people not been told the truth? The Premier has been waving his white
flag saying that he has a mandate from the election on 2 March because of his honesty and
integrity.
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If there is any factor that will lead to his being thrown out of office whenever the next
election is held, it will be because he has grossly misrepresented the facts to the people of
Victoria on those two issues.
I shall now deal with the third issue of concern. Why is it that the Premier and the
Treasurer did not have the courage, guts and honesty to tell the people before the election
about the parlous state of finance of the State Insurance Office? Why is it that for two days
the Treasurer has refused to make available details of the financial position of the State
Insurance Office to the end of March this year? If he has nothing to hide, why does he not
table the documents? I shall tell the House why. It is because he knows that the losses to
date this year are more than $300 million and could be higher, and that the operating
losses for the full year could exceed $500 million, which will take accumulated liability
generated over the past three years from 1982 to more than $1· 5 billion. The commissioner
has indicated in his report that because of the state of the finances of the State Insurance
Office, the finances of the whole of Victoria will be placed at risk.
I have illustrated three areas in which the Government and the Premier have not told
the people of Victoria the truth and have not been prepared to table further documentation
to support their arguments. The Treasurer has said there is no need for concern about the
State Insurance Office. In another four or five years, young people in this State will not be
able to own a car because compulsory third-party insurance premiums will be too high. If
the losses are in excess of$500 million, they will have to be paid for in some way.

Mr Jolly-The old mouth is running away again!
Mr KENNETT-If the old mouth is running away again, I ask the Treasurer to produce
the documents. Give us the profit and loss statements of the State Insurance Office; do not
come into this Parliament like the weasel that you are!
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition is well aware that he cannot use
that form of expression towards another honourable member. I ask him to withdraw it.

Mr KENNETT-I was not aware that the word was unparliamentary. I withdraw it.
It is not good enough for the Treasurer to come into this Chamber and, under
Parliamentary privilege, try to hurl abuse across the Chamber, for him not to be able to
accept it when it is thrown back to him and, more importantly, for him not to be prepared
to tell Parliament and the people of Victoria the truth about his administration. The
honourable gentleman may well continue to inteIject-if he has nothing to hide, let him
table the document!
The Opposition wants to see the profit and loss statement-I say it one more time. This
Treasurer is a disaster for Victoria; he is not telling the truth. He should produce the profit
and loss statement up to 31 March, which has just been completed, and which is available
from the freedom of information officer. Does the Treasurer not know anything about it?
Is that what he is saying by inteIjection? If he does not know anything about it, that will
be another example of his incompetence. Certainly, he knows about it! For three years he
has done nothing about this-that is why he will not produce the document.
On the question of integrity, the Premier spoke of promises made before elections. I
shall refer to some of the promises that the Premier made and to what will now happen to
the people of Victoria. I start with the new "red" Minister-the Minister for Water
Resources and Minister for Property and Services. In the portfolio of water resources,
promises were made that taxes and charges would not be increased by more than increases
in the consumer price index, yet, on the first day of his assuming the portfolio, an officer
of his department stated that he will not be able to hold down increases in Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works rates below the increases in the consumer price index.
That is the first promise down the tube. The second promise to be going down the tube
relates to land tax. There is no way in which this Government will honour its commitment
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to hold down land tax increases to below or up to the consumer price index. Do you really
expect that, Mr Treasurer?
Mr SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member will address the Chair.
Mr KENNETT-Again, there is no answer. The Government knows in its heart of
hearts that it has deliberately misled the people of Victoria. A third promise concerns
compulsory third-party insurance. Today, in this House, the Premier jumped to the
defence of the Treasurer-who now, obviously, has not got the confidence of his party to
speak for himself in his own areas of administration-and said that the Government will
not increase third-party insurance premiums but will have some other way of handling
this area of insurance.
If the State Insurance Office continues to have yearly losses of more than $500 million,
the public will pay anyway-and it will pay through the nose. Let it be clear: When
Parliament is called on to debate proposed legislation on this issue, the repercussions will
boomerang back on the Government and the promises of the Labor Party made prior to
the last election.

The Premier had the audacity to state that his Government does no deals. Is that right,
Mr Premier? No deals! I refer the House to one-there is a list. What about the deal the
Government did with the Australian Democrats? The Premier said that he had the moral
authority to change the policy of his party on the position of the Upper House. What did
the Premier do but grovel to the Australian Democrats and change a policy that the
Australian Labor Party conference still supports-the ultimate abolition of the Upper
House?
Mr Spyker-We won!
Mr KENNETT-But what a price you paid for it! Don't you have your Premier coming
into this place and saying that he does no deals! When the Labor Party felt threatened by
going into this last election campaign, the first thing the Leader did was to sell out the
party. He bought votes. He sold principle to buy votes.
There can be no doubt that the Liberal Party went into the last election campaign and
came through it without having to do any deals with anyone, yet the Premier and his party
spoke of "coalition". Why did the Premier not speak of the coalition in the Labor Party
prior to the last election and of the manipulation that is now going on and about what will
happen on Saturday? There are more factions in the Labor Party than there are members
of Parliament-half the Labor Party members have split personalities, and the person
with the greatest split personality is the Premier.
The community is entering what will be a very important time for Victoria. It is going
into a time when this Government, along with every other Government in Australia, must
redress its activities and its policies of recent years if the community is still to have a
viable future not only for our generation but also, and more importantly, for our children
and for our grandchildren-because the policies that have been introduced by this
Government up to date have been simply to ease the burden on our generation and to
pass that burden on to our children and to our grandchildren.
Those policies will deny future generations of Victorians and Australians at least the
same opportunities that we have enjoyed throughout our lives, regardless of our policies.
It is incumbent on this Parliament that our children and our grandchildren do have the
same-if not greater-opportunities when they turn twenty as we did when we turned
twenty years of age.
As a Government and as a business, therefore, one cannot continue to spend and to
borrow more than one can afford. Unfortunately, this State has the unenviable record of
having the largest rate of increases in State taxes and charges and the highest increase in
the rate of borrowings. The Government cannot continue to borrow, to tax a community
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and to remove from them their initiatives if it is to leave people as independent of
government as possible. Victoria cannot continue to see a blow-out in the public sector.
It is all right for the Premier to repeat in Parliament-for the second time-a conversation
that I had with him in his office about an increase in the staff of the Opposition. The staff
of the Opposition has worked under intense conditions since the 1982 election and has
seen no upgrading of conditions. I went to the Premier and informed him that, after the
past three years, the salaries of these positions needed to be upgraded. I said also that the
Opposition was asking only that some of the salary scales come up to the level of some of
his Ministerial staff-I did not even speak about the staff of the Treasurer. I also said that
given the increase in the number of Parliamentarians and consequently in the workload,
and because some staff had contracted tenosynovitis and other work-related problems,
perhaps the Opposition could have two extra people appointed to assist with the workload.
The Premier said, "No-go away-I will think about it-I will write you a letter-but
don't hold your breath". I received his letter-two pages-to say, "No". All right, that is
what the Premier said. However, I next read in the newspaper that this person with the
split personality-the Premier-is giving jobs to the former member for Prahran and to
four other former politicians without any hesitation whatsoever! It is not good enough for
Parliamentarians in this place to be staffed inadequately in order to perform a function on
behalf of the people of Victoria.
Is it right that defeated members of this place, who no longer have the confidence of the
people of Victoria, should be given jobs with remunerations of up to $60 000 with the
Government without there being any interviewin~ of applicants, and so on? Is it right for
them to be given jobs? This same man-the PremIer-in Parliament has tried to make an
issue of the concern of the Opposition for members of its staID
The Opposition has not increased the public sector pay-roll by 23 999 people in three
years; the Opposition has not increased its staff. It is only right, with the new workload,
that the Opposition should ask for extra staff-a modest number. However, under the
double standards exercised by the Premier, he is anxious to employ former Labor Party
politicians, who do not even have the confidence of the public, in Government positions,
without interviewing any other people for the positions they now occupy. Without any
idea of the calibre of other people who may want the job, the Premier has employed the
former honourable member for Prahran-how much are you paying him?
The SPEAKER-Order! The Premier will cease interjecting, and the Leader of the
Opposition will address the Chair.
Mr KENNETT-Mr Speaker, perhaps you know how much the former member of
Prahran is being paid. Who knows what it is? Is it $30 000, $40000, $50000 or $60 OOO?
Why not tell us? I do not know. This is a Government of double standards; it is a
Government which, in Parliament, has stated that the public of Victoria has voted
overwhelmingly for it because the public trusts it.
The Opposition has conclusively proved that the Government has failed to produce the
goods since the election, regardless of whether one refers to the State Insurance Office,
Alcoa of Australia Ltd, the Museum station project, Melbourne and Metropolitan Board
of Works rates, land tax or compulsory third-party insurance. As time goes on, the
Government will go further down in public standing.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr KENNETT -The Treasurer is extremely quick to interject. It is a pity he is not as
quick in coming forward with the truth about the State Insurance Office. When the
Treasurer is prepared to tell the truth, he will then earn the right to interject. Information
about his own administration has been deliberately withheld from the people.
What do the people of Victoria look for during the next three or four years?
Mr Cathie-Good government.
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Mr KENNETT- Yes, they do, and they also look forward to responsible opposition.
The question is whether the Government will provide ~ood government and whether the
Opposition will continually come forward with policIes that may not be attractive to
members of the Government or some sectors of the community but which will increasingly
be proved to be correct in the long term.
The Premier referred to one of those policies-the YES scheme. The Premier deliberately
misled the House.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition is out of order and I ask him to
withdraw the expression he has just used. The Leader of the Opposition stated tilat the
Premier had deliberately misled the House.
Mr KENNETT-Ifyou find that offensive, Mr Speaker, I will withdraw.
The SPEAKER-Order! It is an unparliamentary expression.
Mr KENNETT-I withdraw. When an individual in this House does not tell the truth
about an issue, it is hard to express it in any other way. Not once in its policy document
did the Opposition mention cutting salaries by half. Even now, members of the Federal
Labor Party are saying, "Let us look at introducing a trainee wage lower than the award
wage to try to give young people some type of training and some sort of hope". The
Premier failed to tell the whole story or even part of the truth when addressing that issue.
The Opposition has an obligation to ensure that Parliament is given the opportunity of
ensuring that young people in this State get jobs. Until the Government comes up with a
better scheme or any scheme-Honourable members interjecting.

Mr KENNETT-Members of the Government indicate that they have a scheme. The
youth guarantee scheme proposed by the Government applies only to people between the
ages of fifteen to eighteen years. The scheme will not come into place for up to four years.
If one happens to currently be fifteen or eighteen years of age and is out of work, one will
be too old to receive training in three or four years' time. There is no way that that scheme
will provide the answer.
The Victorian community looks to the Government to provide genuine job opportunities
for youths and to provide restraint in Government expenditure to allow as much of the
dollars earned by Victorian citizens to be retained by them and spent as they see fit.
No evidence has been seen of the Government attempting to restrain expenditure. I am
not aware of whether the Treasurer intends to put a halt to the increase in the size of the
public sector or to halt the increasing borrowing he has been authorizing. I am not aware
whether he intends to halt the escalating costs of the State Insurance Office or whether the
Government intends to restrain some of the policies that have currently been handed
down as a political favour.
There is no way that the Victorian or Australian community can continue to exist unless
Governments begin to exercise restraint. To its credit, the Federal Government is beginning
to exercise some restraint. As soon as it does, although it hurts some of us, we hear
Ministers, such as the Minister for Transport, bleating about being hit over the head by
the Federal Minister. One cannot have it both ways; restraint must be exercised by all
Governments, regardless of their political persuasion, or the opportunities Parliament has
a responsibility to provide in the years ahead will not be available for future generations
of Victorians.

It is interesting to note that the Premier has once again deserted the ship. That is
understandable as not only has he deserted Parliament during this debate but he is also
deserting the State in two weeks. Parliament is meeting only for approximately sixteen
days out of nine months. I agree that the Premier should travel, I am not opposed to that.
The Premier should have done more of it in the past three years as he would have learnt
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something from it. However, the Premier is actually leaving the State while Parliament is
meeting and he will be absent for half of the sessional period. It is unforgivable that the
Premier, who has deemed that Parliament will meet for only sixteen days in nine months,
has decided to be absent for eight of those days.
What will happen during the time he is away? I shall give a brief run-down. The Premier
likes to be associated with good news, but if it is bad news he will be in Zurich informing
the bankers of what a marvellous place Victoria is in which to invest. Increases in
compulsory third-party insurance premiums will be made public and the Premier will be
in Zurich.
On 15 May, honourable members will find that, due to investigations being conducted
by the Attorney-General, it is quite possible that the Victoria project will not go ahead.
Where will the man be who announced with a great flourish that the project is a return of
investment to the State? He will probably be in Munich telling the people what a marvellous
place Victoria is.
Will the Premier still be away in June when it becomes obvious that, because of the bad
reputation of this State and the lack of confidence of the business community in the
Treasurer, Premier and Government, there will be no third party in the Alcoa of Australia
Ltd agreement and that the stake of the Victorian community in that project will be
increased to 40 per cent? Where will the Premier be then?
Members of the Opposition and the people of Victoria look forward to the next four
years. Hopefully, we will not have to wait four years because every year, every month and
every week that goes by with Victoria bein~ led by a Government that is not prepared to
tell the truth and which incurs losses Within some of the most important statutory
authorities, opportunities for this State will diminish extremely quickly. The Opposition
will be ready at any time to face the people.
If the Court of Disputed Returns indicates that a new by-election will be held for the
Upper House seat of Nunawading, that will be the first test of the Government's honesty
and integrity. If the best the Government can do is to put forward a diatribe, as was done
by the Premier only a few moments ago, no doubt exists as to what will be the result. The
public feels cheated by the Government and the Premier. As the months unwind, as taxes
and charges increase and as more of the facts become known, the public will look towards
a Liberal Government to once again resume the Government benches to put back some
degree of responsibility and honesty into government.
Mrs GLEESON (Thomastown)-I am honoured to speak in Parliament as the elected
member for the new electorate of Thomastown. It is an honour for which I am very
grateful. I thank the electors of Thomastown for the trust they have shown in me and I
give them my sincere commitment that I will work tirelessly on their behalf.
I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on your re-election to the high office of Speaker of this
House. I am sure your difficult task will be administered with the wit and wisdom for
which you are renowned.
I join other honourable members in thanking His Excellency for the speech he made
when opening Parliament and I wish His Excellency, Sir Brian Murray, and Lady Murray
well as they continue to serve the State of Victoria and its people.
As I said in my opening remarks, I came to Parliament to serve the people in the new
electorate of Thomastown. This electorate is centred on the Shire of Whittlesea in the
north-east region of Melbourne. It has a young and rapidly growing population representing
a mosaic of cultural backgrounds and a diversity of needs mirroring the early settlers of
over 130 years ago.
The Thomastown area was first described in 1824 by explorers Hovell and Hume when
they made their way from Sydney to Port Phillip. Settlement began in 1848 with John and
Mary Thomas, followed in 1849 by German settlers brought out to Victoria as qualified
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vine dressers on assisted passages costing 18 pounds a head. This microcosm of history
introduces the background to the name of Thomastown and highlights the diversity of
cultures.
Another important historical point comes with the first intimations of urbanization of
the electorate in 1948 with the purchase of 245 acres of land between Epping and
Thomastown. Ex-servicemen from the second world war, with Trades Hall affiliations,
combined to form the Peter Lalor Home Building Co-operative Society Ltd with plans to
build 1000 homes on their acquired land. The first housing estate in the Thomastown
electorate formed what is now called Lalor, after Peter Lalor of Eureka fame, who was
known as a person who stood up for justice and equality for ordinary working people.
This partly explains the foundation for the strong and loyal support given by the people in
the Thomastown electorate to the Australian Labor Party.
This embryonic urbanization has today grown both in number and cultural diversity,
with 31 nations being represented by people residing in the electorate. Thirty per cent of
these people come from non-English-speaking backgrounds. If one includes the children
of these people, one finds that two-thirds of the population come from homes where the
English language is not the main spoken language.
These people, like the German settlers of 130 years before, maintain a great pride in
their national culture and they have striven to pass this cultural pride on to their children.
They have shown enormous self-sufficiency in their endeavours to set up networks of
community houses, provide welfare assistance and support programs to establish ethnic
schools.
Unlike their German counterparts who unsuccessfully submitted to the then colonial
Government of Victoria for the German language to be taught at their local schools as a
second language, today's migrants are benefiting from the Cain Government. It was this
Government, in its first term, which appointed a Minister, himself a migrant, to the
portfolio of Minister for Ethnic Affairs.
Under the administration of the Minister for Ethnic Affairs, the Ethnic Affairs
Commission was established in 1983. The budget for the needs of migrants was increased
under the Cain Government from $1·2 million to $3·4 million and funding made available
to ethnic communities increased by 500 per cent. This is a clear demonstration of the
Government's concern for the welfare of our migrant settlers and their families.
The people of Thomastown are pleased to experience the firm adherence of the Labor
Government to the principles laid down in its platform in the 1880s, and so eloquently
espoused by Ben Chifley in 1949 when he described the Labor Party as protecting those
who are helpless and without hope. He referred to this objective as, "The light on the hill
to which our eyes are always turned and to which our efforts are always directed". That
social justice remains a strong tenet of the Cain Labor Government.
I acknowledge the performance of the Government in job creation as outlined by His
Excellency. Employment generation schemes are not new to the Thomastown area. In
1929, the McLeans Road bridge was constructed under the Unemployment Relief Funds
scheme. The difference with the job creation program implemented by the Labor
Government in 1982 was its human element of targeting those jobs to the most
disadvantaged unemployed: youth, migrants with English language difficulties and women,
especially women from migrant backgrounds.
The Government has the best record of any Government in Australia for reducing
unemployment. This does not mean that we can rest on that record. Unemployment is
the greatest problem facing Governments in the nation, and the welfare and social costs
of this problem are enormous. The scope of a State Government is often limited by
external circumstances, but there is much we can do from within.
The Government continues to tackle the vast problem of unemployment through job
creation, the youth guarantee program and industry support. I commend the Government
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on establishing the Industrial Supply Office, an objective which is part of the plan put by
the metal trades unions in their research program of August 1984, titled "Campaign for
Industry Development and More Jobs".
Employment and industry support are important in the electorate ofThomastown. The
rapid urban growth of recent years is paralleled in local industry, commerce and retail
business. Approximately 25 per cent of the land in Thomastown is zoned industrial and
654 sites have been developed in the preceding six years.
Therefore, protection of the worker is important and the people of Thomastown
applauded the Government for its initiative in framin~ the Occupational Health and
Safety Bill. The proposed legislation was aimed at protectIng the worker in the workplace.
When the measure is reintroduced, it will give employees the opportunity of contributing
their own input into safety standards which will in turn protect their working lives. I am
pleased that the Government has made provision for work and safety instruction to be
given in a variety oflanguages. For too long, migrant workers have been at risk or injured
because they simply could not understand the language when instructions were given.
These victims have been unnecessarily filling our hospitals since the advent of the industrial
age.
A second, and equally important, Bill will be the Workers Compensation Bill. This
measure will introduce periodic payments and rehabilitation schemes for injured workers.
These two Bills, implemented together, will ease the strain on the migrant workers and, in
many instances, extend and enhance their working lives. In the unfortunate circumstance
of injury, the worker will retain economic security with the knowledge that recovery will
bring rehabilitation and retraining for re-entry into the work force.
A final point regarding migrants and employment is the link to the shop trading hours
debate. The Government, in the lead-up to and during the election campaign, quite rightly
rejected calls from the Opposition and the media to deregulate shop trading hours. Much
of the small retail business community in Thomastown has continued to trade successfully
alongside the larger retail stores. These stores provide mainly specialty goods and services
from which nationalities from many countries represented in the Thomastown electorate
can choose foods and services peculiar to their own ethnic group. Extended shop trading
hours jeopardize the important aspect of migrant employment and of cultural life.

I am glad to be one of the growing number of Labor women elected to this Parliament,
in contrast to the Opposition's diminished female representation. I will work with
enthusiasm and purpose to represent the needs of women, especially those of migrant
women.

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-It gives me great pleasure to speak in the Legislative Assembly
as the first member for the new electorate ofBulleen. I am pleased to be here as a member
of the Liberal Party and I am pleased that the people of Bulleen saw fit to endorse me, and
the Liberal Party, as their representative for the next four years.
I acknowledge the Speech by His Excellency, the Governor, and I understand that it
represents the view of the Government. I congratulate Sir Brian Murray and Lady Murray
on the excellent service that they give to the State of Victoria. I wish them well and hope
they have a long and happy association with the people of Victoria.
I should like to speak about the electorate of Bulleen and about the areas of Doncaster
and Templestowe. The electorate of Bulleen encompasses approximately 50 per cent of
the area of Doncaster and Templestowe. It is made up of approximately one-third of the
previous electorate of Ivan hoe and two-thirds of the previous electorate of Doncaster.
I place on record my thanks for the work undertaken by the previous member for
Doncaster, who is well known in the electorate that he represented. Approximately twothirds of the electorate that I represent supported me in the same manner as they supported
him. I also thank my wife and family who have given me the support to win a seat in this
Parliament.
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I thank the electors ofBulleen and members of the Liberal Party who supported me and
believed I was the right person to represent the electorate. I intend to work hard for all my
constituents and not just for those who voted for me.
The electorate of Bulleen is a diverse one, covering many ethnic, income and age groups
and they are all important to its structure. I shall represent the electorate on a full-time
basis. I have given a commitment that I will have no other occupation except that of a
member of Parliament. It is important that members of Parliament should give that
qualification to their constituents so that they can be called on to provide assistance at any
time and so that constituents can rely on the full resources of their member.
The electorate of Bulleen is wide ranging. It has an affluent area where large estates may
be around the $1 million mark, but in the western end of the electorate there is a vast
diversity of people. Bulleen has a very old population and many are what I call "working
folk". The electorate is almost totally residential, with little industry and commerce, with
few shopping centres. People are attracted to the City of Doncaster and Templestowe and
the electorate of Bulleen. The Yarra River is the boundary for approximately half to twothirds of the electorate. I express my appreciation to the former Liberal Government for
developing the best Yarra park in the City of Melbourne. It is a magnificent resource for
the electorate and for all Victorians. It has been developed with enormous skill and
dedication to preserve its natural environment.
However, the electorate of Bulleen has some disadvantages and difficulties. The first is
transport. The City of Doncaster and Templestowe is linked with the City of Melbourne
by the Eastern Freeway. It may surprise honourable members to learn that that freeway
actually terminates in the electorate of Bulleen at Thompsons Road, and also Doncaster
Road and High Street. The electorate incurs an enormous number of traffic problems
because the freeway has never been extended. It was intended that an extension of that
freeway would occur but, by not extending it, the electorate I represent is bearing a burden
of traffic that it should not have to bear. A large amount of commuter traffic that does not
belong in the City of Doncaster and Templestowe travels through the electorate to the
eastern suburbs. Those commuters are entitled to do that, but there must be some way of
relieving the traffic problems.
A number of honourable members on the Government side of the House represent seats
in eastern suburbs and it is interesting, when Parliament adjourns late at night, to travel
behind them because they use the Eastern Freeway and travel through the electorate of
Bulleen to get to their residences.
In 1981 a census was conducted which found that 64 per cent of people in Doncaster
had two or more cars. That is necessary because there is no other form of transport except
for a bus service. The electorate also has many unmade roads. The funds that have been
spent on roads have decreased in the past few years. I was disappointed that public
transport was only mentioned in a cursory way in the Governor's Speech. Public transport
is one of the tragedies of the second Cain Labor Government.
The people ofBulleen want the freeway extended. They appreciate that the extension of
a freeway is a costly option, but if one considers a freeway in terms of safety and recognizes
that all freeways have fewer accidents and, therefore, a lower road toll, one can understand
why on that fact alone the freeway should be extended.
Public transport should also be upgraded. The City of Doncaster and Templestowe has
only buses to service the surrounding area. At one stage it was to have buses and a light
railway, but in the past three years the railway option was lost because the Government,
for expedient, short-term financial reasons, decided that it wanted the land and it sold off
every square centimetre of land that was reserved for the light railway in Doncaster and
the electorate of Bulleen. The $10 million received by the Government for this giant land
sale was not returned to the people who lost a valuable resource. I suggest the Government
should refund part or all of that $10 million to the electorate in the form of increased
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public transport resources. I do not believe that is an unfair request and it is vital that the
Government understands the position.
I ask the Minister for Housing to convey my request to the Minister for Transport to
visit the Bulleen electorate so that he can observe the traffic problems, road problems and
public transport problems and can implement changes for the better for my constituents.
The eastern end of Bulleen was once orchards but it is rapidly being turned into housing
estates, which is creating tremendous problems for the area.
I have a report on the siting of schools in the city prepared by the City of Doncaster and
Templestowe, which I understand has been given to the Minister for Education. The
thrust of the report is that one further secondary school and two further primary schools
are needed for the eastern part of the municipality.
In the past three years there have been a number of other sales of land in the area. At
the moment, land which was formerly owned by the Board of Works in Reynolds Road,
Templestowe, is up for sale. It is community property and the Government has made it
clear that it will sell it off for housing estates. Land in Porter Street, Templestowe, which
was reserved previously for a school, has been deemed unnecessary and that land will be
also be put up for sale for housing estates. There is land in Manningham Road, Lower
Templestowe, which was to be used for a hospital which would have been the only one in
the area of Templestowe and Doncaster. It was also decided that that land was of no
further use to the Government and there are now wide-ranging arguments as to what
would be the best use for the land.
The key to those four parcels of land-those in Porter Street, Mannin$ham Road,
Reynolds Road and the railway land-I':. that they were previously commuruty resources
but are now rapidly being sold off. The people of Bulleen made it clear, because of my
election, that they want some, or all, of that land retained for community use.
The electorate of Bulleen has had a number of other problems, especially with crime. I
highlighted during my election campaign the problem of the increase in crime, especially
burglaries. It may interest the House to know that there are no Neighbourhhod Watch
areas in the City of Doncaster and Templestowe. Over the next four years, I intend to
ensure that every part of the electorate I represent, ifit is at all possible, will be covered by
the Neighbourhood Watch scheme. The area is attracting criminals and crime and we
must protect ourselves, otherwise there will not be a reduction of crime in the area.
It would be remiss of me if I did not comment upon the economic situation in Victoria
and on the direction in which I believe the State should go. Victoria has an unenviable
reputation as being the highest taxing and highest borrowing State in this country. The
events since the election pose grave threats {or Victoria and Australia. I am especially
concerned about the fall in the value of Australian dollar. In my studies for a business
degree I studied economics and my understanding is that the fall in the value of the
Australian dollar will lead to increased interest rate and increased inflation. In a State that
has gone out of its way to become the highest taxing and the highest borrowing State in
the Commonwealth of Australia, that will bear extremely hard on the people, especially
the higher interest rates.
Many of my constituents have mortgages and they will not tolerate an increase in the
mortgage interest rates. The Government has failed to understand one basic premise; that
is, that there can be a redistribution of wealth only after there has been an increase in the
creation of wealth. In other words, the cake must be bigger before it can be cut up in larger
slices. If that message is the only one that I pass on in my speech, it will be worth while.
I now turn to my philosophy, I believe it is important for members of Parliament to
state what they believe in. I have a strong commitment to free enterprise, I believe it is the
best way for people to direct their lives. There is a need for smaller government in Victoria
and that can be brought about by better government management. There is a valid need
for less regulation of the individual; that is evident to me because, as a company secretary
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and accountant for many years, I was on the receiving end of many Acts of Parliament,
which I had to interpret on behalf of my employers. No one is more aware of the overregulation in Victoria than I am. There is a strong need, given the fact that this is the
highest taxing State in Australia, for a lower tax in Victoria. I hope my wish in that regard
comes to pass.
I have a strong view about the need to maintain traditional values. I wear a badge of the
Australian flag on my lapel. I do so because I am proud of it and I am happy that it should
be shown wherever possible. I also have a strong view about the maintenance of the family
tradition. Support of the family should be extended as far as possible and for as long as
possible.
I recommend to the House a book that should be in the Library, In Search o/Excellence.
I have read that book from cover to cover and it contains some salutary lessons, although
it relates to the business community, for the rest of the community in Victoria. If the
message, philosophy and tenets of the book were put into place in this State, Victoria
would be the best State in Australia.
It would also be remiss of me if I did not mention the dairy industry because, as is well
known to some honourable members-certainly on this side of the House-for the past
two years I was Secretary of the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority. That industry is in
crisis. It grieves me to say that I am most disappointed in the performance of the
Government. In the mid-1970s, I was working in the sawmilling industry and it was
obvious that many dairy farmers were working in sawmills and on the roads because they
needed a second income. In the mid-1970s the Liberal Government and the Minister of
Agriculture proposed a plan which brought the industry out of its former crisis and
restructured it.

The opportunities for second incomes do not exist today because of the high level of
unemployment, so, unfortunately, dairy farmers no longer have an alternative. They are
confined to the land and there is no way in which they can either send their wives out to
work or themselves obtain second jobs. Dairy farmers have no prospect of receiving the
dole because they are considered to be self-employed and are therefore not eligible.
As I have closely observed the Cain Government's record in the dairy industry over the
past two years, I shall make some comments on it. In October 1982, just some months
after the Government came into its first term in office, the Premier decided, for reasons
best known to himself, to sack the chairman of the authority. At that time, the secretary of
the board resigned. In that same month, the Government instituted a review of the
operations of the authority. The result of that review was revealed in this place in March
1983. It was an interesting report. It was prepared by three bureaucrats and the effect of
the report was to suggest that the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority should have closer
links with the bureaucracy. It should be remembered that in 1977 the previous Government
acted to separate the authority from the bureaucracy.
A despicable train of events then followed when three people were charged and sent to
trial but the charges were subsequently dismissed. I am fully aware of the background to
the matter but at this stage I will not reveal the details. However, I was most upset and
disappointed by the role played by the then Attorney-General.
In December 1983 the Government again interfered by ordering a price methodology
review by the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority. That review caused the authority to
delay giving a pricing decision, so no pricing decision was given to support the dairy
industry between October 1983 and January 1985. When a decision was made in January
1985, it was to grant a miserly increase of 2 cents a litre, which was hardly enough to solve
the problems of an industry that was in crisis.
All of these actions destabilized the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority at a time when
the dairy industry faced a crisis. The authority was unable to provide leadership and
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solutions because it had been politicized. Since June 1983 a temporary board has managed
the authority, which has operated under de stabilized conditions.
Prior to the last State election campaign a magnificent example occurred of one of the
greatest hoaxes ever pulled on the dairy farmers. That hoax will return to haunt the Cain
Government time and again unless the Government can provide meaningful solutions.
I turn now to deal with some constructive ways in which the Government could
restructure the dairy industry. It is obvious the industry needs access to interstate and
export markets, special appointments to the board and no Government interference in the
management of the authority.
With regard to interstate markets, there is a need for an east coast milk marketing pool
between the States of Victoria, New South Wales and Queensland. This would be the only
possible way in which there could be orderly marketing whereby all dairy farmers could
share equitably in the returns for higher premium market milk. A standard price should
be set for the processors in those States and more efficient transport provided across State
borders.
Section 92 of the Constitution definitely protects interstate trade. What happened the
last time milk was transported across the border? Interstate trade was stopped by the
Transport Workers Union, not through the legal process but through union activity, and
that is the practical barrier one faces. An east coast market milk pool is the only way dairy
farmers could obtain an equitable return for higher premium milk.
Such a milk market pool would be easy to administer because the majority of farmers
on the east coast are located in Victoria and already operate in a pricing pool. However, a
solution must be found because there is no way the New South Wales dairy farmers would
lose their share of the lucrative Sydney milk market. Out of such a pool the authority
would have to create a fund similar to that established for the payment of milk contracts,
and this could be used to pay compensation to the dairy farmers in New South Wales and
Queensland for the loss of their markets. Such a pool would not have to be big and should
not have to operate longer than three years. That is the only practical way in which the
Victorian Government could implement interstate trade without provoking industrial
action and starting a price war.
With regard to the export market, I point out that the present value of the Australian
dollar indicates that Victoria should be exporting both its market milk and its dairy
products. I remind honourable members that the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority
already has power under the Act to export and trade in dairy products. There is a need for
the Government to appoint a new board member who is skilled and qualified in export
marketing. That is the only avenue open, because Victoria has a static per capita
consumption of milk.
The Government must not interfere in the management of the authority, which must
be left alone to get on with the job. I refer honourable members to the report of the
Insurance Commissioner which was tabled recently. In that report the commissioner
complains of exactly the same things as I am complaining about. I refer to page 4 of the
report for the year ended 30 June 1984, where it states:
In previous reports I have commented upon the difficulties of operating a competitive and commercial
organisation within a Public Service personnel system. In the last year the Government has given a new look to
the Victorian Public Service and directed that new initiatives be followed.
These initiatives are, undoubtedly, going to be of great assistance in speeding the bureaucratic process.
However, the very nature of a Public Service system requires the maintenance of a tight system of control and a
major initiative in the Board's area, namely, delegating substantial parts of its personnel responsibilities has
involved the setting up of such a tight system of recording and control. This coupled with other and numerous
enquiries and initiatives, all of which require additional information or a changed format for information, have
committed my personnel group to hundreds of hours of effort in which they are not concerned directly with State
Insurance matters. In fact, there is a dichotomy of responsibility so far as this group is concerned, which has
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meant that at times I have had to direct that SIO responsibilities be discharged to the detriment of urgent tasks
set by the Public Service Board.
I commend these initiatives but a competitive environment has different and generally more economical
solutions to staffing problems than those which are appropriate to a public sector bureaucracy. In summary,
staffing procedures are still costing SIO extra money and time, which our competitors do not have to meet. The
logical solution is to place us outside the system and allow our staffing arrangements to be judged by comparing
our expense ration with those of our competitors.

The Government should allow the management and board of the authority to be left alone
so that it can provide the necessary leadership to enable the dairy industry to extricate
itself from the present crisis. I was disturbed to read in today's newspapers that there will
be more trouble, violence, police and blockades in Victoria.
Mr Deputy Speaker, thank you for your time and indulgence in this matter. I have been
somewhat provocative, but I felt that because this was the first occasion on which I was
able to speak in the House, it was necessary for me to make the comments that I did.
I wish to place on record again my thanks to the electors of Bulleen, to whom I pledge
my continuing support and loyalty for the next four years.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I congratulate the Speaker on his re-election. I am
sure that under his guidance the House will operate smoothly. Mr Deputy Speaker, I also
offer you my congratulations on your election as Deputy Speaker and Chairman of
Committees. I am sure you, Sir, will also exercise the same strength and control over the
Chamber as that exercised by Mr Speaker.
It was pleasing to hear a number of other speakers give their best wishes and
congratulations to the Governor, Sir Brian Murray, and his wife, Lady Murray. I also
extend congratulations and best wishes to them. It was pleasing to hear the honourable
member for Thomastown refer to Sir Brian and Lady Murray. However, the Premier, who
attends many functions with Sir Brian and Lady Murray, gave no recognition to the
Governor in his contribution to the Address-in-Reply debate.
It was poor of the Premier to neglect to mention the Governor of Victoria when making
such an important speech in this House. I also welcome the new members of Parliament
on both sides of the House and wish them every success. It is a place of tremendous
activity and, at times, it can be a fulfilling experience for members of Parliament to serve
the State and the various electorates they represent. I welcome my namesake, the new
honourable member for Warrnambool. It is pleasing to note that he has been elected to an
important rural electorate. I also welcome another new member of the National Party, Mr
Hallam, who represents Western Province in another place. I am sure those honourable
members will make a significant contribution to Parliament over the next three or four
years.
Two important addresses were given on the opening day of Parliament. The first was
the address of the Governor, Sir Brian Murray, given in the Legislative Council. His
Excellency more or less outlined the Government's aspirations for the next three or four
years. Undoubtedly it attracted much attention from the general public, the media and so
on. However, another address, which perhaps did not receive the same amount of
recognition, was given at an ecumenical service at St Patrick's Cathedral by Dean F.
Chamberlain. The Dean made three important points in his address that morning. He
mentioned the need to defend human dignity from conception to the grave, the need to
maintain the privacy of the family unit in all situations, and also the following:
In a world in which power is becoming increasingly concentrated, is the duty to have regard to the rights of the
small bodies, organizations, units, in industry, agriculture, commerce, government and administration against
the giant organizations of present-day society-governments, corporations, unions in particular.

The Catholic newspaper, the Advocate, reported Dean Chamberlain's address and, on the
first point relating to the defence of human dignity from conception to the grave, Dean
Chamberlain is reported as having stated:
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It is highly unsatisfactory when the Warnock committee in Britain states that the embryo is not to be
experimented upon after 14 days, but nevertheless admits the right to experiment on it before that time has
expired.

Even worse, however, is the logic of a situation in which experimentation on the embryo is prohibited after 14
days, since there is now little scientific dispute that unique human life exists at this stage of embryonic development,
but the destruction of the unborn child by way of abortion is still permitted until it is approximately six months
old.

The progressive financial bankruptcy of the modern state comes, partly at least, from the fact that social
services which once used to be supplied by the first "delivery system" of them all-the family-are now
delivered, at great cost and not always efficiently, by governments and public servants.

Dean Chamberlain also mentioned in his address how, even in the fastest growing and
most efficient economies such as those of Singapore and Japan, the welfare services are
provided through the family unit rather than across the whole spectrum. With regard to
the Dean's reference to big business, big government and big unions, the article states:
The normal aspirations of human beings to be their own bosses is struck at by a multitude of factors; from
high interest rates which affect the small proprietor much more than the great magnate; from excessive government
regulation; from the actions of union officials who seek to preserve the size and power of unionism by the
elimination of independent operators.

Honourable members should consider the three points made by Dean Chamberlain,
because most of them would adhere to some Christian principles. Dean Chamberlain
advanced Christian principles which have been the basis of this society for a long time
and which could be well used to strengthen society as we have known it and to maintain
that strength in this country.
It was disappointing that the Governor's address made little mention of agriculture.
Upon looking through the Governor's Speech, the only place where "agriculture" or any
reference to it occurred was in the third last paragraph on the last page of the Speech. In
this country agriculture is responsible for approximately 60 per cent of exports. A large
number of people may not be involved in over-all agricultural production, but agriculture
is certainly important to the economy of this State. However, many factors have brought
about a confidence crisis in the rural sector.
I believe the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs will get a lift now that the
Honourable Evan Walker is the Minister. I have some faith in the new Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs in the Labor Government. I believe he will take some
initiatives on behalf of the agricultural sector and create a more constructive environment
for the economic well-being of the State.
I urge the Minister to consider holding a conference in the heart of the wheat belt with
all sections of the agricultural community being invited to attend. One would realize that
there is no better place for such a conference to be held than at Horsham in the Wimmera,
because the Wimmera has the statistics on the board to show that, along with the Darling
Downs of Queensland, it is the highest wheat production district in Australia. The land in
that area is extremely fertile and the failure rate from a production point of view is very
low. It is not frequently affected by drought, and thank goodness for that! In today's cost
structure, even one drought every fifteen years is probably too often but, as I said, there is
a confidence crisis in the rural industry.
The Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs should establish that conference to bring
together all the parties involved in the industry to try to build up an economic climate of
confidence.
The people he should invite to this conference should be: The Federal Minister for
Primary Industries, representatives of the Victorian Farmers and Graziers' Association,
the National Farmers Federation, the Department of Agriculture, the Australian Wheat
Board, the Grain Elevators Board and, of course, the Bureau of Agricultural Economics.
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A degree of gloom was created as a result of a national outlook conference held in
Canberra. I do not believe one should be talking about gloom and doom when referring to
agriculture. One should consider regaining confidence in the rural sector and making
people believe there is a real future for agriculture in this country.
Some of the issues that ought to be discussed are the charges imposed by the State and
Federal Governments, such as port costs, transport costs, electricity charges, import duties,
fuel excise and interest rates. All those charges have a direct effect on the profitability of
those involved in agricultural pursuits.
That is why the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs should take the initiative and
call a conference on this matter. The rural industry lacks confidence in both the State and
Federal Labor Governments and the Minister may, by establishing a conference, be able
to regain some of that lost confidence.
In considering farm costs, I shall compare local costs with those of our overseas
competitors. Today a John Deere header costs $30 000 more in Australia than in America
and an International header costs $38 000 more in Australia; diesel fuel costs 12 cents a
litre more in Australia than in America and standard petrol costs 10 cents a litre more in
Australia. The land freight charge on a 20-foot container unit is $45 more in Australia
than in America and, of course, transport costs in primary industry are a significant part
of the over-all cost structure.
It is interesting to note that in 1974 the revenue from 1 tonne of wheat would buy 1000
litres of on-farm diesel fuel whereas in 1984 it will buy only 380 litres of diesel fuel, and
the wheat industry is solely reliant on diesel fuel.
Mr B. J. Evans-Do they tax their grain handling authority?
Mr W. D. McGRATH-I would doubt it. The average fuel cost to the 10000 wheat
growers in Victoria is currently in the vicinity of$8000 dollars a year. That figure could be
significantly reduced by sympathetic Governments.
Without divulging any names I shall give honourable members some farm figures that
were provided for me by Mr John Carter, a Horsham accountant. Farm A is operated as a
two-way partnership; it is a good 800-acre farm in the Wimmera operated by good farmers.
For the current financial year the farm income will be $69 000; the overheads will be
$36 000, of which interest comprises $8 000 and depreciation on farmin$ plant $16 000,
leaving a margin of$8500 for each of the partners. The five-year average Income of those
two partners has been $11 400 so that their income will be down by approximately $3000
each.
Farm B is also a two-way partnership. The farm income will be $61 000 with overhead
costs of $39 OOO-including $5000 in interest payments and $13 000 in depreciationleaving a net profit of$9 000 to be divided two ways giving each partner a taxable income
of$4500. Their five-year average income prior to this year was $9000, twice what they will
make this year. As my colleague, the honourable member for Gippsland East interjects,
they would be better off on the dole, but agricultural workers must not be allowed to think
in that way. Confidence must be maintained in the agricultural industries because they are
vital, and Governments must be sympathetic to them.
Farm C is operated as a four-way partnership by two brothers and their wives. This year
its income will be $126000 with overheads of$76 000, including $9000 in interest charges
and $24 000 in depreciation, leaving a profit of $26 000 on which two families must
maintain themselves for twelve months.
During the past twelve months the return on farming has certainly been declining. An
article published in today's Australian Financial Review states that it is only because of
the low value of the Australian dollar that we have been able to sell exports on overseas
markets and the report records a projected advantage of $530 million in rural economic
value as a result of the low value of the Australian dollar. However, another point that
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comes out in the article is that, despite that advantage, the real value of farm incomes will
still be down by 14 per cent, and that is a matter of concern.
That is why I say that the Minister must take some initiatives throughout this State to
try to build up confidence, and the Government must examine its taxes and charges to
allow some margin of profit to restore confidence and enable farmers to continue to do the
things they do so well and to do them even better. If one lacks confidence in what one is
doing, one never does it thoroughly. If one has confidence, one performs to the best of
one's ability, and positive action needs to be taken.
In his Speech, the Governor also dealt with the Government's youth guarantee program.
I refer to page 4 of that Speech where His Excellency stated:
In the second term of office, my Government will focus its energies on providing new opportunities for youth.
Employment of young people aged 15 to 19 grew by 14·4 per cent between April 1983 and December 1984. The
Government has, therefore taken the unprecedented step of guaranteeing that by the end of its second term of
office, all young people aged 15 to 18 will have the option of full-time work, full-time education, full-time training
or an acceptable and structured arrangement for education, training and work.

That is a tremendous ideal. However, the statistics released by the Confederation of
Australian Industry reveal that, in January 1985, 27·5 per cent of youth between fifteen
and nineteen years of age were unemployed. Someone has obviously got the statistics
wrong because they are miles apart.
During the election campaign the Government decried the Opposition's youth
employment proposals. It is time for a bipartisan approach to youth unemployment, time
an attempt was made to examine the positive aspects of the policies of all parties in an
endeavour to produce effective solutions to this real problem.
If our youth is to participate in society in the years that lie ahead, it requires the dignity
of having job opportunities. This means having the right to go to work and live in a social
world where one feels comfortable and is not seen as unemployed, unemployable or
whatever the problem may be.
Government and Opposition must accept the responsibility for youth unemployment.
They must do all they can to work together and achieve the common goal of jobs for
youth. There is much work to be done in this area.
This morning during question time the Treasurer was skiting that the Victorian
unemployment rate is only 8 per cent compared with the Queensland unemployment rate
of 10 per cent. However, an unemployment rate of 8 per cent is nothing to skite about. It
is far too high. We should be doing all we can to reduce that figure to 3 per cent, 4 per cent,
or even lower. I am sure that can be achieved if the Government and Opposition work
together.
The Labor Government has been given a mandate to ~overn for the next three to four
years. The constituents of the electorate of Lowan have gIven me a mandate to pursue the
conservative side of politics and assist private enterprise wherever possible. That will be
my role for the next three to four years.
In the lead-up to the election the Premier was deceitful in three areas: Firstly, in his
dealing with the milk crisis and the dairy farmers' dispute; secondly, with the State
Insurance Office; and thirdly, with the newly emerging Victoria project at the Museum
station complex.
Members of Parliament must be totally honest with themselves and the communities
they represent. Victoria must be seen to be a vital State in the Australian economy and in
political and social life.
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (St Albans)-It is an honour for me to address the Victorian
Parliament today. I take honourable members back to a December day in 1965 when a
passenger liner docked in Melbourne. Amongst the passengers were 1200 migrants,
including a Greek farmer, his wife and two children.
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It is of special pride to me that I came from such a humble background and am now
able to address the Victorian Parliament. I have lived in St Albans for almost the entire
time I have been in Australia. I have found this to be a difficult and harrowing experience,
and I am sure the residents of St Albans and the western suburbs have had similar
experiences.
I say that because the region is inhabited predominantly by blue-collar workers, the
majority of whom are employed in semi-skilled and unskilled w)rk in the manufacturing,
construction and transport industries. Educational achievement in the western suburbs is
generally lower than that in the rest of Victoria.
Income levels are also lower, with most families having to depend on two incomes to
survive. Unemployment levels in the western suburbs are some of the highest in the State,
with young people, women, migrants and older, unskilled workers being especially at risk.
This has been fairly well documented in recent years by Government and community
studies as well as in media coverage, and the degree to which the western suburbs have
been disadvantaged is now generally accepted. To illustrate the point I shall quote from a
recent study commissioned by the Victorian Government and entitled "The Bus
Reorganization Study-St Albans Neighbourhood", which states, inter alia:
Public transport provision is lower in this area than in most other areas in Melbourne. This combination of
high population need for access to facilities, lower levels of facility provision within the area and low levels of
public transport service, both within the area and other adjacent areas, creates a situation of fairly substantial
disadvantage.

An even more dramatic illustration of the disadvantages experienced in the St Albans and
western regions was highlighted in a report commissioned by the Government during
1984 concerning the health area. I refer to the Report of the Capital Requirements of
Publicly Funded Health Services in Victoria for the Next Ten Years, commonly known as
the John McClelland report. When commenting on region 6, sub-region 61, which is the
western metropolitan area, the report stated:
There is a low provision of acute beds and accordingly this sub-region relies heavily on the inner metropolitan
area for services. It is proposed that progressively beds should be decanted into the sub-region and it is
recommended that Prince Henry's should be transferred by stages to Sunshine. Even after adjustment for beds
and specialists hospitals which service other regions the inclusion of Prince Henry's Hospital in the region and
the pending removal of the Queen Victoria Medical Centre from the region the provision of beds relative to the
population is the lowest of any region in the State.

One can see from that report how disadvantaged the western suburbs are. I shall now give
the reason I am standing here today with the overwhelming support of the people of the
St Albans electorate. The people of St Albans believe in the undying principle of the
Australian Labor Party to work through the Parliamentary process for the redistribution
of political and economic power so that all-and I stress the word "all" -members of
society have the opportunity of participating in the shaping and controlling of the
institutions and relationships that determine their lives.
The people of St Albans have seen that for the first time the actions of the Government
have looked after their interests. With the findings of the bus service reorganization study
and the effects of the public transport system in the electorate, I am sure the House will be
aware that on 19 March 1985 the Minister for Transport delivered the goods. A new bus
route system was introduced in the St Albans area. Thirteen new bus routes were introduced
which was a dramatic increase on the existing four.
Honourable members would be aware of the Government's decision to relocate Prince
Henry's Hospital to Sunshine. I and other members of the Government will advocate
similar redistributions of resources for the western suburbs during the next four years. I
stress the importance of the relocation of Prince Henry's Hospital because I am sure that
some members of the Opposition in another place are opposed to the move. A member of
the Liberal Party ran a campaign against the relocation of Prince Henry's Hospital during
the election campaign, but if one logically examines the financial situation reported in the
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McClelland report, the numerous welfare studies carried out by municipal councils and
welfare agencies, and by the Government, one could not possibly argue against the logic
of the relocation.
In its last term of office the former Liberal Government decided to erect a hospital in
Sunshine. That Government wasted $13·5 million of the taxpayers' money.
Mr Coleman-Who did that?
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS-It was the Liberal Government not the Labor Government.
The Liberal Party is responsible for the erection of a white elephant; 80 per cent of the
floor space of the existing building is unoccupied. The only occupants are the millipedes
that infest the area. The former Liberal administration did not consider the economics of
running a hospital and that is why the shell exists in Sunshine.
The present Government faced up to its responsibilities. It understood the difficulties
of running a hospital and was aware of the massive expenditure involved in its operation.
As a result it decided to relocate Prince Henry's Hospital. The figures released in the
McClelland report show that although the metropolitan avera~e for hospital beds per 1000
head of population is 5·07 per cent, it is a mere 3·54 per cent In the western suburbs. One
shudders to think what the figure would be for the inner region of Melbourne. I am willing
to take on members of the Opposition on this issue, as I am sure colleagues in another
place are also, to ensure that the relocation takes place. It will provide much needed
hospital facilities for the western region of Melbourne.
The Government has produced a blueprint to cure youth unemployment. The y'outh
guarantee program will strive to provide either employment or traIning for chIldren
between the ages of fifteen and eighteen years.
One area of unemployment to which I am committed to finding a solution is where
unemployment has been created as a result of the ravages of capitalism. Thousands and
thousands of people were brought to this country as factory fodder. Unfortunately,
technology and a motive to maintain profits has caught up with those migrants. Unskilled
migrants who were brought to Australia during the 1950s and 1960s are finding themselves
permanently unemployed between the ages of 40 to 45 years. They often have no prospect
of employment for the next fifteen to twenty years of their working lives. Only through
Government intervention and Government spending can a solution to this problem be
found. Those migrants came to Australia in good faith. They were willing to live out the
rest of their lives in this country and were willing to participate to the fullest of their ability
in Australian life. The Government must face up to that problem. I am willing to offer my
knowledge and expertise in an attempt to find a solution to the problem.
It would be remiss of me during my maiden speech not to record my appreciation of the
overwhelming support I received from my constituents. I will work tirelessly for the
benefit of the electorate and I will not hesitate to make representations to Ministers on
behalf of any constituents who approach me. I also record my appreciation for the hard
work carried out by my campaign committee. On behalf of those I represent in the
electorate, I pass on their appreciation for the work of my colleague, the former member
for Keilor, Mr Seitz.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-I convey my congratulations to the Speaker and the
Chairman of Committees on their election to those positions. This will be my second
opportunity of making a maiden speech as I have been a member of this House before. It
is somewhat similar to a second marriage: The same room but a different side of the bed
and a different bride. I assume it will be just as enjoyable the second time as the first. I
thank those who assisted my return to this House and I am particularly grateful to my
family who supported me in the three intervening years when I was absent from Parliament.
I thank those in my electorate and members of my party for supporting me. It was an
auspicious day indeed when the Government decided to redistribute the electorate
boundaries to create seven new seats. In the creation of those seats a conundrum developed.
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The Government found that two of its members the honourable members for Prahran
and Syndal were no longer representing electorates. All honourable members know that
the Premier still has blood on his hands because he was unable to satisfactorily resolve
that problem. As it transpired, both former members were picked up by the Government
and given jobs.
I have some sympathy for my predecessor, Mr David Gray, who went through a similar
process as I did. It became apparent to the former member for Syndal when the
redistribution was finalized that he had little chance of succeeding in the election, but still
he continued to represent the electorate to the best of his ability and the electorate is
grateful for that.
That frustration is illustrated in one letter that has fallen off the back of a truck. It is
written to the State Secretary of the Victorian Branch of the Australian Labor Party and it
reads:
Dear Comrade, I am disturbed that the central campaign appears to have lost direction and to have become
entirely reactive in character.
I believe it is a big mistake to have been bluffed by the Liberals "broken record" advertising, into having no
promotion whatsoever at an advertising level of the Government's achievements in health, housing, education
and transport.
The bull "in the china shop" concept has its place, but is no substitute for a positive image. Similarly,
promotion of the Youth Guarantee, which I understand is being tried soon, is all well and good, but I believe it
is not good enough on its own.

Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Govemment)-On a point of order, can the
honourable member table the document and provide the source and date of that document
from which he is reading?
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-It is a draft of an undated letter written by David Gray.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-The honourable member for Syndal can
table the letter when he has finished his speech.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-On a further point of order, the honourable member for
Syndal is claiming to be reading from a letter and it seems to me that he is quoting from
handwritten notes. I ask the honourable member who is the author and whether he can
table the letter to which he is referring.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-On a further point of order, I submit that is not a
point of order. It is an inquiry that could be clarified after the honourable member for
Syndal has completed his speech and has complied with what you have said, Mr Acting
Speaker, by tabling the document from which he is reading. The Minister for Local
Government is disrupting the honourable member's speech.
The ACTING SPEAKER-The honourable member for Syndal may complete his
presentation and then table the letter so that any member of the House can peruse that
letter and if he or she feels it is other than what the honourable member states, certain
action can be taken.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-The letter continues:
The Guarantee must be placed in context. That context is of a hard-working, achieving Government which
has reformed and revitalized the State and has through sound economic management, been able to bring to
Victorians jobs and benefits, e.g., Queen Victoria Hospital, Box Hill Project Centre, Alcoa, Eastern Suburbs
Geriatric Centre, shiny new trains, thousands of new homes, massive capital works on schools, etcetera, etcetera.
I just can't believe that we are not pushing this line which is after all pretty good stuff. I suspect the party has
placed too much emphasis on the findings of its ANOP poll.
Sometimes it is necessary to confront negative attitudes and fears head-on-we instead, ~m to have tried to
plug perceived leaks in the wall but have forgotten all about the broader picture, which is very positive from the
Government's point of view.
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I am very pleased with the Syndal campaign but fear that it is all for nothing unless the State campaign
committee pulls its collective fingers out! I beg urge and beseech you to have TV ads prepared for the last week
of the campaign emphasizing the above positive theories-please.

It is quite obvious that the letter is from David Gray.
Mr SIMPSON (Niddrie)-On a point of order, I understand the document is to be
tabled, but I wonder whether it can be ascertained who has signed the document.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The letter has initials on it which
might or might not mean anything. I propose to have copies of this document made so
that they can be handed out to any honourable member who wishes to see a copy of the
letter.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-At the declaration of the poll, David Gray was mindful of
the difficulties that he had been facing and, having had three years myself, I am cognizant
of those difficulties. During the election campaign I had an opportunity of reviewing the
activities that took place in the three years when I was not a member of this House.
My predecessor, Mr Gray, took credit for certain matters. He stated that he was
instrumental in establishing a youth employment jobs creation scheme in the schools of
his electorate. It was nothing more than a pork-barrelling exercise. The wages for that
scheme totalled $15 594 and the cost of materials was $30 992. It was a back-to-front job
creation scheme. I have not ascertained who supplied the materials to the various schools
on which work was carried out, but obviously those suppliers were the beneficiaries. No
provision was made for recurrent costs to ensure that the works were done and were able
to be maintained for the benefit of those children.
The second matter that was claimed as a credit was the commencement of work on the
Queen Victoria Hospital. I congratulate the former Minister of Health, Mr Roper, for the
way he presented a submission to the first Cabinet meeting of the new Labor Government
in 1982. As it transpired, if a more in-depth surveillence of those figures and the proposal
had been made, they might not have got past the Treasurer. A tax avoidance system was
created to build the hospital under the aegis of the Australian Loan Council, but
unfortunately the Federal Government did not approve it and it could not proceed. The
passbook holders of the State Savings Bank of Victoria, one of the shareholders in the
private consortium that is building the hospital, finished up carrying the largest part of the
burden. As I understand it, the accounts are being paid by the State Savings Bank of
Victoria and it is a grey area in terms of this Government's financing arrangements. With
the redistribution, the hospital is now outside my electorate.
The third matter for which my predecessor took credit was the creation of the Glen
Waverley Transport Centre, that is, the termination of the Glen Waverley line, and it will
be of substantial benefit when it proceeds. Three years of bungling was involved by the
Ministry of Transport, VicRail and the Ministry of Planning to get that to a position
where, at the completion of this Government's term of office, agreement was given to
proceed. The previous Liberal Government had the scheme at that very point when it left
office in 1982 and it is an indictment on the people who were handling that matter that it
did not proceed until the last moment. A new station has been constructed at a cost of$7
million but agreement was needed to move the station westward approximately 300
metres.
It is a magnificent proposition and is the beginning of one of the Government's preferred
development areas. I am glad finality has been reached and a start will be made.
I now refer to the relocation of the community health centre in Glen Waverley, which
was functioning in a small house in a private street in Glen Waverley but has now moved
to larger premises which are more suited to the functions of the centre. I am pleased to
note the relocation of the centre.
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I wish to comment on a number of issues referred to in the Governor's Speech. The first
is the construction of a new power connection with South Australia. During my previous
term as a member of Parliament I had the pleasure of serving on the Public Works
Committee which had the task of putting into place a power line between Sydenham and
Portland. That power line was to service the Alcoa smelter, which has not proceeded. It is
apparent that the Government has not recognized the work done by Sir David Zeidler
who prepared a report into the connection of power between South Australia, New South
Wales and, at a later stage, Tasmania.
I put on record my appreciation of the work done by the Zeidler committee and the
foresight shown by it. The construction of a new power connection with South Australia
will be of benefit to Victoria. Victoria is blessed with large deposits of brown coal, which
will provide the base load power supply for Victoria and South Australia. I hope that
project will proceed before or be part of the bicentennial year.
Reference is made in the Governor's Speech to the youth guarantee program. The
Liberal Party put forward a very credible scheme. I do not think any honourable member
disagrees with the idea of apprenticeship. The scheme proposed by the Liberal Party was
for the payment of a training wage. It would provide a base of trained young people able
to take advantage of technological advances. If this training scheme does not proceed,
Victoria will end up with a pool of young people who will not know the dignity of working.
Therefore, we must ensure that this training system goes ahead. This scheme is recognized
by the Federal Government and I am sure that it is only a matter of time before it will be
adopted by that Government.
If this Government locks itself into the youth guarantee program it will lead young
people into a state of disillusionment. Offering fifteen to eighteen-year-olds the option of
full-time education or training is not much different from what they are offered now.
If the Government believes that by reducing the retirement age it will create sufficient
positions in the Public Service to take up the slack, it is deluding itself as well as the
people. Any reduction in the Public Service which can be achieved by reducing the
retirement age will not address the number of people seeking full-time employment. The
private sector needs to be stimulated so that jobs can be created in that area.
Another item to which I refer is accommodation for mentally retarded persons in
institutions. The Governor's Speech refers to a de-institutionalization program for mentally
retarded persons.
Recently I was involved in an exercise attempted by the Oakleigh centre. The former
Minister of Health, provided the Oakleigh centre with funds to enable it to purchase a
house in the community to accommodate young people so that they could become selfsufficient. That was a marvellous idea but the funding provided in no way recognized the
cost of accommodation. It was anticipated that six or seven young people would live in a
home with cottage parents. A substantial investment in real estate would be required to
provide sufficent accommodation for those young people. The limit put on the purchase
price of the accommodation by the former Minister of Health was such that it was
unachievable.
Ifwe are to engage in a program of de-institutionalization, as indicated by the Governor,
it will have to be done at a level that can be achieved and with the financial capacity to
enable the persons involved to undertake what the Government proposes.
After looking at the Government from the outside for three years, one got the idea that
a number of things drive the Government. One is that virtually every industrial relations
problem is predicated on the premise that you "give them what they want". Two
outstanding exceptions are the dairy farmers and Lady Murray. Both suffered accordingly.
The second is that the Government is prepared to cash in whatever assets it can and
live for today and let tomorrow look after itself. Young people tomorrow will have enough
problems without worrying about what they inherit from us today. I hope the Government
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will recognize that it is saddling these young people with a substantial burden as a result
of decisions made today. Those young people will have no respect for us.
On behalf of the electors of Syndal I compliment the Governor and Lady Murray for
the work they have done in the community. I am sure an overwhelming number of people
in the electorate are supportive of what they have done. My electorate office is now located
in Mount Waverley and the electors ofSyndal, regardless of their political allegiance, will
be welcome there. They will receive the same attention that they received during the six
years in which I was previously a member of this House.
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-In contributing to the Address-in-Reply debate I shall refer to
the contributions of other honourable members. The honourable member for Syndal
presented an extremely shabby attempt to claim that the author of a document was the
former honourable member for Syndal. After pressure was exerted by other honourable
members, we were shown the document. It was a handwritten document with some vague
initials at the bottom. Honourable members ought to consider their credibility in
Parliament. It is apparent that the honourable member for Syndal has learned nothing in
his absence from this House for three years. Most honourable members would describe
his action as a shabby exercise. I urge honourable members not to leave documents on
their desks at any time if that is to be the order of activity in this House. I shall comment
also on a statement made by the Leader of the Opposition in his contribution to the
Address-in-Reply debate earlier today.

Mr Brown-You will not make it to Cabinet!
Mr ROWE-The honourable member for Gippsland West will not make it to this side
of the House. Honourable members who were present during the Budget debate last year
will recall the occasion on which the Leader of the Opposition entered the House late at
night and spent a considerable time complaining that he was not invited to a celebration
for the players of two football clubs. The performance of the Leader of the Opposition
today equalled his performance on that occasion. He also indicated today that the Federal
Government should be congratulated for exercising restraint in expenditure. I hope I have
referred accurately to the words he used. I wrote them down when he made the statement.
He congratulated the Federal Government for starting to exercise restraint, and I gather
that is the thrust of what was said.
Perhaps there should be some consultation with the shadow spokesperson on housing
and resources, because it was only this morning in a radio broadcast that he was attacking
the Federal Government for reducing expenditure in housing. It seems there may be a
conflict because, on the one hand, the Leader of the Opposition is congratulating the
Federal Government for the cutback in the deficit but when the Government acts to
reduce the deficit by approximately $65 million, his spokesperson tries to make cheap
political gain out of it. It seems that the Leader of the Opposition does not have his act
together.
I shall now turn to the issue of taxation. There are many instant experts on taxation, not
the least of whom are on the Opposition side of the House. To place it in the appropriate
context, the Government has taken action in this area. Three years ago the Government
came to power in Victoria with a deficit of $300 million. In addition, it was faced with a
projected deficit of $1500 million. One must ask what the Government has done about
that. The Victorian Treasurer established a broad ranging and comprehensive inquiry into
taxation.
The revenue raising inquiry, which reported in May 1983, was the first revenue raising
inquiry ever conducted at the State level. I remind the House that the inquiry was comprised
of people from the bureaucracy, the Stamp Duties Office, business and the Trades Hall
Council. It was the most comprehensive analysis and review of taxation ever conducted
in this State. Many of the lessons that were drawn from that inquiry have been lost on the
Opposition. It is interesting to consider the recommendations, conclusions and findings
of the revenue raising inquiry, which had the broad support of the business community.
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The Chamber of Manufactures was represented and was signatory to a document. A
representative of the Trades Hall Council also participated in the work of the committee
and also si~ed the document. The committee addressed all of the taxation issues and the
revenue ralsing problems of the State. It seems that the only people who did not read the
report were Opposition members. They have completely ignored the findings and
recommendations of that inquiry in just about every area, whether it be related to pay-roll
tax, the financial institutions duty or other matters. They have gone in another direction.
The over-all result of the promised taxation cuts put forward by the Liberal Party before
the last election would have been to cost more than $440 million. The Opposition was
also promising proposed spending increases that would have added up to at least $300
million. If one adds together the $440 million proposed tax cuts and the proposed
expenditure of$300 million, the minimum shortfall would have been approximately $740
million. It seems that Opposition members have learnt nothing. I have already mentioned
the situation obtaining when the Government came to office, yet the Oppositlon hoped to
gain politically in the last election campaign by talking about expenditure cuts on the one
hand and revenue cuts on the other hand. The Government has made it clear to the public
that it has taken a responsible attitude towards State taxation.
That form of taxation has certain principles: There is equity at the base; it is a broadlybased tax so that there is horizontal equity whereby persons of equal economic status and
who are receiving equal income pay the same proportion of taxes; there is also vertical
equity so that people on different incomes pay different rates. In other words, there is a
degree of progression within the tax system.
In considering taxation, it is important that one examines the total position in the
community. It is not a matter of examining separate taxes only at the State level but a
matter of examining taxation, its implications and its incidence, across the community
through all taxes-taxes at local, State and Commonwealth levels. It is important that the
taxation system be broadly based and that it be progressive, but that does not mean that
every tax within that system has to be a progressive tax.
One of the major recommendations following the revenue raising inquiry concerns the
variety of State taxes, which were described in full in the report, and the implications and
impact of those taxes. The recommendation, in broad terms, was made that taxes should
be replaced by a broad-based growth tax and, preferably, a sales tax.
Mr Williams-Hit the workers again!

Mr ROWE-The interjection by the honourable member for Doncaster has some
currency in the community at present but, on the empirical evidence, there is not a lot of
support for it. On first analysis it may seem that a broad-based sales tax is regressive, but
there is more to the argument, which is pursued in the revenue raising inquiry report at
page 197. The committee examined the incidence of State taxes in 1975-76 and the
incidence of tax over twelve income groups, ranging from a low-income group to a higher
income group. It is no surprise to learn that the evidence shows that State taxation is
highly regressive.
For the lowest income group, the tax incidence is 14·82 per cent of money income; for
the second lowest income group, it is 8·84 per cent; for the third lowest income group, it is
7·92 per cent, and it goes down until one reaches the highest income group, income class
12, which pays as a percentage of money income only 5·07 per cent. That situation has
existed for decades.
In redressing the situation, one needs to examine not only the incidence of taxation but
also the impact of expenditure on households, because that is what the debate is about.
We are interested not only in issues of equity on taxation but also the issue of income
distribution.
The other factor affecting income distribution is Government expenditure. One needs
to examine the impact of Government expenditure. The work undertaken by the Institute
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of Applied Economic and Social Research from the University of Melbourne and research
by the Carter Commission in Canada in the 1960s reaches the conclusion that State taxes,
again in the years 1975-76, were very progressively distributed.
A table at page 197 of the report of the Committee of Inquiry into Revenue Raising in
Victoria, again over the same income classes between one and twelve, from the lowest to
the highest, gives the expenditure incidences for selected State expenditures-they were
housing, health and education. The impact of that incidence on the lowest income class
was 75·48 per cent on a percentage basis of money income, and incidence goes in a very
progressive manner to the highest income class, class twelve, whereby the impact is 4·79
per cent. It is very progressive. When one puts together those two pieces of research, one
sees that the net fiscal incidence in the State level results in a very progressive impact on
low-income earners.
On first examining the issue of a broad-based sales tax, one may be worried about the
income oflower income groups in the community, and, certainly, that is worth addressing.
I am submitting to the House that it can be best addressed not by tax credits and such
measures but by ensuring that the revenue raised by the application of broad-based sales
tax, either at the State or Commonwealth level, is spent in a progressive manner. That is
important.
The revenue raising committee of inquiry carried out research. It built up a model and
replaced all taxes, other than pay-roll tax, with a broad-based sales tax of a level of
approximately 8 per cent, which raised an additional $200 million. When that money was
then spent in those selected expenditure areas to which I referred earlier, it made the overall levels of State taxation more progressive-that is an indication of how regressive
existing State taxes are. If stamp duties on the purchase of cars and so on, financial
institution duties and other charges were abolished and replaced by a broad-based sales
tax, the taxation system would be slightly more progressive and somewhat more
proportionate. This is an important point that is lost on the community in the general
debate on taxation and the suggested introduction of broad-based sales taxes.
The next step is to analyse the total impact of spending that additional $200 million in
those selected expenditure areas. When the same work is done, the over-all impact is
dramatic. The tables from the work of the committee of inquiry indicate that the net effect
of fiscal incidence, putting together both the expenditure and tax incidence, increases
dramatically for the lower income group in the community. That is the point I wish to
make on taxation. The Opposition has not addressed the fundamental problems of taxation.
The Government has acted to restore the revenue base and to ensure that Victoria
obtains a proper and responsible response from the Grants Commission on Federal and
State financial relations. The work both of the Premier and the Treasurer at various
Premiers Conferences and other conferences to ensure that Victoria receives a fair share
has resulted in the new Grants Commission revenue proposals, under which Victoria will
be much better off.
That should have been addressed by previous Governments over the past two decades.
The great losers have been the heavily urbanized areas of the country in both New South
Wales and Victoria.
The previous Liberal Government made a lot of noise about it, but was unable to
discuss the issue with its Federal counterpart to bring about fundamental change in that
area. I have mentioned some of the fundamental issues that must be addressed when one
examines taxation.
When one examines the Liberal Party manifesto on taxation that was issued prior to the
last State election and its promises with respect to pay-roll tax not applying to contractors,
representatives of Avon Cosmetics Australia Pty Ltd and so on, one discovers that it flies
in the face of the recommendations of the Committee of Inquiry into Revenue Raising in
Victoria. The Opposition has not learnt its lesson. It is all right for the Trades Hall Council
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and the business community to put their signatures on a report indicating the direction in
which pay-roll tax should go, but the Opposition decided that, for short-term political
gain, it would not extend pay-roll tax to private contractors. It makes a sham of the whole
argument.
The Opposition wants to abolish the financial institutions duty and review the payment
of the public authority dividend. Again, if one examines the recommendation of the
revenue raising inquiry, one discovers support for the retention of those taxes in the
absence of a fundamental change where the State would have access to an appropriate
broad-based growth tax. The Opposition has not done its homework; it is not addressing
the broad issue of gaining access to a growth tax for Victoria.
The Opposition wants to dismantle existing taxes which, as a result of the latest inquiry
in this country on taxation-headed by Professor Nieuwenhuysen from Melbourne
University, assisted by Professor Head from Monash University and Professor Reddaway
from Cambridge University-the business community and the Trades Hall Council
believed were appropriate. However, it was too hard for members of the Opposition to
digest the thrust of the argument.
The Opposition has not learnt anything about financial management. When the Labor
Party came into office, the Liberal Party had left the State in a mess and in the ensuing
three years it has not addressed the fundamental problems regarding taxation.
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-I pay tribute to Sir Brian and Lady Murray for the way in which
they have carried out their duties in this State, and I refer particularly to their visits to
country Victoria. They have carried out that exercise in the best traditions of the office of
Governor. It is obvious that people throughout rural Victoria greatly appreciate those
visits, particularly the older people and the thousands of children who have had the
opportunity of seeing them.
I take this opportunity of congratulating the Premier and the Labor Party for their
historic victory in winning government for the second time. I also congratulate the Ministers
who have been returned to the front bench and commiserate with those who have been
unceremoniously dumped on the middle bench. I express a hope that the Government
and its Ministers will work for the best interests of all Victorians.
I offer my congratulations to you, Mr Speaker, for being re-elected to that high position.
I am certain that you will carry out your duties with the efficiency and fairness you have
demonstrated in the past. I believe you will approach the next four years in a slightly more
relaxed manner than you have in the past. I am certain you will continue to give guidance
to members on all sides of the Chamber, particularly to the new members, and I know you
will give special guidance to those who wish to observe the forms of the House.
I congratulate all new members, particularly those on the Opposition side because there
are slightly more of them. I am certain that they will help to form a strong Opposition.
Therefore, honourable members can look forward to a healthy 50th Parliament. The
people of Victoria, and those of any other State, like to see a strong Opposition, and that
is in the best interests of everyone.
Over the past week, honourable members have heard a number of maiden speeches. I
congratulate all honourable members who have made such speeches. The Leader of the
Opposition, as well as other speakers, mentioned that the quality of the maiden speeches
has been better than honourable members have heard for many years. That augurs well
for the future of Parliament.
I thank the electorate of Ripon for returning me to that seat, which is supposed to be in
a Labor electorate. On every occasion that I have stood for election to that seat, the
pundits have said that I would not win. However, each year with the help of my electorate
committee, family and many other people, I have managed to win the seat by a larger
majority on each occasion. That is in spite of the fact that the Government organized
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fifteen Ministerial visits to Ripon during the last fourteen days leading up to the last State
election.
I refer to the Governor's Speech. It must be difficult for the Governor to read a Speech
that is so biased and so full of self-praise.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! This is the honourable member's second speech as Deputy
Leader of the Opposition so I ask the House to hear him in silence.
Mr AUSTIN-Honourable members have heard only two speeches from the Premier
since the fiftieth Parliament began, and they were the two worst speeches that Parliament
has ever heard by a Premier. Today, honourable members were treated to a speech by the
Premier and I suggested to the Leader of the Opposition that we should obtain copies of
the speech from Hansard and distribute them around Victoria for people to read. I am
certain they would be dismayed at the lack of responsibility shown by the Premier in what
should have been a major speech.
At no stage did the Premier respond to the matters that had been raised and at no stage
did he indicate to the House or to the people of Victoria what the Government planned
for the future. All he did for 28 minutes was to criticize the Liberal Party and the former
Liberal Government. The people will judge for themselves. The Premier and members of
the Government should realize that many of the people who voted for the Government
three years ago changed their vote at the recent election. In fact, they tried to throw the
Government out of office. The Government was saved by only a few hundred votes. The
Government should be aware that Victorians do not enjoy the type of Government that
was handed out over the past three years and at least half of those people are not looking
forward to what is in store for them during the next four years.
A remarkable situation exists both State and Federally. The respective Treasurers of the
Labor Governments are constantly stating that the economy is in great shape. They go
further and claim that it is largely because of sound economic management by the
Treasurers and the Cabinets of both the State and Federal Governments. I suppose it is a
fact of life, but it is amazing that if people are told something often enough they start to
believe it. The truth is that both State and Federally, Australia is going broke. Australia is
living beyond its means. It has been said frequently by members on the Opposition side
of the House that whatever growth might be taking place is almost wholly in the public
sector. In the short term that this Government has been in office, an extra 21 000 public
servants have been employed.
One of the criticisms that I level at the Government is that while that expansion in the
public sector has been taking place, the Department of Agriculture has been downgraded;
120 fewer people are employed, and I understand another 30 will be redeployed in the
near future. It seems that that downgrading situation will continue in that department.
Most of it has taken place in the livestock industries service division.
The Cain Government will be remembered as the Government that put Victoria into
hock; as the Government that in three years increased the public debt from $11 000
million to $16 000 million; as the Government that sold, mortgaged or leased every public
asset it could get it hands on; as the Government that double-dipped into the pockets of
all Victorians by forcing then to pay more tax and charges. Victorians are still paying 50year-old loans on new trams and trains.
I shall speak about the road grants situation in this State. The Hawke Government
decided to drop grants for arterial roads. That will test the determination of the Cain
Government to either extract a better deal from Canberra or accept that decision and
decide what it intends to do about arterial roads in country Victoria.
Many changes have taken place in recent times, either by legislation or regulation, which
have altered our road systems. In one area alone with the introduction of central receiving
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points in the grain industry, a considerable change has occurred in road movement,
especially on arterial roads. Extra traffic is using back roads. This has no doubt been
brought about by the Government's decision. Although shire engineers are happy to
upgrade roads in their municipalities, providing funds are made available, the Government
has to decide whether it will allow large transport vehicles to use these back roads. The
situation exists today where some trucks with a 38-tonne legal load limit are overloading
their vehicles by another 4 tonnes. Most transport drivers obey the law, but for one reason
or another, transport vehicles are using back roads which will not be able to cope under
the present system.
In the electorate I represent, heavy traffic on the Carngham-Streatham Road has
increased tremendously. There is nothing to prevent the engineer from the local
municipality upgrading that road if funds are made available. However, if they are not,
the system of transport must be altered accordingly.
The Ministry of Transport is in a mess. It has lost some $530 million up to June 1984.
That is after the sale of assets of some $293 million. Therefore, the true loss is $800
million. One of the objections I have always had about the transport system is that it
discriminates against rural Victoria. The policy of the Government has always been that
urban, city and metropolitan users pay something of the order of 50 per cent of the cost of
the services provided, whereas country users are expected to pay 100 per cent of the cost
of the services provided. If that situation continues, all that the Government will be doing
will be chasing people off the land.
That brings me to a frightening aspect of what is occurring today. An article in the Sun
newspaper of 9 April 1985 is headed, "Are we still the 'lucky country'? The future of
Australia mortgaged". The article was written by business analyst, Dr Merv Lincoln. He
is quoted as saying:
Australian Governments, State and Federal, following an orgy of overseas borrowing, have seriously mortgaged
our future.
The money to meet the interest and principal commitments on our Government's borrowing spree in recent
times can only come from one source: export earnings.
The trouble is our export income has been falling.
Last year more than 12 cents of every dollar earned in hard-won exports went to service interest payments
alone and, this year, the combination of the falling exchange rate-which increases the amount we pay in
Australian dollars to overseas lenders-and a fall in exports is expected to increase this figure to 19 cents in the
dollar.
This compares with only 3·7 cents just over ten years ago.
If we add the principal repayments, the burden this year will increase to 28 cents of every export dollar.

Victoria is walking an economic tightrope and the Government is not recognizing the
glaring signs that are there. Australia is an exporting nation and heavily relies on the
viability of export industries. At the moment, almost all of Australia's export industries
are in trouble. This has been brought about largely by increased costs, many of which are
Government inspired. Generally, in a downturn situation, one or two of the export
industries remain reasonably profitable and healthy. However, at present, it could be said
that none are in that category.
One would imagine that with the current devaluation of the dollar, the aluminium
industry would be more attractive than it has ever been. To the best of my knowledge,
however, the Government has not succeeded in obtaining a partner for Alcoa of Australia
Ltd.
In the two years that the Hawke Government has been in office, the dollar has been
devalued by 40 per cent. A direct decision by the Government to devalue was responsible
for 10 per cent and the remaining 30 per cent has occurred since the dollar was floated. A
rate of 20 per cent a year is a frightening situation.
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One might suggest the devaluation has been good for the export industry. Purchasing
nations have a greater capacity to buy more with the same amount of money. However,
what kills the export industry is the cost of imports that will flow on from that. Those
imports which apply to rural industries include phosphatic rock, petroleum, machinery,
including motor vehicles and many stock industries. In the rural and petroleum industries,
farm machinery and motor vehicles will increase considerably in price and that increase
will filter through and will cause serious trouble in the rural industry. When the price of
petroleum further increases, trouble will be caused in a much wider field than the rural
industry.
Honourable members might believe the grain industry is going through a reasonably
profitable time. However, I can assure them that is not the case, although it might have
been so a few years ago. A savage downturn in grain prices generally has occurred and
many people who have a strong and sound knowledge of the industry believe the price of
wheat could come down as low as $110 a tonne in the near future. It is a matter of concern
to me that members of the Government do not seem to care. I suggest that those who are
responsible in this area of Government administration should speak with the people in
the industry who have a wider knowledge than do members of the Government. Mr Des
Cooper, who travels the world on behalf of the grain industry, would be a person to whom
the Government should speak.
Beef and wool would be the only two primary industries that currently might be showing
a small profit. Dairying is in a crisis situation. Grain is on a downward path and potatoes,
sugar and prime lambs are sold under the cost of production in most cases. Recently dairy
farmers have been forced to take action. It is unusual for farming communities to be
involved in blockades and demonstrations. Normally farmers prefer to work their long
hours, seven days a week, in an attempt to earn a dollar. They have been forced into that
situation largely because of the lack of sympathy and action by the Government.
The Government should not believe this frustration will remain only with the dairy
industry. It will spread to other industries because farmers will no longer sit down and
take what the Government dishes out. There is no way they can overcome their problems
by working harder on their farms. Farmers are price takers and not price setters and that
means the industry needs short-term assistance from the Government to overcome those
problems. Farmers do not want a Government that is forever escalating or increasing their
costs and they do not want a Government that is downgrading the Department of
Agriculture and Rural Affairs to a stage where the necessary services are not being provided.
Wool is the one product that still has some viability, but I shall take the House through
an exercise on a specific farm to illustrate what certain figures for the last financial year
mean to wool growers. This property is well run, of average size, with a self-generating
merino flock with a micron count between 20·3 and 25·4 microns.
Mr McNamara-You lost them that time.
Mr AUSTIN-I am sorry if Government members do not understand that information.
The price of wool was $765 a bale. The selling charges were $92 a bale and the cost of
producing a bale of wool was $371. This is a total cost of$463, leaving $202 for the farmer.
The costs were 60 per cent and the profit 40 per cent on a property with no debts and,
therefore, no interest to pay.
The breakdown of some of the costs such as shearing and crutching were 11·6 per cent
of the net cheque, fertilizer 9 per cent, selling charges 12 per cent, insurance 4 per cent,
veterinary charges, including drench and dip, 3·8 per cent and fodder 4·1 per cent. The
example illustrates that it would not take much of a move in the price of wool, even on a
well-run, efficient property with no debt, to be in serious trouble. It is time that the
Government and every Victorian understood that all rural industries are at the crossroads.
Many farmers are on the verge of bankruptcy, and if honourable members do not believe
that they are not facing up to the facts. I am speaking about an $800 million pastoral
industry and that is only part of the total rural scene. If the direction in which the Victorian
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rural industry is heading is not corrected, the farming community will disappear. The
problems must be recognized by the Government before nothing is left to recognize.
Honourable members are aware that the National and Liberal parties have a policy to
allow the selling of red meat at all times when other products are allowed to be sold. The
Government has a policy which restricts the selling of red meat to 5.30 p.m. on week-days
and to 12 noon on Saturdays. That is a ridiculous situation. Why should red meat be
restricted? Statistics indicate that those restrictions have had a detrimental effect on the
volume of red meat sold since the general relaxation of trading hours occurred in 1971.
Currently, the pastoral division of the Victorian Farmers and Graziers Association has
a theme, arising from its annual meeting, to sell to suit the buyer. The pastoral division
has made many appeals to the Government to relax the restrictions on the sale of red meat
and to move with the times. The Government should take note of that appeal. At the
same annual meeting of the pastoral division, the first twelve resolutions on the agenda
were critical of the Government for the disastrous affects its cutbacks will have on the
personnel of the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs.
The Government ought to take special note of that concern. It is disappointing and sad
that in this key document, the Governor's Speech, there is no mention of primary industry,
rural matters or of a policy pertaining thereto.
A new Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has been appointed and, on behalf of
the farming and rural community of Victoria, I hope he proves to be more successful than
his predecessor. I am sure he will try to be conscientious and do his job well. It is also
disappointing to note that the Ministerial adviser has no knowledge of the farming sectorso that makes two of them! I hope the Minister is prepared to consult with the farming
community and organizations and listen to what they have to say. I hope the farmers of
Victoria are in for a much better term from the new Minister for Agriculture and Rural
Affairs than was suffered under his predecessor.
I reiterate, it is amazing that in the Governor's Speech there is no mention of the rural
community or the farming sector.
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-It is a great pleasure to be returned to the 50th
Parliament as a member of the second Cain Government. I congratulate the Speaker on
his re-election to the high office he holds in the Parliament. Having had the privilege of
serving under his Speakership in the 49th Parliament, I know what a capable job he did. I
ask you, Mr Acting Speaker, to convey my congratulations to the Speaker on his reelection.
I sincerely thank all those people who assisted in my re-election as the member for
Mitcham, especially my party branch members and workers who have always worked so
hard and loyally in support of both myself and the party of which I am proud to be a
member. I thank my family and friends for the contribution they made to the campaign
to hold what was prior to 2 March, a marginal seat. I specially thank a Parliamentary
colleague, the Honourable Mal Sandon, for his personal assistance in my campaign leading
up to the election on 2 March. I thank the people of Mitcham for the confidence they have
shown in re-electing me for a second term and also for so overwhelmingly renewing the
mandate of the Cain Labor Government.
I have worked in the Mitcham electorate for most of my political career as a member of
the Australian Labor Party, as a candidate and as a member of Parliament. I know well
that Mitcham was a marginal seat in the best of political tradition. In almost every election
that I recall, the seat of Mitcham has been a mirror of the swinging of the political
pendulum of the day. It is pleasing to record the recent swing in favour of the Government
in the electorate ofMitcham. I am delighted that the voters showed their confidence in me
and the Cain Government by increasing the majority for Labor. The people of Mitcham
were not swayed by the appalling campaign that the Liberal Party and some of its satellites
waged leading up to the election.
Session 1985-8

225

56

ASSEMBLY

Governor's Speech

17 April 1985

In my estimation, approximately $40 000 was spent endeavouring to win back that seat
and it was money that was wasted. The constituents ofMitcham were totally unimpressed,
especially by the behaviour of the Leader of the Opposition who visited the area on a
number of occasions during the campaign, for which I am grateful. I am sure that was a
contributing factor to the swing to Labor.
The constituents were not impressed by letters that were sent around the electorate
asking each of them whether they would like to contribute between $25 and $1000 to the
Liberal Party slush fund. That went over like a lead balloon; pensioners were
understandably outraged to receive that kind of badgering letter from the Leader of the
Opposition, who had not shown the slightest interest in their plight prior to that time. The
electors were not impressed by the enormous amounts of money that were spent by the
Insurance Council of Australia in endeavouring to misrepresent and distort the policies of
the Cain Government. The constituents ofMitcham made clear exactly what they thought
of those tactics.
There was not a trick that the Liberal Party was not prepared to pull in endeavouring to
win back this important eastern suburban seat. Their attempts were totally and miserably
unsuccessful. The honourable member for Box Hill was returned comfortably with another
excellent majority. In the seat of Mitcham, the Labor Party vote was the highest it has
ever been for a State candidate in the history of the area. In the vote in Ringwood, the
Liberal Party did not win back even one vote from the Labor Party and in the election of
my colleague, the honourable member for Monbulk, there was a swing to the Labor Party,
again indicating a mandate for the Cain Government.
Mr Perrin-What about Warrandyte?
Mr HARROWFIELD-What about Warrandyte? There was not one seat in the eastern
suburbs along the Maroondah belt that the Liberal Party won back from the Labor Party.
The Cain Government claims a well deserved mandate and that is nowhere more evident
than in the figures from the eastern suburbs of Melbourne.
The increased majority in Mitcham reflects not only the disillusion of the people of
Mitcham with the Liberal Party and its poor performance but also shows that they are
much persuaded by a Government that can produce the goods for the local area. In the
1982 State election, the people ofMitcham rejected decisively the performance and record
of the Liberal Government of the day. They took the opportunity to reject the Liberal
Party as having promised much to the people of the eastern suburbs but producing
virtually nothing for them. The voters were sick and tired of promises; they were sick and
tired of plans and scale models to trumpet the latest venture when they did not receive
results from those promises. They wanted a Government that would produce the goods.
In my maiden speech on 26 May 1982, I commented that probably the single greatest
challenge facing the Cain Government was to restore community confidence in the capacity
of Government to recognize and respond to change in a community such as the Mitcham
electorate. Over the past three years I have been determined to ensure that the faith in the
Government of the people of Mitcham has been justified. The results were there on 2
March to show that the Cain Government has done the job in respect of the Mitcham
community.
I turn now to some examples. The building of the Eastern Suburbs Geriatric Centre was
always trumpeted by the previous Liberal Government as something it would eventually
do for the eastern suburbs. That centre did not eventuate under the previous Liberal
Government. Under the Cain Government, that centre is now almost complete, and it
will be opened within the next six to eight weeks. The centre will meet an important need
for the people in the eastern suburbs. The Cain Government did not merely talk about the
need for a centre; it went ahead and had it built.
In similar manner, the Cain Government acted on the Nunawading ambulance station.
The previous Liberal Government recklessly promised that project would be completed
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without ensuring that it had the means of running it once it was built. My predecessor in
Mitcham was long on talk on that project, but when the crunch came, he could not produce
the goods. That fact was not lost on the voters in the electorate of Box Hill on 2 March.
The ambulance station has been operating since 4 March, and it will be officially opened
on 4 May. It is providing an important service for the people in the area that I represent.
Mr W. D. McGrath-Is the local member going to open it?
Mr HARROWFIELD-Of course she will open the station. The Cain Government
also took decisive action on the Maroondah Hospital. That hospital was established many
years ago and badly neglected by previous Liberal Governments, which failed to provide
it with the necessary resources it so desperately needed. I was delighted to note in the
Governor's Speech recognition by the Government that in the next four years it will
embark on a major upgrading and expansion of that hospital, which is vital to the people
of the outer eastern suburbs.
It is important to place on record, in respect of the geriatric centre and ambulance
station projects and the Maroondah Hospital, the hard work that was put into those
projects by the former Minister of Health, the Honourable Tom Roper, who was always
concerned with the plight of the people of the eastern suburbs and the people in the area I
represent. That concern was demonstrated in the assistance he provided to my colleagues
and me in providing these badly needed facilities.

The Cain Government has also taken seriously the need for more child-care facilities in
both the municipality of Nunawading and the City of Ringwood. With the co-operation
of local government and at a cost of $350 000, child-care centres are nearing completion
in both of those areas. Once again, my colleague, the honourable member for
Greensborough, the former Minister for Community Welfare Services, gave a great deal
of assistance in ensuring that those badly needed facilities were provided for the people of
the area I represent, and I thank her for that assistance.
The schools in the Mitcham area already show the benefits of three years of the Cain
Labor Government. During the past three years well in excess of$1 million has been spent
on improvements to local school facilities. Only four weeks ago I had the pleasure of
opening a swimming pool project at the Mitcham Special School, which is one of many
projects serving the people of Mitcham and which reflects the deep concern of the
Government for the education of young people.
During the last State election campaign, when the Labor Party spoke of the partnership
working, that was not merely an empty campaign slogan; it was an accurate reflection of
the relationship that developed between the Cain Government and the community in the
area that I represent.
Transport has benefitted similarly from the work of the Cain Government and me as its
representative in the Mitcham area. The Cain Government has undertaken much needed
duplication work, which is nearing completion on Springvale Road. That project is
addressing a major traffic need in the area.
It came as no surprise to me to learn that, during the last State election campaign, of all
the perceived benefits and achievements of the Cain Government in its first three years in
office, public transport was at the top of the list. The Cain Government has made major
achievements and reforms in the area of public transport, including the commencement
of a major upgrading of the public transport system.

Those are some of the benefits that have been provided over the past three years and
some of the areas in which the Cain Government and I have worked hard for Mitcham to
obtain much needed facilities. That hard work was reflected in the result on 2 March.
There is one other issue to which I want to make special reference, and that is shop
trading hours.
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Shop trading hours have always been an issue of major significance to the people of the
area that I represent, especially the small business community. It is important to emphasize
that the policy of the Cain Government has the overwhelming support of the community,
especially small business traders in areas like Mitcham. They are right behind the
Government in its endeavours to provide support and assistance to the small business
sector.
The refusal of the Government to extend shop trading hours and to cave in to the
demand of the Leader of the Opposition for seven-day trading reflects the concern of the
Government to protect the vital retail sector, which provides thousands of jobs for the
community. It also reflects the partnership that the Cain Government has developed with
the small business sector generally.
During the last State election campaign the Labor Party announced that it was prepared
to talk and listen to the small business community on its views on trading hours. For the
first time the Labor Party policy guarantees that that sector will be consulted on what
happens to trading hours. That policy is in marked contrast to the performance of the
Opposition, which adopted a gung ho attitude in its attempt to deregulate shop trading
hours and, as a result, fell flat on its face during the election campaign.
Earlier I referred to the efforts of the insurance industry to sidetrack the election campaign
by pouring in enormous amounts of money to benefit the Liberal Party in trying to
misrepresent the proposed reforms to the workers compensation scheme.
It is important to remember that workers compensation has long been a problem for the
Victorian business community. The Government deserves credit for having taken the
initiative in tackling a major problem.
It was regrettable that the Insurance Council of Australia Ltd spent so much time, effort
and money in misrepresenting the Cain Government. The council went to inordinate
lengths to do so by putting pressure on various insurance companies and their employees
to go out and work for the Liberal Party.
The council denied that it provided support for the Liberal Party, but there is clear
evidence to suggest that that is exactly what it did. For example, on 13 February this year
a memo was issued to all staff of Federation Insurance Ltd saying that the employees
should work for and support the Liberal Party and the National Party candidates in their
particular areas.
It is interesting to note that Federation Insurance Ltd is partly owned by the National
Party. Enormous amounts of money were poured through such companies into the last
State election campaign to misrepresent the long overdue reforms proposed for the workers
compensation area. It is an enormous pity that that happened because the issue is far too
important to be discounted in the way that the insurance council and some of its satellite
companies tried to do during the election campaign. The money they spent was wasted
because it had no impact in electorates like the one I represent and many others throughout
the south-eastern suburbs.
Finally, I should like to talk about care of the aged, which is one issue that I raised as a
major priority in my maiden speech three years ago.
The major democratic factor that has affected the Mitcham area over the past decade or
so has been that the population has become much older and the needs of the area have
consequently changed from those that existed ten or fifteen years ago. The Government
has been quick to recognize that change and the different needs of the local community,
and it has paid a great deal of attention to providing the necessary support services for the
elderly in the Mitcham electorate and other areas in the eastern suburbs. I have mentioned
some of them on earlier occasions.
The Maroondah Hospital expansion will benefit most people, but it will be of particular
benefit to the elderly. An additional 100 beds will be provided at that hospital over the
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next three years, and that has been welcomed. Major expansion works have also been
undertaken at Box Hill Hospital. A new coronary care unit has been established, which is
of particular importance to the older section of the community. There is also a new
operating theatre and new catering facilities, which are services that are relevant to the
local community. As I mentioned before, the Eastern Suburbs Geriatric Centre is almost
complete and will provide much needed day care and rehabilitation services for the elderly
in the eastern suburbs.
The Government has also taken other initiatives in the health area which are designed
to concentrate on the special needs of elderly people in areas such as Mitcham. It set up
the aged care task force, which has the major role of pressing the Federal Government to
recognize the need for additional nursing-home beds and other facilities throughout the
State, particularly in areas such as Mitcham where there is a high demand for them.
During its first term of office, the Government introduced the new denture scheme for
pensioners. This scheme made major inroads in the concession area compared with the
system that existed under the former Liberal Government. The Government has also
introduced a similar scheme with regard to eye care, which will provide low-cost treatment
to pensioners and retired persons. The Government has made a beginning in terms of
reviewing the operation of resident-funded retirement villages.
I heard an interjection earlier about the cost of energy and a suggestion that the Cain
Government was not concerned to address that problem which affects elderly people.
More than any other State Government in the history of Victoria, this Government has
addressed the issue of the cost of energy to pensioners and the elderly. One of the first
steps the Government took when it came to office in 1982 was to abolish the iniquitous
supply charge, which was one of the more unfair initiatives introduced by the previous
Liberal Government. This Government was the first in Victoria to introduce a rebate on
winter gas and electricity accounts for pensioners.
An Honourable Member-What about water rates?
Mr HARROWFIELD-The Liberal Party should have introduced some sort of
concession in that regard when it was in office. It was in office for some 27 years and did
nothing. The rebate on winter gas and electricity accounts for pensioners has been
welcomed. It was a much needed initiative and is operating successfully.
The Home Energy Advisory Service is meeting a major need for elderly people in the
community. It provides a free inspection service to advise pensioners on ways of saving
energy around their homes and also provides a grant of up to $250 to cover costs of
renovations to homes to assist in reducing energy bills. The service has been particularly
popular in the Mitcham electorate as well as in other areas of the eastern suburbs. In
excess of 300 pensioners have used the scheme to date and have derived major benefits
from it.
The Government has also introduced the 4'easy way" payment scheme which enables
people to manage the payment of their energy accounts in a much more sensible form.
They are not confronted with large accounts which they cannot meet. A mechanism exists
through which they can manage the payment of their accounts, and rebates have been
extended on accounts for excess water and so on. Initiatives have been taken on matters
that were of major concern and they have been welcomed by the senior citizens in the
community.
In the transport area, the Government has assisted the aged by significantly extending
many transport concessions including, for example, the transport concessions to second
world war widows. That has been an area of much concern to many people in the electorate
I represent and the Government's initiative has been welcomed, as has been the multipurpose taxi scheme, which has been a particularly creative initiative of the Cain Labor
Government.
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The Government has made an excellent beginning in terms of addressing the varied
needs of the elderly community in the Mitcham electorate, and I am sure that over the
next four years it will extend those initiatives and take every opportunity, as a Government
that is concerned about people, particularly the elderly, of providing additional assistance
to the senior section of the Victorian community.
In my maiden speech three years ago, I also made reference to the young people in the
Mitcham electorate. The Government has taken many initiatives, but none is more
exciting or more creative than the introduction of the youth guarantee scheme. In
discussions that I have had with the newly-appointed head of the youth guarantee
directorate, I have been excited to note that immediate action is being taken to implement
that project. It will provide much needed employment, training, and work-training
education for the young people in communities such as Mitcham and, in the process, it
will not only provide those people with important life-long skills that they will need, but
also, particularly in the area of the work-study component of the scheme, it will provide
many important community services.
The Government is to be commended, as are the Treasurer and the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Affairs, for the initiatives that have been taken in introducing
that exciting scheme, which is guaranteeing for young people between the ages of fifteen
and nineteen years the option of education, training and employment, or a combination
of those things. The young people in the Mitcham electorate are keen for the program to
proceed, and so am I as their local representative. I am sure it will produce many benefits
to the electorate over the next four years.
In conclusion, I reiterate the point with which I began my remarks. The Government
has been returned to office and, certainly in respect of the vote in the electorate I represent,
with an overwhelming mandate to continue its competent government and its work of
reform. Throughout the eastern suburbs the Liberal Party has once again been rejected,
and it has been rejected very decisively; in electorate after electorate it has been rejected
and there has been an overwhelming increase in the vote for the Labor Party. That says a
lot for the work the Government has done, and I believe it is also a warning to the Liberal
Party that it should look to its own performance and provide a more relevant alternative
than it was able to provide on 2 March.
The four years that lie ahead of the Government will be exciting. It has made an
excellent start in its first term of office, and that has been recognized by the electors. It will
continue the work of expanding the Victorian economy, providing additional resources to
important areas of social reform and providing good, competent and responsible
government to the people of this State.

The sitting was suspended at 6.10 p.m. until 8.3 p.m.
Mr RAMSA Y (Balwyn)-In addressing the House during the debate on the Addressin-Reply to the Governor's Speech, I will follow the longstanding tradition of pledging my
allegiance to Her Majesty the Queen on behalf of myself and the people living in the
electorate ofBalwyn, which I represent. I also pledge allegiance to the Queen's representative
in Victoria, the Governor, His Excellency Sir Brian Murray.
This is not a token gesture but is an indicator, as member after member follows this
course, of the fundamental spirit of community that binds us together as a people. We, as
citizens of Victoria, are proud of the Commonwealth of Australia and the commonwealth
of nations. In the last analysis, that fundamental unity is far more important than a great
deal of political huffing and puffing and conflict that we see as an essential part of Parliament.
The 50th Parliament is significant as it coincides with the 150th anniversary celebrations
of Victoria. It is taking place approximately 130 years after the first Parliament met in the
1850s.
I am pleased to be able to congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on your re-election to that high
office, and I congratulate the new members of the House as well as the new Government.
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The Labor Party has scored a great victory in being returned to office. It has been returned
at a time that will be critical in the history of Victoria. As we move into the second half of
the 1980s, it may well be called the period in history of "beyond 1984".
The coming years will be critical if we are to ensure a fulfilling and satisfying future for
our people, our children and our children's children in the next century.
It is with some concern that honourable members must note what has been laid before
Parliament by the Governor in his address to Parliament made on 3 April. It was a fine
statement; it was high sounding and included a number of confidence building claims
which the Governor was making on behalf of the Government, no doubt at the request of
the Government.

When one examines those phrases, one must be impressed. We are informed that the
Labor Party was called to office three years ago by the people of Victoria with a pledge to
ensure honesty and integrity in Government, and to revise the State's shattered economy.
The Speech states:
Now, after three years, it is clear that that pledge has been honoured. Government in this State once again
enjoys the respect of the people, and Victoria is now leading the nation's economic recovery.

Those words would make anyone feel extraordinarily pleased.
The Speech indicates that the Government proposes to place continuing emphasis on
policies that generate maximum employment and investment growth in the private sector
with support, where appropriate, from the public sector.
The Speech also states that the Government will emphasize maintenance of an economic
and industrial climate conducive to business and investor confidence. This is to be achieved
by reducing labour on-costs and other business costs, making government more efficient
and effective, selectively providing assistance to industry to enhance its national and
international competitiveness, and further improving relationships between Government,
business and unions.
They are grand words and no honourable member on either side of the House would
argue with that political philosophy. However, as members of a responsible Parliament,
we must examine what has been promised in the Governor's Speech and point out to the
Government where its performance falls short of the rhetoric to which these words amount.
I shall spend a few moments drawing to the attention of the Government and all
honourable members several areas where an honest appraisal of performance is needed
rather than high sounding acclaim. The first area I shall refer to is that of workers
compensation insurance. The Government has outlined to the community what it will do
in correcting the problems that exist with workers compensation, and the Governor
highlighted that in his Speech.
The Speech states:
A significant improvement in the competitive position of Victorian firms will be achieved through reform of
the Workers' Compensation System. As a result, a substantial increase in business investment in the State can be
expected.

The Government has placed upon itself a heavy responsibility by requesting the Governor
to make that undertaking at the opening of Parliament. The Government has indicated
that there will be a substantial increase in business investment in the State because of the
amendments to be made to the workers compensation system, which honourable members
are yet to see.
The Speech states:
The new Workers' Compensation scheme will require extensive legislation and is one of the highest priorities
for my Government.

231

62

ASSEMBLY

17 April 1985

Governor's Speech

The indication has been given that the amendments to the scheme will maintain not only
the benefits that are available to injured or sick workers but will also bring about a new
era of rapid rehabilitation of injured workers. There will be a faster settlement of claims,
and this will all be done miraculously at a lower cost to the e~ployer.
Honourable members should note what is being offered. Everyone-the workers, the
employers and the community-is being assured that the system will be better for them.
No one's rights under the present system will be interfered with unless the insurance
company, which has been providing a service of workers compensation insurance since
the legislation was first introduced in 1914, is singled out. The insurance industry will be
excluded from this exercise as though it was all its fault that the exercise has been costly.
Everyone has been assured that not only will their rights not be interfered with but also
that the cost of workers compensation will be reduced spectacularly.
The Opposition acknowledges the need for reform in the workers compensation system.
This need is widely accepted throughout the community. The Opposition does not criticize
the need for reform, it criticizes the way in which the Government is going about it. Some
years ago Mr Cooney was asked to prepare a report on workers compensation in Victoria,
which he did, and that report was tabled in this House more than twelve months ago.
The Government immediately rejected that report and set up an alternative committee
to examine the Cooney report because the Government did not like it. I do not think the
latter report had any title; it seemed to be the inspiration of the Treasurer. It might be
called "the Jolly Report". The Jolly proposal was published in a nice green and gold book;
it was the No. 5 book and, in due course, the new proposals were spelled out. The book,
which was dated December 1984, proudly proclaimed that the proposals would be in
position provided Parliament passed them on 1 July 1985. That is scarcely three months
away.
Honourable members want to know where the proposed legislation is. There has been
considerable talk about the new measure. The Governor announced in his Speech that it
was coming. The Government has publicly stated that the proposed legislation will be
introduced during this sessional period. The best information that I am able to obtain
indicates that honourable members will not see the proposed legislation until the first
week of May. So far as the Government is concerned, that will be the second last week of
this sessional period.
The proposed amendment to workers compensation is massive. The Government has
indicated that the system requires extensive legislation yet this proposed extensive
legislation will be introduced in the House at the last minute. Honourable members will
be expected to pass it in a matter of moments!
Dr Cog hill-Who told you that?
Mr RAMSAY- The Government has been saying that it is looking to have the proposed
legislation passed this sessional period. Honourable members have not even seen the
proposed legislation. The last report being bandied around town was that perhaps 30
committees are still examining different aspects of the proposal. The Government scarcely
knows where it is going.
According to the Governor's Speech the Government has committed itself to a program
which it is not in a position to bring forward. The Government will not give honourable
members adequate time to properly consider the new measure. The Governor referred to
another aspect of workers compensation during his Speech. He stated that part of the
program for workers compensation will be the introduction of "significant occupational
health reforms through the enactment of occupational health and safety legislation".
Again, where is the proposed occupational health and safety legislation? There is already
an Act on the statute-book that was passed in 1981. The Government has seen fit not to
fully implement that Act. Honourable members have heard words, words, words about
occupational health and safety but in the last Parliament the Government stalled the
232

17 April 1985

Governor's Speech

ASSEMBLY

63

proposed legislation rather than having those parts of it removed that have been included
in the Act for purely ideological purposes. The Government knows that. The Government's
performance has not lived up to the commitment made by the Governor on its behalf to
reform workers compensation.
The Governor made a significant statement on behalf of the Government about industrial
relations. He stated:
Of direct benefit to business, industry and the wider community has been the Government's success in
dramatically cutting the number of industrial disputes in Victoria. The number of days lost per employee is now
over 40 per cent lower than for Australia as a whole. The Ministerial Industrial Relations Task Force, set up
during the Government's first term, will continue its valuable work.

I acknowledge that working days lost throughout Australia are measured by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics. In recent years those figures have fallen, and the fall in Victoria has
been particularly good. If the Government is clutching at the figures produced by the
Australian Bureau of Statistics for working days lost as the real barometer of successful
industrial relations policies, it is badly mistaken.
A number of factors are not shown by the figures. The first is that they do not indicate
the bans and limitations that are imposed from time to time by different trade unions in
order to pursue a particular industrial end. The second is that they do not show the price
that may have been paid to reduce the number of working days lost. What price industrial
peace? That is a question the Government ought to be asking itself. If it fails to do so, it
will find that sooner or later the community will begin to ask, "What price industrial
peace?".
In the past two weeks I have received a tremendous amount of information of which
the Minister should be aware. The information concerns the real state of industrial relations
in the work force. I shall give the House some examples. The first example I will call the
"May Transport case". The Minister is aware of this case because, like the owner of the
Remington shaving company, the Minister bought Mays Transport Pty Ltd. One might
ask, "Why was the owner of Mays Transport pleased to sell? Did he want to sell?".
After reading the background of the case, which was well reported in yesterday's Age,
one would realize that Mr Noel May, the owner of the transport company, was a reluctant
seller. The reason Mr May finally decided to get out of business was that the Builders
Labourers Federation was making it impossible for him to continue in the field of transport
where he had made his livelihood for many years. Although the Government made
promise after promise following the Builders Labourers Federation bans placed on Mays
Transport Pty Ltd, it found itself helpless in the face of the muscle being exercised by the
union against the company.
The inability of the Government to overcome the Builders Labourers Federation bans
has cost Mays Transport Pty Ltd approximately $30 000 a month in lost revenue since the
company was involved in the Melbourne Cricket Ground lighting towers dispute. That
has virtually forced the owner of the company out of business.
The best the Government can do is to pick up the crumbs by buying his assets. If that is
claimed as an achievement in industrial relations by the Industrial Relations Task Force,
then words are beginning to lose their meaning.
In its editorial of 16 April, the Age noted that not only had this trucking company been
purchased by the Government but also at the same time there was another dubious deal
going on in association with the Melbourne Cricket Ground, a dubious deal of which all
the indications are that the Department of Employment and Industrial Affairs was directly
involved in what could only be described as a secret fix right outside the guidelines of the
accord and right beyond any of the principles laid down by the Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission. The Age editorial commented:
The State Government and the ACTU are believed to have ignored a commission request to attend a hearing
of the union claims, which were then privately settled by argument between the MCC and the Trades Hall
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Council. The Premier, Mr Cain, a trustee of the MCG, said on Friday that he had no prior knowledge of the
agreement, and reaffirmed his commitment to the principles of the incomes accord. This was reminiscent of the
pious attitude he took last June when the overly generous deal with the unions engaged on the MCG towers was
announced.
It is also worth recalling the exquisite irony of the general secretary of the Builders' Labourers Federation, Mr
Norm Gallagher, on that occasion blaming the State Government for being implicated in a deal (with rival
unions) that "would split the prices and incomes accord wide open". He added: "How can they tell workers now
to keep within the guidelines when they've established the highest over-award payment in the State?"

And the Age editorial concludes:
How indeed?

This is the point. The Government is claiming a tremendous record in industrial relations
but it was not able to protect Mr May and his transport company. The Government was
party to a secret deal to buy peace at an extremely high price so far as the work at the
Melbourne Cricket Ground was concerned.
To give another example, the Hospital Employees Federation of Australia dispute at the
Royal Children's Hospital occurred immediately before Easter. This strike prejudiced the
level of care that was being given to sick children. It happened because one section of the
Hospital Employees Federation of Australia wanted a specific person sacked, even though
that person had been moved from the area in which there was alleged concern. That was
not good enough. The strike still took place.
The strike did not remain only affecting the Royal Children's Hospital, it escalated to
other hospitals that had nothing to do with the situation. Members of the the HEF
employed at these other hospitals refused to take messages and limited the duties they
were supposed to perform. They made sure that no linen would be available to the hospital
from the central laundry. In that way, hospitals such as those in my electorate of Balwyn,
were put under industrial pressure because the union wanted to get its own way on an
incident that occurred at the Royal Children's Hospital.
The strike was taken as far as the waterfront where the HEF called out first-aid workers.
Members of the Waterside Workers Federation of Australia are intelligent men, as the
Minister assisting the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs will recognize. The
WWF knew that the first-aid workers had gone out on strike but it was not concerned
because, in the case of an accident occurring during the period of the strike, the civil
ambulance could be called in, as it often is from time to time if there is a major accident
on the waterfront. However, before the day was over, the civil ambulance workers had
recognized the HEF picket line and the waterfront was brought to a stop.
The Government claims that the industrial relations climate in Victoria has miraculously
improved in recent times. However, one finds that workers have been upset and a hospital
dispute extended even to the waterfront which was brought to a complete stop.
The strike was settled and the man at the centre of the dispute was dismissed without a
pl"oper inquiry. In fact, he has lodged an application with the Industrial Relations
Commission against his unfair dismissal.
The matter did not stop there. Bans were imposed by the hospital workers demanding
that they be paid for the time they were on strike. The Government nobly said that there
would be no strike pay. How was that matter settled? The employees went back to work
and they were paid for the time they were stood down. They were stood down for refusing
to work. When they went to collect their strike pay the Government paid them. It was all
miraculously cleared up before Easter so that the workers did not miss out on the penalty
rates that would be applicable with work over Easter.
This type of industrial disturbance is running riot in the community at present and the
Government has not come up with an answer. Bans are in force in other hospitals in
Victoria; at a hospital in Central Gippsland and at Grace McKellar House.
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If the Minister assisting the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs has any
heart at all, he will do something about the next example that I mention. A small aluminium
fabricator, Bayswater Aluminium Pty Ltd, has been subjected to picketing for the past
three weeks by the Building Workers Industrial Union of Australia because six young men
employed in the aluminium company's workshop belong to the Federated Ironworkers
Union and not the Building Workers Industrial Union of Australia. The company has all
but ceased production because the pickets refuse to allow material to leave the premises.
On the rare occasions when deliveries have been made, the pickets followed the deliveries
to construction sites where the window frames made by the aluminium company were to
be used. Pressure was put on the construction site workers not to use the window frames
because of this claim by the Building Workers Industrial Union to coverage of the workers
in this aluminium factory where the Federated Ironworkers Union has coverage at present.
That problem should be settled by the Conciliation and Arbitration Commission and
that process is in train at the moment. However, the bans and pickets are still in position,
causing duress to the owners of the aluminium company and the six young men working
there.
That is the unfair situation that flows from the policies of the Government. It is good
enough to try to put a ban on Queensland workers when the trade union movement does
not like some action that the Queensland Government has taken. The union claim is that
all the ban is trying to achieve is to get Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen to come to the discussion
table. In the case of the small aluminium company, the involved persons are at the
discussion table but the bans are still in position. One can say it is only a small case-only
six workers are involved-but, if the principle is worth fighting for, then it should be
fought for in small cases because the freedom of the individual is just as important as the
freedom of the total community.
The Government is ignoring other industrial situations in the State. In the brick and tile
area, pickets and bans are stopping or interfering with the delivery of bricks from
manufacturers.
Pickets have occurred in the snow country during the summer months on the
construction of ski runs because unions are fighting amongst themselves for coverage of
those construction sites. All those things indicate that the rhetoric of good industrial
relations because of the number of days lost as measured by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics is not true. Industrial peace is being brought about at a high price.
Other areas of apparent industrial peace are not peaceful at all, but the new tactic of
bans and limitations rather than strikes enables the members of the unions concerned to
stay at work without losing pay but still seriously interfere with the products of the
industry concerned, the rights of individuals in the community and the general prosperity
of us all.
One matter that the community should be seeking, in fact demanding, of the Government
is the establishment of industrial sanity in which the community can be safeguarded so
that fair conditions of employment apply. At the same time, the grossly unfair use of
union organized industrial muscle should be outlawed. That is what we see in the
community at present and that is what the Government is quietly ignoring. The
Government should not be highlighting with pride the number of days lost but it should
be establishing a system of industrial law that guarantees the freedom and rights of the
total community. Victoria would then have a chance of becoming a worth-while part of
this great nation.
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-I am honoured to be the representative of Morwell in
this Parliament and I thank the voters of the electorate I represent for the part they played
in returning a Cain Labor Government a decent, honest, hard working, capable
Government-to manage the affairs of Victoria.
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I also acknowledge the hard work that my campaign committee put in to obtain my reelection, particularly in light of the meagre budget that was available as opposed to what
one might call the "mega" resources of the National Party candidate and independent
candidate.
I congratulate you, Mr Acting Speaker, on your continuing role in the administration of
the Parliament and I know you will ensure that honourable members are treated fairly,
without fear or favour, when representing the people of our electorates in this House.
During the election campaign the Labor Party was the only party that developed a
specific regional policy for the Latrobe Valley. It cemented that policy in policy documents
that were made available to all concerned people. That compared starkly with the glib
privatization proposals of the Liberal Party which even suggested the selling of power
stations on the return of that party to Government. Apart from the employment
implications that would have for the people of the Latrobe Valley it is a hypocritical policy
in light of the "Save our Dam" campaign that the Liberal Party ran on the Thomson dam
ownership. One of their spokesmen even subsequently indicated that people would drown
downstream because the dam was faulty.
The Liberal Party then came up with a "marvellous" policy for savaging youth wages.
Its industrial relations policies would have meant that many people in my electorate
would receive reductions in their wages and that would have been proceeded by
considerable industrial disputation with consequential problems for the whole of Victoria.
The Labor Party exposed the deficiency of these policies and the people of my electorate
showed wisdom in rejecting the Liberal Party out of hand, along with its coalition partner,
the National Party.
The Labor Party's first term of office was about providing a firm economic foundation
and improving many social policies that assist people in need or who require special
attention. The Cain Labor Government took early action to put in place policies to
improve the economic structure of the Latrobe Valley and strengthen its regional job
opportunities for decades ahead. Our economy has been subject to boom and bust
development. As a result of that economic situation difficulties arise during both the boom
and bust periods. The cycles and components that make up the economy have been closely
studied by a wide-ranging number of people. The Latrobe Valley is one of the most studied
regions of Victoria. Hundreds of reports have been produced analysing the economic setup and other social elements. Some reports are useful, some are moderately useful and
others are totally useless, but generally all contribute to the Government's knowledge of
the Latrobe Valley.
One of the most valuable reports completed in recent years was a report undertaken by
economists Mr R. Carter and Mr J. Stanley, and others. It was conducted at a time of
boom and was completed when a wind down had commenced. Under the administration
of the previous Liberal Government the Alcoa project had been put on ice and there was
an immediate effect on the construction program in the Latrobe Valley because of the Loy
Yang project. The Liberal Party's incapacity to keep that project alive was having significant
job effects in the Latrobe Valley.
During the boom periods of the early 1980s a range of problems emerged in the
community. Significant skilled labour shortages were apparent, especially in the metal
trades area; housing rentals had rocketted because of the demand/supply situation and
there had been a squeeze on rental accommodation. The market response was not to build
more houses, but to put up the price of housing that was available for those who were in
need.
There was a lag between the time when needs became obvious and when the Housing
market reacted to those needs. Home interest rates were also surging at that time and it
was common for members of Parliament to hear from constituents, who were up against
the wall because of increasing interest rates, having to make the decision to sell their
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homes because they could not afford to continue with the purchase of them. That was a
direct result of the so-called natural resources boom that was said to have occurred under
the Fraser Government. The caravan parks in the Latrobe Valley increased in size and
there was an immediate need to match the resources with this explosion. A wage spiral
relating to the same market conditions as those in the housing industry also occurred. As
a result, a loss of State Electricity Commission labour to the construction industry occurred
and the private sector was flat out working on a range of projects connected with Loy
Yang, the Thomson dam construction, Australian Paper Manufacturers Ltd and EssoBHP activities.
Following that situation, Victoria was also affected by changes brou~t about by the
policies of the Fraser Government and, in the last few years by the policIes of the Hamer
and Thompson Liberal Governments. The downturn that was experienced in the Latrobe
Valley would have been much worse had it not been for the Cain Labor Government
concentrating its policies on certain areas so that jobs could be retained.
I cite the building sector where growth has also been assisted through Federal
Government housing policies. Central Gippsland has had a high housing construction
rate and this has helped to significantly buffer service and retail industries against what
otherwise could have been a dismal situation. It has meant job maintenance to a much
stronger extent than would have been the case.
The containment of energy prices to and below the consumer price index in the last two
years of the Cain Labor Government has also been to Victoria's benefit. If the cost of
energy increases, which is a major factor in the selling of our main export power, that will
be reflected in the amount of energy consumption that takes place across the State. There
was also the generally improved economic circumstances and performance of the State,
and important investment decisions were achieved such as the Alcoa project. In the past
twelve months in the Latrobe Valley investment decisions were made by Australian Paper
Mills Ltd for a $50 million expansion which will create up to 250 jobs in the paper
industry. Esso-BHP has announced some important construction work which will provide
a significant number ofjobs.
The Cain Labor Government gave a big boost to capital works and the regionalization
program of the Government has had a positive impact in buffeting the Latrobe Valley
against what could have been a much higher unemployment situation. The Government
established the Latrobe Regional Commission which transferred the research capacity of
the former Victorian Brown Coal Council and workers associated with that program to
the Gippsland Institute of Advanced Education. The Government built and developed a
Mental Retardation Division for Gippsland based in Traralgon. The Health Commission
will be regionalized and centred in the Latrobe Valley.
The Coal Corporation of Victoria established its headquarters in the Latrobe Valley and
a number of works have been undertaken in the transport area. Apart from the massive
improvements that have taken place with train services, regional offices from V/Line are
also being established in the Latrobe Valley, together with a large freight centre.
These decisions have meant that more jobs have come to the area than would have
occurred under the policies of any other political party. The study which I cited earlier
analysed the situation in 1981-82 and found the operation of construction activities of the
three main industries-Esso-BHP, APM Ltd and the State Electricity Commission of
Victoria-provided 73 per cent of the total jobs in the area. Those jobs are directly
associated with the functioning and construction activities of those companies and include
the jobs of people who are working because the other jobs were there. The 73 per cent
includes the multiplier effect.
The State Electricity Commission of Victoria plays a dominant economic role in job
provision for the Latrobe Valley central area and the direct and indirect jobs created
amounts to 40 per cent. Another typical feature of the Victorian economy is that the
majority of service and manufacturing industries have been orientated around those main
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industries and have, therefore, focused on the supply of that local market. The Victorian
economy has been extremely vulnerable to any changes of policies that have occurred in
the principal sector. I am speaking specifically about the activities of the State Electricity
Commission of Victoria in the Latrobe Valley and to a lesser extent Esso-BHP and APM
Ltd.
After analysing the comparative advantages and disadvantages of the regional economy,
its operations, interactions and other matters that must be considered if one is to properly
analyse the economic framework, the consultants recommended a range of strategies. The
first was that Victoria needed to restore its comparative advantage in energy-related
industries. The success of the Cain Labor Government in keeping energy prices to the
consumer price index and below has been important for jobs in the Latrobe Valley. The
consultants also indicated that the Victorian Government needed to consider widely its
economic base because if that were not done, Victoria would remain a boom and bust
economy for ever.
The regional policies of the Government concentrated on identifying the strengths in
different non-metropolitan regions in Victoria. Coal is an important resource and is a
basis for looking to other industries to enable the Government to have a steadier capacity
to create jobs.
The consultants suggested that it was necessary to be more outward looking and to
ensure that there was development of industries that exported from the region and did not
look just within the region for sales.
The Government has changed its approach towards the economic progress of the Latrobe
Valley because the boom-and-bust phenomenon produces dramatic employment
uncertainty and fluctuations in opportunities within an area. This is especially disorientating
and difficult for young people entering the work force. It also means that specific needs for
training develop as a result of skill shortages during times of boom. As well, there are
surges in infrastructure needs relating to housing, community services, transport and such
items as road connections.
Because of the boom-and-bust situation we have experienced construction wage spirals,
which concentrate the focus on job activity. That has led to over-specialization and a
reduction in competitiveness when the boom is over and work outside the region must be
sought. There can be an over-reliance on the dominant industry for economic opportunities
in the area. In the Latrobe Valley, the State Electricity Commission will always provide a
stable industry base but to go into the decades ahead relying on it as the only source of
growth for the region is not wise. It is putting all one's eggs in the one basket; if there is an
experience similar to that of the Alcoa project postponement at Portland, one feels the
impact very quickly.
Some groups do not benefit at all from a boom. They tend to be in the unskilled areas
and there is an under-employment of women. Figures for the Latrobe Valley show that
unemployment in this field is higher than it is for the rest of Victoria.
We, in the Latrobe Valley, have been most concerned to take a positive attitude to
rectify the situation that I have described. The Cain Government has enabled that attitude
to be fostered because it has taken on board the analyses that I have described and has put
into place strong policies designed to widen the economic base and to find markets for key
products. This has been done to break the boom-and-bust cycle that has existed in the
area.
There is a keen interest in keeping power prices at a competitive level. The SEC studies
have shown that there is a strong link between prices and demand and, if there is a 1 per
cent increase in tariffs above the consumer price index, there is a reduction in demand of
about O· 5 per cent. As power is the Latrobe Valley's main export, because of employment
it has a strong interest in ensuring that power is able to be sold. Therefore, the super-duper
booms that were experienced in the late 1970s and early 1980s and the power price hikes
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that were experienced under the previous Government are not in the region's long-term
interests.
There is a strong view that boom coal resources should be used wisely and not wastefully.
They should be used responsibly. The people of the Latrobe Valley often lose long loved
areas when coal mining must take precedence and I cite as an example the township of
Yallourn. The people are conscious that the abundant resources must be used in an
intelligent way to sustain jobs for people both in the Latrobe Valley and elsewhere in
Victoria. There is a consciousness that they should not be sold off without regard for their
true value.
In the past ten years, there has been a strong plea for planned development at a steady
pace. As an early objective the Labor Government decided predictable and consultative
processes should be Involved in future plans for the area.
It may seem surprising to honourable members representing other areas that it should
be necessary to announce that a specified area would be secure against the inroads of
development, but in the region I represent there has always been concern that one day
people would wake up and find that their town was to become the site for a new power
station or new coal project. Under the previous Government there was panic about more
than one area in this regard. I cite Tyers as an example. A strong local campaign was
mounted and, as a result, the Liberal Government said, "No, we won't do that to Tyers".
This Government took the action of stating that Morwell, Traralgon, Churchill, Tyers,
Yinnar and Gormandale were safe and would not be dug up. That calmed community
fears that one day their towns might go.
Honourable members will understand that the concern was justifiable. It has been most
reassuring to know with certainty that our towns are not to be savaged and upset in the
future and that the Government has put into place an intelligent and predictable set of
planning procedures.
Farmers, of course, have formed a special category of people who are affected emotionally
and physically by the needs of coal mining and there has been a total review of land
compensation and the Acquisition of Land Act. A lot of consultation has taken place and
revised legislation is to be enacted.
There has been a recognition of the widening of job space so that we can survive with
more stability into the decades ahead and when there are quieter times in the dominant
economic sector. I direct honourable members' attention to an article in the Latrobe Valley
Express, which notes that the Latrobe Regional Commission is seeking to establish a pilot
project in horticulture with warm waste water in Hazelwood to grow cut flowers for that
fast-growing industry. Consideration is also being given to a proposal on the uses to which
brown coal resources can be put and the Coal Corporation of Victoria is taking charge of
encouraging research in that regard.
There is much community anxiety about the Loy Yang "B" power station and there has
been a great deal of pressure on seeking a proposed time-table for the project. The
Governor's Speech, as honourable members will recall, pointed out that during this term
of office the Government will make plans for the construction of the Loy Yang "B" power
station with a decision likely later this year. The Liberal Party energy spokesman described
the proposed Hazelwood refit as just ransom money to stand-over merchants. That was in
his usual style, throwing insults at the people of the Latrobe Valley. Those people are eager
for the project to proceed because of the economic and employment benefits it will
provide.
The $250 million refit of the Hazelwood power station was enthusiastically welcomed
during the election campaign.
I conclude by saying that I believe the Latrobe Valley is an excellent place in which to
live. It has wonderful sporting facilities and, as suggested by interjection, a good member.
It provides many outlets for recreational activities, such as the Gippsland Lakes, Port
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Albert, the mountains and the beach. It is regrettable that the media continue to paint the
Latrobe Valley as the strike capital and pollution centre of Victoria.
In recent years, under the present Government, the industrial relations record in the
Latrobe Valley has been excellent. I hope that during the next few years the image of the
Latrobe Valley will be improved because teachers and professionals are desperately needed
to work in our schools and so on.
Mr PESCOTT (Bennettswood)-Mr Deputy Speaker, I join with those honourable
members who spoke before me in congratulating the Speaker and yourself on your election
to the important positions you hold in this Chamber. In the few days I have been sitting
here I have had confirmed in my mind that those who praised the work of the Speaker in
the previous Parliament did so with good cause.
I also take this opportunity to congratulate the Government on its re-election to office
last month. As the Premier stated, it was a milestone in the history of Victoria for the
Labor Party to have achieved this result, and the challenge to live up to the task for the
next four years is great indeed.
For my part, I am deeply honoured to be standing in this place as the representative of
the people of Bennettswood and shall work as hard as I can on their behalf.
I should at this stage mention my predecessor, Doug Newton, who represented the
electorate energetically for the past three years. I am sure the constituents of Bennettswood
would wish me to record their appreciation for the service he gave.
Similarly, a great deal of service was given by the active supporters of both parties
during the campaign and I pay tribute to all those who helped me win the seat, especially
my family and my electorate committee who gave me the fullest support.
Bennettswood is an electorate on the eastern side of Melbourne, which is predominantly
residential. More that half the area is in the north-western section of the City ofWaverley
and the rest is divided between southern portions of the cities of Box Hill and Nunawading.
Although there are relatively few businesses in the district, there are a relatively large
number of schools, several communities of senior citizens such as the Salvation Army's
Inala Village, and a few small private hospitals. Most of the streets are tree-lined, and this,
together with a number of open spaces and parks, gives support to the concept of the
Garden State of Victoria.
One corner of Bennettswood has been neglected badly by all previous Governments
and I plan to do what I can to improve the conditions under which manr residents of the
Ashwood/Jordanville area live. I mention these contrasting aspects 0 the electorate I
represent because they form the setting against which the families I represent are working
to make their contribution to the future of Victoria. I shall touch on aspects of the work of
honourable members in this place which sometimes encourage, but sometimes restrict
their work along the way.
I am sure all honourable members believe in the importance of the individual and that
the family is of fundamental importance to our community.
I need not go into a long discussion of the differences of approach between both sides of
the House and how those values should be upheld. Suffice to say that there is a role of
Government which determines whether an individual can express herself in the most
fulfilling way-and from the fulfilment or achievement of individuals can come some of
the ingredients which, together with Christian principles of love and compassion, go
towards binding together our families, and through them, our community.
I ask what role Governments should play in the lives of the people of Victoria so that
all citizens can feel that they have a purpose in life-and I would like to draw on some of
the experiences I had during eleven years with the Department of Foreign Affairs, most of
them working overseas as a representative of Australia. In several of my first years in that
capacity I worked in areas associated with the United Nations and spent some time at the
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United Nations headquarters in New York. There, I was struck by the constant reiteration
of the boldest and highest of principles, such as, that every citizen regardless of race,
colour, sex or creed should have freedom of opportunities, freedom of the press, freedom
to work, and so on.
I heard the representatives of countries whose Governments covered the whole spectrum
of political opinion all say that they believed in such ideals. I learnt, indeed that words are
cheap. I learnt that the constitutions of Eastern bloc and some Third World countries
guaranteed freedoms along the lines of the United Nations charter but these freedoms
were being continually denied by the interpretation of respective Governments in power.
I learnt that individual liberties exist very rarely in the world today.
Following my return to Victoria four and a half years ago-as I am the father of four
wonderful children-I have naturally continued with a concern I had built up abroad that
the State of Victoria, where I was born and raised, should hold on to liberties in the real
sense because they are so fundamental to all activities of human endeavour. And yet, there
have been gradual changes to our lives in recent years, the fullest extent of which have not
been felt by our community.
I find at the most basic level of the family unit that in Bennettswood the economic
conditions of this State have meant that whole households have been out of work for long
periods and some of the young in those households prefer to receive the dole to trying to
find work. I say this not as a method of making a cheap political jibe at the current
Government but because I believe Governments of both persuasions, should take a share
of the blame.
In the post-war period Governments have been too interfering, too willing to enter areas
where they had no right to be. Government red tape has strangled more commercial
enterprise and initiative than we know of in our community so that heaven knows how
many opportunities to create wealth and employment have passed by.
At present we have the ironical situation where socialist Governments throughout
Australia are striving hard to link closely with large corporate enterprises on the one hand
while on the other they are in fact the political wing of the trade union movement. In an
ideal world these two interest groups should be able to live in harmony; but that is Liberal
Party philosophy. Under socialist theory, enshrined in the Labor Party platform, the
encouragement of large commercial interests in pursuit of higher profits is anathema to
the objective of levelling the big business bosses and creating opportunities, somehow
through enterprises run by the State.
How the old Labor Party stalwarts would turn in their graves if they could see their
modem Labor Party counterparts travelling overseas to see bank after bank around the
world to borrow money to run Victoria, and to see the trade union movement being
wrecked by those of their number who choose regularly to flout the law! Would they really
have believed that a loose interpretation of the law by a Labor Government could mean
that some unions can actively deny the rights of others to work! What sort of "social
justice", to use Labor Party language is that?
Governments should nurture and protect those who are, or who become, weak. Unfair
action by large corporate bosses or by the collective endeavours of a larger number of
individuals should be treated in the same way.

It is of no use for Governments to strive to create opportunities with an economic tenyear plan if governments are not going to back the right of an individual to work. How
long will it be before individuals will again be free to choose whether or not they want to
join a union when they turn up for work at a building site? As I said earlier, all honourable
members would consider they believed in the importance of the individual, but if the role
of government representing the State is exercised in the wrong way, we will all be the losers
in the end.
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I lived for eighteen months behind the Iron Curtain in East Berlin, and there almost
everbody to whom I spoke believed they were free. Indeed they were, until they stepped
out of line. I was once told that the freedom of an individual to travel outside East
Germany was never discussed at the ruling party's Congress because only issues of
importance were raised there.
I first heard about consensus politics when I was in East Berlin and I ask, Sir, how you
think I felt when I heard the Prime Minister of my own country talking about the same
ideals with the same related notion that those who do not agree with· him are possibly
acting against the best interests of the people of the country, whose collective views are, of
course, interpreted by its rulers.
How depressing it must be for those talented people who are denied top positions in the
bureaucracies in eastern Europe because they do not belong to the ruling party. It cannot
be long-say a decade-before that could be the norm in this State at the rate at which
our State public servants are being politicized. I am vehemently opposed to this trend
which began in earnest in Australia during the Whitlam years and which, it would seem,
is almost impossible to reverse now it has started.
These extreme examples from eastern Europe serve to show that interpretation of such
things as freedom and opportunity are linked absolutely with the role of government. I
believe that almost without knowing it there have been drifts in the community's perception
about what rights Governments have, to the extent that there is now an unhealthy
expectation in some quarters that Governments are there to provide and that the rights of
people carry few, ifany, obligations.
Governments from both parties have responded in a well intentioned manner to the
short-term needs of the people. However, with hindsight are we not in danger of breeding
higher expectations than we can afford to pay for? Governments should, as I have said,
nurture and assist-not get into the position of having to take over.
The citizens of Victoria living in Bennettswood are, in the end, no different to any other
group in the State. They look to the Parliament to provide a framework within which they
can pursue their personal goals. Like most communities in the world, they are powerless
against the effect of international crises~nd against such things as the catastrophic effect
our living standards are sure to suffer thrQugh the recent 20 per cent devaluation in our
currency.
','
I have not touched on the immediate things with which we all deal from day to dayeducation, transport, housing, health-because my theme has been common to each of
those areas. However, I shall be working hard to ensure an improvement in the standard
of each and to monitor the values I have outlined which are dear to us all.
I thank the electors of Bennettswood for the trust they have put in me and look forward
to being an effective and efficient representative on their behalf. I also thank the House for
its consideration during this speech.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-In commencing my remarks may I join other speakers who
have congratulated you, Mr Speaker, on your election to this high office. As other speakers
have said, it is a re-election which is very well justified because of the high respect you
have gained with your performance in the chair during the life of the previous Parliament.
May I also again pledge my loyalty to the people of my community, the Werribee
electorate, to the people of Victoria and to the people of Australia. They are the people
whom I was elected to represent in this place.
I turn now to the Governor's Speech, in which he clearly indicated his Government's
philosophy and ideology; the commitment of the Government to the achievement of
economic and social justice by the application of reason, of logic and of the scientific
method of evaluating the evidence, drawing conclusions and acting in accordance with
the findings.
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This approach to government is the central feature of democratic socialist parties and
governments such as the one in Victoria. Its approach to government is soundly based on
principles which have evolved and developed especially during the past 100 years. By
contrast, the rhetoric, the dogma and the fabricated ideology of the Opposition seeks a
return to the organized greed of the nineteenth century.
The Opposition is offering nothin~ more than simplistic and regressive economic dogma.
The assertions made by the OpposItion have no relevance to the twentieth century or to
the positive and progressive role which Governments must play in the economy or to the
responsible, ethical and moral concerns which governments must have in this age.
Indeed, the Opposition has shown itself to be ideologically bankrupt. It cannot relate to
the real issues which confront Governments today and instead it regresses either to some
political and nostalgic golden age of autonomous independent individuals which never
existed, as you, Mr Speaker, could well understand, or to arguments which implicitly and
overtly condone the social consequences of unemployment, despair and impoverishment.
The illustrations of these simplistic and irrelevant slogans can be readily found in the
election policy statements and in recent speeches made in this place by such honourable
members as those for Brighton and Hawthorn and other members of the Opposition,
especially during the Address-in-Reply debate.
Similar themes have been heard from that latter-day high priest of conservative thought
in Australia, Mr Hugh Morgan, Executive Director of Western Mining Corporation Ltd,
who refers to himself as a "classical liberal". Mr Morgan has pursued his course of
changing Australia's political agenda, principally by provocative speeches which attract
media attention, and by the interpretation of isolated historical evidence in support of
simplistic arguments opposed to the principles and methodology of Labor Governments.
History is not static or simple, as Mr Morgan and his ilk would seem to suggest, but the
basis of their forebodings and exaggerated claims is not a concern for the real and legitimate
challenges facing Governments in the post-industrial society. Their rhetoric and their
slogans are merely another attempt to justify the existence of poverty and other forms of
injustice and to attack Labor Governments. They make no attempt to come to grips with
an alternative that not only makes sense but also relates to modem day challenges. The
Opposition has found that the old communist bogey is no longer working in the more
sophisticated electorate. Opposition members are desperately seeking other messages of
fear and tribulation with no regard for the implications of their arguments for the public
good.
It is worth considering some examples of what has been said in this place. The honourable
member for Hawthorn has expressed the view that free enterprise is threatened, not merely
because the Labor Party is in Government Federally and in Victoria, but also because the
Victorian Government is the most anti-business Government, according to him, the most
extreme Government and the least sensitive to those fragile conditions that he says are
necessary for prosperity and enterprise. This simple message of the honourable member
for Hawthorn was justified, in his view, by the selection offacts which bear no relationship
to the wider political and economic context and which ignore both the long and shortterm effects of the Government's economic strategy.
Statements of that kind illustrate an uncritical-in the literal sense-opposition to any
public control or ownership. Underlying that blind opposition is a desire to restrict the
range of people who can exercise economic power and who can directly benefit from the
creation of wealth. As indicated in the Governor's Speech, the Victorian Government
pursued two overriding economic objectives in its first term of office. These were the
revival of the State economy and the creation of jobs for all Victorians. The Victorian
economic strategy has laid the groundwork for secure, long-term economic growth. Statistics
on the levels of economic growth, the falling rate of unemployment and the dramatic
reduction in industrial disputes and inflation amply demonstrate the immediate benefits
of this plan.
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The confidence of the business sector and the positive public conception of the state of
the Victorian economy has demonstrated the falsity of the Opposition's statements. When
one considers the arguments used by the Opposition, it becomes apparent that the antilabor intention is paramount. The intellectual content and the theoretical basis for their
so-called alternative approach is both deficient and irrelevant.
The proposition that Labor Governments are anti-business is related to the Opposition
claim that public sector expenditure and Government intervention in the economy impedes
economic growth. They claim it steps into the sacrosanct territory of the private sector
and denies that sector unfettered opportunities for capital accumulation and expansion.
This is precisely the argument advocated by Hugh Morgan in his speech to the Victorian
Farmers and Graziers Association annual grain conference in Geelong on 19 March 1985.
In part, he said:
The prime cause of our declining competitiveness ... is ... the increase in Government expenditure and the
concomitant increase in Government involvement in our economic and industrial life.

In that speech Mr Morgan argued for the dismantling of the Government superstructure
and suggested that farmers should rely on private entrepreneurs to provide the necessary
storage, handling, transporting and marketing of their products. The proposal was
appropriately rejected by the president of the grain group of the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association, Mr Michael Cock, who is reported to have stated that he did not
support the withdrawal of government from the handling and marketing of produce
because "government intervention has been essential".
Mr Cock is all too well aware of the manipulation and exploitation of wheat growers
before the Australian Wheat Board was established in the late 1940s and of the massive
dislocation of American farming families under President Reagan's deregulations. He is
also well aware of other facts relating to deregulation, such as the collapse of banks, which
have been possible under American law but could not occur under Australian regulation
of banking activities. The primary reason, as distinct from the political motivation, is that
classical liberalism has no relevance to the modem world. Reference is constantly made
to Adam Smith, the eighteenth century economist whose apolitical theory of laissez{aire
capitalism comprised of firms competing in the market-place has been thoroughly
discredited and superseded by historical, economic and political changes in the nature of
political and economic organizations, capital accumulation and the interdependence of
economies in the Western World. Despite these changes, Hugh Morgan and members of
the Opposition have quoted Adam Smith as a higher authority than the Bible, using his
1776 work entitled The Wealth of Nations as a legitimate theoretical source for their
economic arguments.
As honourable members are aware, the work of Keynes has been totally ignored by our
opponents, as have the more recent works by conservative monetarist economists. Keynes
cannot be ignored in any analysis of political economy for he recognized the effects of the
free market economy and the need for government intervention through public expenditure
and the operation of a public sector to offset the social consequences of cyclic economic
depressions.
The positive and necessary role of government in safeguarding conditions necessary for
the health of the private sector was not only recognized by the Victorian Farmers and
Graziers Association spokesman referred to earlier but has also been illustrated by the
intervention and control of the car manufacturing industry in western Europe and the
United States of America. I shall take up a point raised earlier by an Opposition member
about the pursuit of excellence and his assertion that excellence can occur only in the
private sector. The Jaguar car firm under private ownership, was in dire straits. Basically,
excellent designs were being betrayed by a failure of excellence in their construction.
Jaguar cars had developed an appalling record in reliability, which was reflected in sales.
Jaguar was taken over by the British Government and, under government ownership,
excellence was restored in management and product quality.
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In France and Italy, as honourable members are aware, Renault and Alfa Romeo are
both Government owned and have long produced some of the best designed and best built
cars. They are examples of excellence. In the United States of America only government
intervention and assistance saved the Chrysler corporation from collapse a few years ago.
They are very aware that if it had not been for the support of the Government of the
United States of America there would have been massive social dislocation and a decline
in the economy as a result of the collapse of Chrysler. Many other examples are available
to confirm the potential of public ownership and Government intervention to serve the
public interest.
Another element associated with the proponents of the outdated, outmoded and
discredited theory relates to the notion of "individual liberty" concurrent with the operation
ofa free market economy. Indeed, some reference was made to that point by the honourable
member for Bennettswood a few minutes ago. Once again, honourable members find that
Adam Smith is claimed as being the legitimate source of this notion and, in this case, by
the honourable member for Brighton who asserted, "Individual liberty is under threat in
our community". The honourable member tried to accommodate the classic liberal
assumption that "all are born equal and all have equal opportunity" by accepting at least
the need for equality of opportunity, but that is about as far as he goes. What precisely did
he mean when he said that "Individuals (should) have the freedom to express their
individual capacities and values", and how did he relate that to the expression offreedom
only through an unfettered and unrestricted free-market economy?
Mr WHITING (Mildura)-On a point of order, Mr Deputy Speaker, the honourable
member for Werribee is obviously reading his speech, and I ask that he either makes the
document available to all honourable members or that he cease reading.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! While I have been in the chair in the
past two days during the Address-in-Reply debate, I have noticed that at least 50 per cent
of those who made contributions read either all or the majority of their speeches. I assume
that the honourable member for Werribee is making his speech with the help of some
notes. If he is not, I shall accept the fact that he is willing to make all his notes and
documents available to honourable members.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I should be delighted to make available to the House the
copious notes to which I have been referring.
If the logic of the private sector is to accumulate capital, why should it feel any obligation
to take into account those who do not have equal advantages and opportunities, or those
who have inherited wealth? Why should it take into account those who do not have the
advantage of having inherited wealth? Why should it take into account those who have
not had the advantage of access to good education? Why should it take into account the
fact that there are people within the community who have lesser physical or mental
capacities, some ill health or, indeed, any other disability? That being the case, why should
private enterprise have the effect of freeing these people to equal opportunity within our
community?

The Liberal conservative ideal of a "free society"is completely divorced from the ideal
of a "just society". That is the reality that the Opposition refuses to confront and, indeed,
any theory or concept of distributive justice is unintelligible to that school of thought. The
concept of "individual liberty", as the Opposition expresses it, is fraught with the same
inevitable consequences which lead ultimately to the maintenance of structural social
inequality, to gross injustice, and to the impeding of any concept of liberty and opportunity
in a social context.
Adam Smith's "hidden hand" of free market forces also contained a not so hidden
propensity for exploitation, and it is also for that reason that Government intervention is
necessary to ensure and maintain proper and adequate standards of living and ·working
conditions for all citizens, not only for the entrepreneurs in our society.
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Mr B. J. Evans interjected.
Dr COGHILL-I am well aware of the reputation and record of the honourable member
for Gippsland East for being selective about which constituents he looks after and which
he refuses to look after. In summary, history has shown that a mixed economy comprised
of a public and private sector is necessary to promote and sustain economic growth and to
maintain those conditions necessary for public order and the public good.
The need for Governments to plan for long-term economic growth is rational and
logical, and the fine tuning of economies through intervention strategies has been practised
and is being practised by the successful Governments throughout the Western World.
The role of a democratic socialist Government as the protector of human liberty,
freedom and opportunity is related to specific intervention in the private sector in so far
as it is necessary to ensure that Adam Smith's world of competing market forces witnessed
in the Dickensian nineteenth century will not return with all its concomitant human
misery and despair.
In this context, it is fitting for me to refer to a recent statement by the Right Reverend
David Jenkins, the Bishop of Durham in England, in response to the same conservative
platitudes and policies stated and implemented by the Thatcher Government. He said:
To return to the ethics of the nineteenth century entrepreneural individualism is either nostalgic nonsense or
else a firm declaration that individual selfishness and organized greed are the only effective motivations for
human behaviour.

That statement by an esteemed religious leader is equally applicable to the sentiments, the
speeches and the words we have heard from honourable members opposite. What we are
hearing from them, particularly from some of the newer members of Parliament, is that
they want a return to the organized greed of last century. They want to reject the progress
that has been made in the past 100 years towards social and economic powers, and to
return to the days when economic power was held by very few and when social power was
held by very few. That is the inescapable conclusion and consequence of the policies and
philosophies honourable members opposite have been putting forward.
Ifone wishes to find evidence around Australia in support of the view I am puttin~, one
has only to consider the recent performances of the Queensland Government, WhICh at
least would purport to be following the same sorts of ideolo~es as those advocated by
honourable members opposite, including members of the NatIonal Party. What has been
pointed out to the House in the past few days is that the Queensland economy is the
poorest performin$ economy in Australia. It IS an economy in which unemployment is
increasing at a rapId rate and in which the level of employment is declining rather than
increasing, whereas it is increasing in the rest of Australia, and where there is greater
disparity in terms of wages, wealth and income, than in any other part of Australia. Most
particularly, honourable members of the National Party in this place would be aware that
the lowest levels of average incomes between Australian States are those in Queensland.
One would think that, if free enterprise and the philosophies put forward by the Liberal
Party and the National Party were going to work for the common good and in the social
interest, after seventeen or eighteen years-or however long the Premier of Queensland
has held that position-the Premier of that State would have been able to turn the
Queensland economy around and make it the leading Australian economy rather than the
poor man of Australia. However, Queensland's economy is our poor cousin.
By the application of modem democratic socialist principles, by seeking to involve a
wider component of the community in wealth and the benefit of the generation of wealth,
and in the exercise of political power, Victoria has been more successful than the
Queensland Government which has had seventeen or eighteen years in which to
demonstrate the virtues of its proclaimed philosophy.
The Queensland Government has had time enough to show the benefits, if there were
to be any, of its ideas on free enterprise. However, rarely, free enterprise Governments, I

246

Governor's Speech

17 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

77

concede, put that philosophy into total practice, those Governments which advocate free
enterprise have been among the least successful rather than the most successful in achieving
economic growth and equity in their communities.
Some honourable members believe the only way they can counter the arguments that I
am putting forward is to hurl some sort of insult, by inteIjection, at me. For example, the
honourable member for Gippsland East appears to believe my policies and the policies of
the Government somehow reflect the policies of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
Neither I nor any other member of the Labor Party would hold that membership if we
were associated with the Communist Party. Certainly, I would have no part in the
undemocractic processes followed by the Soviet Union and similar societies. It is regrettable
that this is the only way the honourable member for Gippsland East can try to refute my
arguments. Members of the National Party are neither prepared nor able to debate
intellectual issues because they lack the mental capacity to understand ideological issues.
Conservative Governments, such as the Queensland Government, have responded to
crises, whether industrial, economic or social, not by a proper, objective analysis of the
problem and what should be done about it but by dramatically waving a wand or making
some other gesture, equally dramatic, which they believe will attract public support even
if the problem is not solved. Historically, that has been the objective of both the Liberal
Party and the National Party. They have run away from intellectual and ideological issues
and have done nothing more than attempt to justify existing levels of poverty, inequity,
unemployment and other social ills in the community.
Those parties have not been able to present a cohesive philosophy or even an analysis
of the problem confronting Victoria. They cannot make any suggestions on how all
sections of the community can gain fairly from the generation of wealth in this State. They
can only concoct some ad hoc groups of ideas that are nothing more than a defence of the
status quo and a preservation of the wealth and privilege which they collectively and, in
some cases, individually, represent.
Not one speaker from either the Opposition or the National Party has said one word to
refute the point I make. They have emitted empty rhetoric. It would be nice to believe
those honourable members could debate, in this supreme governing body of Victoria,
issues with intellectual integrity. No such contribution has been made in this or any other
debate since Parliament convened. Those honourable members have contributed only
rhetoric and wild assertion on what the current situation is and presented simplistic,
unworkable proposals to illustrate what ought to be done in the State's pursuit of social
justice. Unfortunately, Victoria has an intellectually bankrupt Opposition in its Parliament.
It is a tragedy for the State, but that is the reality.

Honourable members interjecting.
Dr COG HILL-The opposition parties, through succeeding speakers, will have the
opportunity of proving me wrong, but I will bet London to a brick that they will not be
able to do so and that they will trot out the same rhetoric, the same dogma and the same
discredited ideologies. There is no evidence that any member of the opposition parties is
prepared to seriously analyse the principle of concerns affecting social justice and equity
and to propose considered solutions to those problems. Rather, those honourable members
will continue to make empty statements and, worse, they will lie.
The opposition parties are prepared to trot out untruth after untruth. They are not
concerned about whether their allegations are true; they are prepared only to try to grab a
newspaper headline and to throw a bit of mud in the hope that some of it will stick. In
time I hope the opposition parties will form themselves into a decent Opposition.
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-I extend the congratulations of the National Party to the
Speaker on his re-election, and express the National Party's enthusiasm, Mr Deputy
Speaker, on your election to that office. Members of the National Party have had the
opportunity of observing and appreciating the work of the Speaker over the past three
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years. We feel that you, Mr Deputy Speaker, as a member, have been overlooked in the
past. Certainly, members of the National Party believe you would have made an excellent
Minister of Agriculture over the past three years in preference to the imbecile with whom
Victoria was burdened in the last Parliament.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I hope that is not the "kiss of death"!
Mr McNAMARA-His Excellency, the Governor, Sir Brian Murray, and Lady Murray
have had the opportunity, over the past three years, of visiting the Benalla electorate on
numerous occasions, and their visits have been greatly appreciated by constituents. The
National Party wishes Sir Brian and Lady Murray all the best in the next few years and
hopes that their good health will prevail and that they will be able to continue in their
position for many years.
It is common knowledge that at the last election the National Party achieved an
outstanding result. The Benalla electorate that I represent had a swing of 12·5 per cent
towards the National Party. State-wide, the National Party stood candidates in more seats
than it did at the previous election and its percentage increased approximately 50 per cent.
It is interesting to observe that this Chamber now has a far more equal balance in the
parties represented in it, and I am convinced that the qualities of the new honourable
members, particularly the new honourable member for Warrnambool and similar
outstanding new honourable members of the Liberal Party, will result in a fiercer and
more even contest between the opposition parties and the Government over the next few
years.

The Government is still carrying much of the dead wood it carried during the last
session of Parliament and, with the additional pressure that the opposition parties will
bring to bear on it, that will become more obvious.
It was interesting also to see the co-operation between the National and Liberal parties
in my area during the recent election campaign. In the Benalla electorate the National
Party put out a joint ticket with the President of the Legislative Council, the Honourable
Fred Grimwade, as the No. I direction on the other side. No doubt it was the National
Party's outstanding vote in that electorate, which was subsequently passed on to the
President of the Legislative Council, that ensured that the conservative forces maintained
Central Highlands by a majority of approximately 2 per cent. An examination of the vote
in Central Highlands reveals a vote of approximately 13 per cent for the National Party.
The National Party was happy to co-operate in that spirit because it had seen at first hand
from this side of the House the insidious action of socialism, the operation ofa Government
that has total disregard for anyone who lives beyond the tram tracks. That is the way in
which the Government has behaved over the past few years and that has been reflected in
polls and surveys that have been conducted on a number of issues by country people.

The honourable member for Werribee, in his usual sarcastic and cynical manner,
attempted to downgrade the intelligence and integrity of country people. We in the National
Party will not tolerate that. Country people have a great deal of intelligence and it is
reflected by the members whom they elect. I am told that that intelligence was also
reflected in the outstanding swing against the honourable member for Werribee which, I
understand, was in the order of 11 per cent. The honourable member must have had a slip
of the memory, because he failed to mention that in his contribution. That swing must
have been almost a State record at the last election. I congratulate the constituency in the
Werribee electorate on its intelligence; finally, those people are waking up to their elected
representative, this honourable member who seems to be always the bridesmaid and never
the bride. Honourable members continually hear that he is to be in Cabinet, but again he
has failed. Not only did he fail to achieve a Cabinet position on the front bench; he also
had responsibility for Aboriginal affairs removed from him-this honourable member
who has such compassion and such deep concern for the underprivileged! One of Victoria's
most underprivileged communities was betrayed by him and no longer wanted to be
248

Governor's Speech

17 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

79

looked after by him. Those facts make hypocrisy of the comments made by the honourable
member for Werribee. He appears to be embarrassed, and so he should be.
A number of issues that confronted Victoria at the last election were outstanding issues
for the National Party because they all ran our way. The Government handed the result to
us on a platter in country Victoria. Fortunately, the National Party was there to seize the
initiative and grasp the advantage.
Primary industry has been totally neglected by the Government and that is obvious
from the calibre of the Minister who had responsibility for that portfolio over the past
three years-undoubtedly the worst Minister of Agriculture that this State has ever had,
when the Government had available to it a person of the calibre of our current Deputy
Speaker who was prepared to take on that position but was overridden. He was neglected
and shoved aside. At least you, Mr Deputy Speaker, would have had some understanding
of decent country people and some sympathy for them, but the whole area was badly
neglected by the Labor Government.
We now have an architect looking after the interests of country people. What would he
know? He may be able to design a dairy but that is about all he would know about the
dairying industry. It is an absolute joke. Perhaps the cruellest trick of all was the charade
perpetrated by the Premier on the dairy farmers of this State before the election. He gently
led them up the garden path; he made all the promises in the world; he said, "Leave it to
me; trust little Johnny".
Mr Norris-And they did.
Mr McNAMARA-Foolishly they did and now they regret it. It is interesting to note
the growing militancy among dairy farmers and throughout all areas of agriculture in the
Labor dominated States, and that IS no coincidence. The survey that was published in the
Weekly Times last week revealed that the support among Australia's primary producers
for Governments is lower in Victoria than in any other State. It is 4 per cent; 4 per cent of
farmers in Victoria think that their Government might be sympathetic; 85 per cent are
damned sure that their Government has absolutely no sympathy for them. What a
condemnation!
The Labor Government claims to represent all Victorians. That is an absolute charade.
Honourable members know that the Labor Government has no interest in country areas
and does not intend to show an interest in people who live outside the greater metropolitan
area. What a disgrace for Ministers who take the oath to look after everyone in this State
without fear, favour or affection. The Cain Government is perhaps the most biased
Government against non-metropolitan people that this State has ever seen in its long
history.
The other issue that affects people in country areas, and one on which the Government
has displayed an equally brutal attitude, is the question of decentralization. The
Government has acknowledged that it does not gain any votes in country areas so has
decided to "wipe" them, and it has done precisely that; it has wiped out decentralization.
In fact, the Government even frowns on public servants using the word; that is the stage
that has been reached.
In future this State will see not only a loss of industries that might have come to country
areas but a total loss of confidence by those that are already there. I am sure that in the
next couple of years we will see a change in Government. I have no doubt that members
of the public are waking up to the facts and an effort must be made to re-convince people
and to re-create the degree of confidence that was there in the past. We must convince
people who will invest many millions of dollars in country industry that their money will
be safe. The same doubts will exist if ever we see another Labor Government in this State.
The comparison between Victoria and New South Wales on the issue of decentralization
is interesting. North of the River Murray, decentralization incentives are available; south
of it, they are out. The National Party does not suggest that there should be any pork
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barrelling or special privileges for country people but it does ask for a degree of equality.
Honourable members all know that there are locational cost disadvantages in operating a
factory in a country area. Those disadvantages are in the areas of communication and
transport, and that is basically why pay-roll tax, freight and other incentives were
introduced.
This Government would not have that. The allocation required for those incentives was
only a pittance-$50 million-but the Government grabbed it and spread it around in
other areas on its mates. It spent those funds on employing defrocked Parliamentarians
and other lay-abouts who should not be in the Public Service, people who have been
rejected even by their own constituencies.
What a disgrace! At the same time one witnesses the total politicization of the Public
Service. It is a case of jobs for the boys. Professor Eddison has been appointed to the
Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands. I should have thought that department
would have benefited from the appointment of someone with special expertise in forest
control, bush fires and so on. The Government has brought in an urban planner from
England and dumped Dr Ron Grose, a former Chairman of the Forests Commission. Dr
Grose probably had more experience in forestry matters than anyone in Australia.
However, the Government did not like his political colour. They tell me he was a
member of the Liberal Party, so he was dumped. Dr Grose was a person whose
professionalism had never been questioned. Like anyone else, he held political opinions,
but they were never reflected in the way he carried out his job. He was respected by every
member of the Forests Commission.
The morale in the department is now at rock bottom. A ratbag mob is running it and
chopping out officers with the competence of Dr Ron Grose. This is not the way to
encourage Public Service efficiency and enthusiasm for the task ahead.
Many heads will be lopped off when we achieve office in the future. We are keeping a
list of the people concerned; honourable members should not worry about that.
Primary producers are also feeling the continual cost squeeze in a most dramatic fashion.
The honourable member for Lowan highlighted the increase in costs by pointing out that
in 1974 the return from 1 tonne of wheat would have purchased 1000 litres of diesel fuel,
and yet in 1984 it would purchase only 380 litres of diesel fuel. That is one of the major
problems facing agriculture today. The returns of primary producers are not keeping pace
with the costs of production. That is why the dairy farmers are justified in calling for
urgent action, especially when one compares the situation of Victorian dairy farmers with
those in other States which have a high proportion of the fresh milk market. As the
honourable member for Rodney pointed out, 13 per cent of Victorian milk goes to the
fresh milk market. The costs of freight, labour, fertilizer and sprays have escalated far
above the rate of return. Honourable members are well aware of the massive escalation in
State charges and taxes.
Honourable members have heard about the lease-back schemes, especially in the
transport area, where $500 million worth of rolling stock was sold. It is now being leased
back and will still have to be paid off in 50 years time. These are the policies of a
Government that prides itself on economic efficiency.
Honourable members have also heard about overseas borrowings and the effect of
devaluation on those borrowings. The financial editor of the Australian pointed out
recently that overseas loans taken out by New South Wales and Victoria during the past
couple of years were not hedged against currency fluctuations and that this had cost the
nation up to $1 billion. The information I have is that the Treasurer-the whiz-kid of the
State Parliament-was advised by more mature heads that overseas loans should be
hedged against currency fluctuations. The Treasurer ignored that advice and said that the
interest rates are only 6·75 per cent and 7 per cent. What does that mean when one makes
a loss of 20 per cent on currency fluctuations?
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Money is no longer cheap. The Treasurer has gained some experience and lost some
money. Whether he will learn by experience in the future is another matter. Honourable
members know that many of the Ministers are slow learners.
Honourable members have witnessed the blow-out in the State debt. In a little more
than three years under Labor administration, the State debt has increased from $11 billion
to $16 billion. Escalations in the Federal arena pale in comparison with the State debt
increase, particularly when it is considered on a per capita basis.
A massive escalation in the size of the Public Service has occurred. The Government
has expanded the public sector at the expense of the taxpayer. Fortunately, Governments
of a more sane persuasion exist in Queensland and Tasmania. Those Governments want
real growth, not propped-up growth. While unemployment in Queensland may be 2 per
cent worse that it is in Victoria, the Queensland rate is not underpinned by the taxpayer
as it is in Victoria. The public sector is the only growth area in Victoria. No other
Government in Australia has matched the growth in the Public Service that has taken
place under this Government. It is an underlying cancer in the State economy. Until
Victoria gets rid of the Labor Government, it will not get rid of that cancer.
Another area that deserves comment is the difference in attitudes between country
people and those who have been indoctrinated by the socialists in the metropolitan
electorates. People in the country have a different attitude towards the demands made on
them than do those in the metropolitan area. Country people believe that if something
needs to be done, they will do it. If a Government grant is available, they will take it but,
ifnot, they will do it anyway.
Country areas have many volunteer organizations such as the Country Fire Authority,
which the Government is threatening. The metropolitan area has a totally funded fire
brigade. Community organizations such as the Country Women's Association and the
Red Cross provide great assistance in times of State emergencies and disasters. Unless a
Public Service officer is being paid $30 000 to do a job, the Government does not rate the
job as being important.
The former Minister for Local Government, and I presume the present Minister will
continue the philosophy, issued a list of activities that local councils should provide,
regardless of whether a request has been made by constituents. It is extremely important
that honourable members encourage voluntary service. The Government wants to replace
that by giving jobs to people who hold arts or law degrees.
A number of problems face the community, and they have grown rapidly under the
Labor Government. Hospital waiting lists have increased in the past six months from
15 000 people to 21 000 people. The public housing waiting list has gone through the roof.
Mismanagement has occurred in the Ministry for Transport, which incurred a debt of
$430 million. The State Insurance Office incurred a loss of$476 million in the last financial
year. That brings its accumulated losses to $1100 million.
In the first couple of weeks of this sessional period the Government has breached many
promises. The Minister for Water Resources breached his promise that rates imposed by
Government instrumentalities would not be increased above the consumer price index.
He breached that promise in one of the first answers to a question in the House. The
Treasurer foreshadowed increases in third-party insurance premiums in the first week of
Parliament. Yet, in its taxation policy, the Government said premiums for third-party
insurance would not be increased pending the outcome ofa review. That is typical of what
honourable members have come to expect from this Labor Government.
Everyone is concerned about industrial peace. The Government should be considering
enforcing the existing industrial laws and, where necessary, it should introduce new laws
to ensure that militant unions are brought under the rule of the law. Unions and employers
should be put on an equal footing. That is certainly not the situation. The public should
also be protected against militant unionism in vital instrumentalities. The Government
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claims that it holds a record for industrial peace but it has only a policy of chequebook
industrial peace. It is appeasement; the Government pays the union for industrial peace.
Whenever the Government faces a problem with the unions it seems to be easily solved
because all it does is give the unions what they want.
For example, if the unions want tickets to the Melbourne Cricket Ground, the Victorian
Arts Centre or anything else that the union has on its list, the Government complies with
their request. The unions cannot understand why they should not be given what they
want. The Government is taking an irresponsible attitude towards industrial peace. It
must realize that it has a responsibility to the whole community. The Government believes
it has a loyalty only to the union movement and that the loyalty stops there. It has adopted
an attitude of "the public be damned!"
Another area of grave concern to the community is crime control and to ensure that all
victims of crime see that justice is done. In the past year or two the situation has been
ridiculous. Murderers who have been sentenced to long imprisonment have been released
after only a few years. It has reached the stage where an association has been formed called
the Victims of Crime Assistance League, and it is headed by Howard Bratten. The league
has been trying to highlight the problems arising in the courts. The Government seems to
totally neglect that problem. I shall highlight a few incidents to bring the problem home to
members of the Government.
The first example is two accomplices to murder who were convicted of manslaughter;
one was sentenced to five years' imprisonment-he will probably be released in two
years-and the other was fined $1000 and was put on an eighteen months' good behaviour
bond. The second example concerned a person who slayed a pregnant woman by stabbing
her 80 times. The slayer was previously convicted of attempted murder for which he
served fifteen years-under a Liberal Government-and was given six years' imprisonment
with a minimum of four years; he will probably be released after twenty months.
The third example concerns a victim who was slain by four youths; two walked away
free, one was sentenced to eighteen months' imprisonment and the other to fifteen months'
imprisonment. That is the situation being faced at present. No wonder the public is asking
that something be done. It is all very well for former Ministers to put the blame elsewhere,
but it is the responsibility of the Government to ensure that the prescribed sentence reflect
the severity of the offences.
Honourable members must ensure in this Parliament that laws are introduced that
reflect the wishes of the community. At present, the sentences imposed by the courts are
nowhere near sufficient punishment for the crimes that are committed.
The Government would clearly like to pass the buck, but the buck stops with it because
it is the Government responsible for ensuring that the wishes of our society are maintained.
It is no good blaming the courts for imposing light sentences because the courts are
governed by the Acts passed by this Parliament.
I have attempted to be as non-political as I can in my address. I wish the Government
well for the ensuing period of its term and I assure the Government that the Opposition,
especially in the National Party corner, will keep a close watch on every activity of the
Government. If the National Party. needs to highlight issues on behalf of the community,
I assure the Government that it Will do so.
On the motion ofMrs TONER (Greensborough), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

LABOUR AND INDUSTRY (ANZAC DAY) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

This is a short and simple Bill which seeks to permit petrol shops to trade without
restriction on Anzac Day.
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At present, the Labour and Industry Act provides in section 82 (1) (b) for all Victorian
petrol shops to be closed on Anzac Day, 25 April each year, from midnight the previous
night until 2 o'clock in the afternoon.
As I understand it, the original purpose of this provision was to ensure that service
station proprietors and their employees were free to participate in Anzac Day observances.
Last year when Anzac Day fell at the end of the Easter holiday period and it was
apparent that the legislative provision might cause problems for some Victorian motorists
and travellers, the State President of the Returned Services League indicated publicly that
his organization supported the removal of the existing restriction on Anzac Day petrol
sales. I have recently confirmed this with him.
This measure is also supported by the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce
representing the proprietors of petrol shops and service stations and by the relevant trade
union representing employees.
This is a change which will mean increased convenience for Victorian motorists, and I
commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

ADJOURNMENT
Oakleigh City Council-Adoption agencies-State Insurance Office-Housing shortage
in Warrnambool-Long service leave-Freedom of information-Totalizator Agency
Board agencies in hotels-Train services in Altona-School excursion transport costsGeelong-Melbourne rail service
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-As the Minister for Local Government is not present, I raise
this matter with the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources. It concerns
allegations about the City of Oaldeigh. I have been given a statutory declaration made out
by Adrian Harvey-Beavis of 112 Kanooka Grove, Clayton.
It states:
At a Public meeting held in the meeting room at Clayton Hall in September 1982, organized by local residents
and attended by John Perryman, David Grey M.P., a representative from the E.P.A., an officer from O.c.c. and
approximately twenty citizens to protest against pollution from Wilkes and Co. at Browns Rd., Oayton, Cr. John
Perryman asserted that there was nothing the Oakleigh Council could do to stop Wilkes discharging obnoxious
odours. Some time later (perhaps two weeks) I rang O.c.c. and asked to speak to the Health Officer. I enquired
whether he could do anything about Wilkes. He informed me that he was empowered by law to do so but that all
of his files had been confiscated and he had been warned not to proceed with any prosecutions. Further, he added,
he had been forbidden from attending the public meeting. He would not name the councillors responsible for
this action.

The statutory declaration is dated 20 July 1983 and is witnessed by a commissioner.
I believe two Oaldeigh councillors interfered with an officer of that council in the
performance of his duty. Many statutory declarations have been made regarding this
matter. If a person forges or provides misleading information in a statutory declaration,
the penalty can be up to $15 000, at the discretion of a judge.
I am informed that the person who signed this statutory declaration is a member of the
socialist left faction of the Labor Party, the same faction as that of the Minister for Local
Government. I ask the Minister for Local Government, who is now present, to conduct a
public inquiry into the City of Oaldeigh. If the present Minister is not prepared to do
something that the former Minister for Local Government was not prepared to do, he
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deserves to be treated in the same way, because this council is either corrupt, incompetent
or is misusing its substantial powers.
I ask the Minister to take action.
Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-I alert the Minister for Consumer Affairs, who is the
representative in the House for the Minister for Community Services about the pressures
on the adoption agencies which arise from time to time.
Mr Leigh-What does it feel like to be back there?

Mrs TONER-It feels very much better to be in Government than it does to be in
Opposition. With a thick head like yours, you will never be in Government.
I wish to alert the Minister for Community Services to the pressures that the voluntary
agencies are experiencing as a result of the successful adoption legislation passed through
Parliament last sessional period. I indicate that all parties were delighted with the legislation
and with the proclamation on Monday of this week that will enable people who want
information about their origins to be able to achieve it.
Mr Kennett-Were you the Minister at the time?
Mrs TONER-Indeed, I was. The Department of Community Services is providing
that information but the voluntary agencies who are participants in providing the
information have found that the pressures and interest are beyond their wildest imagination.
Tonight I visited the Jigsaw organization which had its first meeting since the legislation
was proclaimed. Approximately 150 people were at that meeting and it was a moving
experience. I felt proud to have been part of a Government and part of a Parliament which
introduced social reforms of this nature. Elderly people at that meeting now have
information about their sisters, brothers and parents, information which they never believed
they would obtain and they are now attempting to make contact with some of those
people. Already some reunions have occurred. Some people have information which
makes them fairly sure they will achieve reunions with their loved ones in the next week
or so~ An enormous amount of optimism, hope and gratitude to the Government and to
those parties to adoption who worked on the legislation was expressed. I commend the
former member for Wantirna and the honourable member for Swan Hill for their
participation on the adoption legislation.
It is important with this significant social reform that sufficient resources be available
and I ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs to advise the House on the progress and
measures being taken to ensure that the information people desire, and to which they are
legally entitled, is available as a result of the legislation.

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-Yesterday was a sad and sorry day for democracy in
Victoria and Australia. It was a day not only on which the Government abandoned the
most noble traditions of the Westminster system, but also a day on which the Government
refused to defend one of its most senior members. It was a day on which the Government
allowed most serious issues to stand on the Notice Paper and not be met, contrary to the
finest traditions of the Westminster system. It was a day which stands in stark contrast to
the strong support given to the Premier when a censure motion was moved against him.
Why will the Government defend its Premier and not its Treasurer? The answer is plain:
The Government admits it has something to hide in the conduct of the Treasurer over the
administration of the State Insurance Office.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker. The motion
for the adjournment of the sitting is a time for raising matters of Government
administration. In the first minute and a half of the remarks of the "four day wonder",
there has yet to be any matter of Government administration raised.
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It may be that the honourable member has some matter of Government administration
to raise eventually, but in the 5 minutes available to the honourable member he should
quickly get to the matter of administration to be raised so that one can see whether it is in
order.
I ask you, Mr Speaker, to direct to the honourable member's attention the fact that he
must raise a matter of Government administration rather than generally discussing the
state of the world.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-What more telling admission could there be than that
the Government considers it necessary to raise a bogus point of order so that the matter is
again not discussed in the House?
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Brighton that the
adjournment procedures require him to raise matters of Government administration.
Mr STOCKDALE-The House has spent much of its time in the past three days
debating the question and seeking to obtain information from the Government concerning
the administration of the State Insurance Office, an issue of the highest importance in this
State and a matter on which the Treasurer has refused to answer ten questions.
No member of the Government yesterday sought to provide information to protect the
Treasurer in relation to issues raised as to incompetence in the administration of the State
Insurance Office and as to deceptive conduct and statements in its administration.
This situation strikes at the heart of the Government's claim of efficient, economic
administration in Victoria-the billion-dollar avoidance of the Government! There was a
censure motion on the Notice Paper and in the finest traditions of the Westminster system
a censure motion should be dealt with immediately.
The SPEAKER-Order! I remind the honourable member for Brighton that the matter
is on the Notice Paper and that it cannot be raised in the debate on the motion for the
adjournment of the House.
Mr STOCKDALE-I am striving to avoid debating the matter on the Notice Paper. I
am dealing with the avoidance of responsibility on the part of the Treasurer and the
Government. The reality is that the events of the past few days have demonstrated that
the Government admits that the State Insurance Office is the plughole through which the
Treasurer is pouring the finances of this State. The Government has refused to deal with
the substantive issues raised. Where were the Treasurer's friends yesterday?
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr J. F. McGRA TH (Warrnambool)-I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Housing the acute housing shortage in the electorate of Warrnambool. I refer mainly to
the urban centres of Warrnambool, Terang, Mortlake, Port Fairy and Koroit. It is an
involved and complicated problem that is made worse by the high incidence of
unemployment. It involves unemployed couples, single parents, many senior citizens and
young people.
The Minister for Housing has stated that 3000 homes will be allocated in the next year.
If one divides 3000 homes between 88 electorates, the figure one ends up with is 34 homes
for each electorate. In Warrnambool alone there is a waiting list of 340 people, some of
whom have waited for two years and others who have waited indefinitely. It is very
discouraging for people on low incomes to be unable to obtain adequate housing.
I ask the Minister to investigate this enormous shortfall and to examine the possibility
of increasing the allocation of funds for housing in the electorate of Warrnambool thus
enabling my constituents with urgent needs to be satisfactorily accommodated.
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The Government has stated that it demonstrates a real care for the welfare of people on
low incomes and, indeed, in the welfare bracket, so I urge the Government to address this
serious problem of inadequate housing. One thing a person should expect in this day and
age is to be housed in satisfactory accommodation. I ask the Minister for Housing to
address the problem.
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-At the request of the Essendon City Council I raise with the
Minister for Local Government a matter concerning long service leave reserves.
The House will be aware of a requirement for the provision oflong service leave reserves
in local authorities. The State Government has acted to dispose of the provision of sinking
funds because it is an archaic provision. It may be a reasonable argument in the private
sector to ensure that the provision of long service leave is protected in the event of a
takeover or the folding of a company.
In local authorities-certainly at local government level-it is necessary to recognize
the provision for long service leave and that liability can be taken up in a number of ways,
not the least being recognition within the assets of the authority. It is not necessary to
invest $500000, as is the requirement in the case of the Essendon City Council, in a
sinking fund. It is much more sensible to use the money to provide services for the benefit
of the community. There is no need to keep the money in a sinking fund. The money
should be recognized in the financial statement of the council.
I repeat that the liability for long service leave needs to be recognized within the assets
but it is not necessary to establish a reserve. It is, in fact, contrary to the economic policies
of the State Government and the reforms carried out in relation to accounting methods. I
ask the Minister to investigate the matter to determine whether changes affecting local
authorities can be introduced.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for Public
Works. It relates specifically to a public freedom of information request made on 7
November last year by my colleague in another place, Mr Birrell. I shall quote the freedom
of information request for the benefit of the Minister. It is for a copy of:
The Report of the agency's "Effectiveness Review Committee" and the inter-agency Memos and Reports (in
1983 and 1984) which comment on the Committee's recommendations.

That is as they affect the structure and role of the Public Works Department. My colleague
and I are concerned that the usual merry-go-round has taken place and the usual carefully
contrived letter has been issued.
In this instance, the honourable member in another place has had the usual rejections
covered by section 28 (1) (b) and (d) of the Freedom of Information Act, which, simply
put, means that the matter was the subject of Cabinet consideration and of section 30,
which deals with a matter for further consideration.
Indeed, the Opposition applied under the provisions of the Act for an internal review,
which was done on 8 February. On 5 March this year the Secretary of the Department of
the Premier and Cabinet advised the Opposition that the information would not be made
available and that, so far as the Government was concerned, the Opposition could take
the matter to either the County Court or to the newly formed Administrative Appeals
Tribunal.
I make it clear to the Government that the Opposition is prepared to do that, but would
not have thought that a matter such as this should have been classed as privileged
information. Indeed, if one reads the annual report of the Public Works Department for
1983-84, one notes a number of references on pages 6 and 7 of that report to the work of
the Effectiveness Review Committee.
However, there are references in the annual report that cause the Opposition some
concern. The Opposition wonders what the Government has to hide. Does somebody
have his or her hand in the till? The Opposition is not suggesting that that is the case.
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Honourable members interjecting.

Mr GUDE-The Auditor-General, in dealing with the annual report, states specifically
that the Public Works Department does not account for all of the debtors and creditors
that it should. The Opposition wonders whose hand is in the till. The annual report also
refers to further changes that will take place in the department with regard to a planning
and co-ordination role. The Opposition wonders who will be covered by the plan and who
will do the co-ordinating. The Opposition asks the Government how many will be involved
in this new role. Will another, bigger bureaucracy be created within the administration of
the department?
The Government claims to be streamlining procedures. Many employers in the State
will attest to the need to streamline procedures of the administration of the department.
One has only to be a party to a contract for the department and try to seek payment to
understand exactly what I am talking about. I appreciate that the Minister has only
recently assumed responsibility for this portfolio. No one is blaming him for what might
have occurred in the administration of the department in the past couple of years. I ask
him as the new Minister to review the request that has been made by the Opposition and
determine whether there is anything to hide. If there is nothing to hide, the report should
be made available to the Opposition by the end of the week.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I refer to recent speculation on the possibility of
Totalizator Agency Board agencies being established in hotels in Victoria. Recently the
Minister for Sport and Recreation visited South Australia to examine the operations of
the Totalizator Agency Board agencies in hotels.
I am concerned at what could happen to established agencies in smaller country towns
in Victoria which have provided a valuable service to the punter. I ask the Minister for
Sport and Recreation to inform the House what will happen if a wholesale approval is
given for the establishment of Totalizator Agency Board agencies in hotels throughout
Victoria.
If that occurs there would not be enough business in the small country areas to maintain
the existing agencies, such as the one at Edenhope, which recently experienced problems.
That agency typifies those known as class 3 agencies. I ask the Minister to indicate what
he has in mind in the foreseeable future in regard to the operation of the Totalizator
Agency Board agencies.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Transport concerns the effect of the new train time-tables in the Werribee electorate.
Before raising the specific matter, I indicate that there has been widespread praise for the
improved services in Werribee as a consequence of the new time-tables. The matter
concerns the public transport service between Laverton and the Altona North Technical
School and industries in the North Altona area. I direct the attention of the Minister to
claims from Cr Southwick, the Liberal bagman in the area and Councillor of the Shire of
Werribee, and by Mr Ken Mclntyre of the Public Transport Users Association, that were
reported at page 11 of the Sun of Saturday, 13 April. The statements attributed to those
gentlemen include the claim that students travelling from Laverton to Altona North
Technical School will now have to catch a bus 8 kilometres back to the school and that
parents will have to find an extra $6 a week to cover the bus fares.
It is also claimed that the Government promised a Government bus to take the children
directly to the school. I also direct attention to a comment attributed to Mr Ken Davis
that at least 35 workers who have been using the Paisley railway station, which is now
closed, will have to drive to work. My inquiries suggest that those statements are simply
untrue. I am not surprised to find that result as it is not unusual to find that the statements
made by the Liberal spokesmen are simply untrue. They are nothing but an attempt to get
a cheap political headline and cheap publicity to attract support for the party.
Session 1985-9
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In those circumstances it was to be expected. I seek an assurance from the Minister for
the people of the electorate, particularly students travelling from Laverton to Altona North
Technical School and workers travelling to the industry complex in North Altona, that
adequate services are available for them. For example, I understand that the bus service
now provided from the Altona railway station to the Altona North Technical School, a
distance of 4 kilometres, will provide an adequate service and probably an improved
service for the students. There will not be any increased costs to parents or students as a
consequence of the new time-table arrangements.
Futhermore, my inquiries suggest that bus services being provided will enable workers
in the industrial plants to use public transport to reach work. I seek an assurance from the
Minister that the information I have obtained is correct, that the statements attributed to
the Liberal Party member and one other person are untrue and that an adequate and
satisfactory service will be maintained.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-The Minister for Education is no doubt aware of the nonprovision of funding for excursion transport costs for school children. The council of
Caulfield Primary School has contacted me, through its secretary, Mr lan McGowan, with
the request that, in view of the fact that considerable State revenue is provided for free
public transport and free admission to metropolitan race meetings and other recreational
functions, the Government consider the provision of free transport to school groups to go
on approved Education Department excursions.
The school council, at its February meeting this year, passed a resolution requesting
that the Government provide free public transport to school children travelling on approved
excursions. It is an arrangement that would be of benefit not only to the school children of
Caulfield Primary School but also to school children in all Government schools in Victoria.
The matter should receive the sympathetic and earnest consideration of the Minister.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-The matter I raise with the Minister for Transport concerns
the rail service from Geelong to Melbourne. All honourable members know what the rail
service used to be like under the administration of the former Liberal Government: The
red rattlers were cold boxes in winter, hot boxes in summer and a health hazard in spring.
Since the Cain Government came to power the accommodation on trains has been
improved. The trains now run more frequently, and fewer trains run late compared with
previous years.
A problem exists with the 6.40 a.m. train to Melbourne. Yesterday I travelled on that
train at the request of a constituent and found that it had seating accommodation for 258
passengers but, in fact, 283 passengers travelled on the train. By the time the train left
North Geelong, the first-class car was booked out and no seats were available. The
passengers who boarded the train at Lara had to stand up all the way to Melbourne.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
Malvern raised a matter of concern regarding the Oakleigh City Council. If the honourable
member will make available to me the details he cited to the House-which included
events that took place in September 1982 in regard to which he has a statutory declaration
of July 1983-1 shall endeavour to investigate the case. It seems to me that there has been
quite a lengthy period during which the honourable member has not taken appropriate
action on his expressed concern.
I also point out that I have an invitation from officers of the Oakleigh City Council to
meet with them to discuss the Government's administration in local government. I have
accepted that invitation and propose to discuss with them the restructuring of local
government, proportional representation, triennial elections and other steps that will
make local government in Victoria an efficient and effective third tier of government. I
have received many similar requests from municipalities throughout Victoria, and I am
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sure the policies of this Government will be endorsed and appreciated by all councillors
as I move around Victoria and explain them.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I was interested in the comments of the new honourable
member for Brighton, who once again demonstrates that he misunderstands the forms of
the House. A similar case occurred with respect to the State Insurance Office during
question time, despite the fact that I accorded with the wishes of the Leader of the
Opposition to table the State Insurance Office report on the Thursday before Easter. I
tabled the report in accordance with the wishes of the Leader of the Opposition, but it
took the honourable member for Brighton half a day to find out. He has now attempted to
raise with me a matter which is listed on the Notice Paper in any case. With regard to that
matter, I look forward to debating the issue at the appropriate time.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-The honourable member for
Greensborough raised with me a matter to be referred to the Minister for Community
Services relating to the adoption legislation which was proclaimed last Monday. I am sure
all honourable members would agree that that legislation was an outstanding success and
probably one of the rare exceptions where there was almost unanimous agreement in both
Houses of Parliament on the procedures regarding adoption. Although former Ministers
may have been somewhat nervous about even tackling that area, I am sure all honourable
members would agree that the honourable member for Greensborough, in her capacity as
Minister for Community Welfare Services, handled the matter expeditiously.
The honourable member mentioned that she attended a meeting of the Jigsaw
organization this evening where a number of matters were raised with her, particularly the
pressure on voluntary agencies caused by the existing backlog in the handling of adoption
information.
I will take up the matter with the Minister for Community Services to determine
whether she can provide assistance to ensure that voluntary agencies, which do such an
outstanding job in this area, can carry out that task properly.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The honourable member for Caulfield raised
the issue of transport costs for legitimate school excursions. He seemed to indicate that, in
his view, free public transport ought to be made available for these purposes. However, he
did not indicate who should pay for this, whether schools should meet the costs from
grants that they receive or from moneys that they may raise from parents, whether
transport authorities should meet the cost, or whether the Education Department should
pay for this service from its budget.
In this House, the Opposition spends a good deal of its time calling for restraint in
Government expenditure, yet some members of the Opposition time and again ask for
additional Government expenditure on new programs. In this case, I am prepared to have
discussions with officers from the finance branch of the Education Department. I remind
members of the Opposition that for every new service introduced someone has to pay.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-Two matters were raised for my attention, the
first concerning the question of the new train time-table as it applies to Werribee. Timetable changes in that area have resulted already in an increased patronage of services. One
would imagine that the Leader of the Opposition, who is interjecting, would have no
understanding about this, as he has little understanding about anything. No one lost more
in the last election than he did because of his incapacity to know what the people of
Victoria were thinking-not only did he lose the chance of gaining Government but also
he lost a lot of money.
The operation of trains on the Altona line through the loop has resulted in a saving of
two train sets and eight crew on the previous time-table. Again, the Leader of the Op~sition
interjects. He may not understand the meaning of what I have said; he may think that
somehow it is to do with the toys that he plays with in his bath but, in fact, this is about
new train services that are available through the Met system.
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The level of train services operating from Werribee has been increased dramatically.
Generally, the increase has been from 58 to 70 services each day on that line, which is a
major improvement and increase. In addition, there has been an increase in the capacity
to go straight through to the city and connect to the underground loop.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, the Minister for
Transport obviously is reading from a document, which he has now taken back with him
to his seat. I request that he identify the source of the document and that he makes it
available to Parliament.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I am happy to make the document available. It
is a memorandum-not a press release-that has been prepared by my officers. In addition
to increases in the number of trains and the fact that they now go through the loop rather
than having to terminate at Newport, there is also a much higher percentage of express
trains operating for part of the journey.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a further point of order, Mr Speaker, I
point out that the Minister is now deliberately reading his answer, and I ask you to rule
that he is contravening the traditions and Standing Orders of this place.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is no point of order. As the Leader of the Opposition is
well aware, if the Minister wishes to refer to notes, that is his prerogative.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-One can understand why the Leader of the
Opposition is protecting the councillor in Werribee who has been making these outrageous
suggestions that have obviously been ignored by the commuter population of the area.
Extra trains are now operating on the Altona line; the service runs after 6 p.m., and the
trains do not terminate at Newport.
The SPEAKER-Order! I suggest to the Minister that he should not refer extensively
to his notes.
Mr ROPER-The first part of the matter raised by the honourable member for Werribee
relates to improvements to the Werribee service. The second part relates to the Altona
line where significant improvements have been made. The third part relates to the decision
taken concerning a new arrangement of stations in that area which involved the closure of
Mobiltown station in January and of the Paisley and Galvin stations on Sunday. Those
stations were patronized by very few patrons-approximately 200 between them-and,
after discussion with patrons, it was decided that the extent of expenditure on those
stations could not be justified.
Indeed, it is estimated that the cost per patron of operating those stations was some
$2000 a year.
Mr Kennett-Was it $2000 a year or $2000 a week?
Mr ROPER-It was $2000 a year, or slightly below $40 a week. The Leader of the
Opposition would be able to work that out himself, ifhe knew how to operate a calculator.
Efforts have been made to alleviate problems in relation, say, to the Altona North
Technical School and the problems were overcome for as many of those students as
possible. My Ministry has already received material from the Point Gellibrand High
School commenting on the improved situation for students at that school as a result of the
changes.
In any of these changes a number of people will be disadvantaged. The aim of the
change, particularly on the northern group of lines, was to improve the service for the vast
majority.
Although the Leader of the Opposition may be tired and emotional, other honourable
members certainly are not. My Ministry is aiming to improve the service. Consultation
will continue with local members and groups in the areas concerned in an effort to
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continue the improvements, which will result in higher patronage of the train services.
Increased patronage is already occurring.
The changes will also have the effect-I am sure the honourable member for Hawthorn
would be aware ofthis-ofimproving services on the Geelong line by taking them through
the Westona area. The honourable member may live in Hawthorn now but he had a
previous career and I am sure he is interested in the information I am providing.
The honourable member for Geelong raised the issue of Geelong trains. As a result of
the new time-tables, additional services have been provided and additional carriages have
been placed on some services. Problems still exist with the Geelong line and they need to
be addressed and overcome. One of the reasons for the problems on the Geelong line is
that a greater number of people wish to use the services of VjLine. There has been an 8
per cent increase in the use of VjLine services.
The Leader of the Opposition may not like that statistic, but none the less that is the
case. The Government must ensure that the services continue to provide the incentive for
more people to travel by train. The Government will certainly do so.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
Essendon mentioned long service leave and the sinking fund. I will have the matter
investigated and provide him with more advice.
The honourable member for Warrnambool raised a matter for the attention of the
Minister for Housing about a claim for housing funds; the Minister has indicated that that
information will be provided to the honourable member in accordance with Government
policy.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-The honourable member for Hawthorn
raised a matter concerning a request by Mr Birrell in another place that an Effectiveness
Review Committee report be released to him. This matter has not been brought to my
attention. I cannot say why that is the case. I spoke to the honourable member for
Hawthorn on the telephone concerning a briefing by the director-general of the department
and he did not raise the matter at that time. The honourable member has not contacted
me about it.
The honourable member for Hawthorn then went on with some garble about the Public
Works Department being inefficient. I assure him that I have full confidence in my
department. He also made a statement that someone in the department may have had a
hand in the till. I assure the honourable member that no one in my department has done
so, and if anyone should know about hands in the till, I remind the honourable member
that he belonged to a former Government that knew something about land deals when
people had their hands in the till.
Further to the honourable member's request that I release a report before the end of this
week, I will not concede to that request. I ask the honourable member to write to me and
I will consider the request.
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-The honourable member for Lowan
referred to the future of Totalizator Agency Board agencies in country towns such as
Edenhope. In all other States, agencies are permitted to operate on licensed premises. The
Government is considering a request from the community on the issue.
The proposal is not to replace any current agency, and to install an alternative agency in
the local hotel or licensed premises. The proposal is to allow that to happen in local
communities where there is currently no agency, especially in small country towns where
it has not been economic to establish an agency. In future, if it is decided to establish
agencies in smaller towns, the proposal is that there will not be any restriction on whether
the agency is sited in a local hotel, store or local club.
The issue raises two important aspects: Firstly, the Costigan report was concerned about
the crime of starting-price bookmaking operating in hotels. Many hotelkeepers have SP

261

92

ASSEMBLY

17 April 1985

Adjournment

bookmaking operations on their premises without their knowledge. That has been proven
in the past. Secondly, the proposal would provide a service to members of the public who
may want to bet on the three racin~ codes, o.r perhaps on the football, when there is no
agency in the town. If the local hotel IS thought to be the most appropriate place to establish
an agency, consideration has not been given to what will happen.
I do not envisage any local Totalizator Agency Board agency being replaced by the
installation of an agency on licensed premises. The Government has had discussions with
the Federated Clerks Union of Australia on this matter and has pointed out that if that
system is introduced in Victoria, it will provide a service in areas where such services were
not available; for example, in a country town or a holiday resort where few people live
during the year but to which many people travel during the holiday period and wish to
have a bet.
It is not envisaged that Totalizator Agency Board agencies will be replaced unless
extreme circumstances occur such as the rent doubling or tripling, but I do not foresee
that.
Under section 116 of the Racing Act, before the Totalizator Agency Board can open any
new agency it must obtain the permission of the Minister of the day. Although that section
does not relate to the closure of agencies, it has been the practice in the past for the
Minister of the day to give permission. Therefore, before any move is made towards
opening or closing an agency, the Minister of the day will be consulted. No consideration
has been given to the establishment of Totalizator Agency Board agencies on licensed
premises to alter the present position.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 11.12 p. m.
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The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 10.34 a.m and read the
prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

VICTORIA PROJECT
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I refer the Minister for Transport to the
statement made yesterday by the Leader of the Government in another place that over-all
responsibility for the Victoria project rests with the Minister for Transport. Will the
honourable gentleman confirm if investigations recently undertaken by the AttorneyGeneral include requests for information and comment from Mr Costigan, QC, and/or
the Stewart Royal Commission?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-As the Leader of the Opposition would have
learnt yesterday and on previous days, if he had been listening, the Premier has clearly
stated that the project is excellent for the State and will add significantly to the development
of Melbourne. He stated that procedures are at present being concluded on the planning
arrangements for the proposal.
As the Premier said yesterday, the Liberal Party tries to knock any major development
in the State. It knocked the Portland project and it is knocking the proposed Victoria
project. The Opposition is opposed to development occurring in Victoria. This project has
been and will continue to be thoroughly examined by the Government.
Mr Kennett inteIjected.
Mr ROPER-That has not yet been finalized, as the Premier said yesterday. The
Government expects the project to go ahead and to be a significant success in inner
Melbourne.

ILLEGAL ABORTIONS
Mr HANN (Rodney)-I ask the Minister for Transport, as the representative of the
Minister for Health, whether the Government has decided not to prosecute a doctor who
carried out an illegal abortion at a private hospital in Preston in October 1983. If so, can
the Minister explain why the Government will not uphold the law on illegal abortions in
Victoria?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I shall refer the matter to the Minister for Health
in another place but I inform honourable members that appropriate inquiries were made
by the Victoria Police and others on the matter and action will be taken on the basis of
their advice.

PORTLAND ALUMINIUM SMELTER
Mr FOGARTY (Sunshine)-Will the Premier inform honourable members of the current
state of the development of the Portland aluminium smelter project and the volume of
contracts already let to that particular development?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am pleased to inform the House that considerable progress has
been made on the construction of the Portland smelter since the Government was able to
ensure that the project was restarted last August. Work commenced on 8 November 1984
and since that time commitments totalling $120 million have been entered into. The total
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personnel on site now exceeds 550 and about 1000 people are employed off the site.
Considerable employment implications are consequent upon the restarting of the project.
It is expected that the numbers on site will exceed 1000 within the next few weeks.
Twelve major contracts are expected to be let during the next three weeks. They will
include large electrical contracts, the construction of various amenities, buildings and the
building of furnaces for ingot casting. A locally-based consultative committee meets
monthly to consider issues associated with the smelter and all its implications for the
people of Portland, the work force and the parties involved.
I noted this morning a response from the Portland City Council to the rating agreement.
The Government said all along that the matter should be resolved by the council. If it
cannot resolve the problem, as I said earlier, an arbitrator will be appointed. The
Government will ensure that any housing problems that arise are adequately dealt with.
The Government has approved the appointment of a housing co-ordinator to deal with
the pressures that one would expect with a large influx of people into Portland. His main
role will be to ensure a steady flow of people who are prepared to invest in and develop
appropriate housing in the town and wherever else housing will be required.
The Government is generally pleased with the progress that has been made and I am
sure the people of Victoria will be pleased with that progress. Unlike the Opposition, the
Government regards it as a significant development that should be encouraged in every
way, not discouraged in every way. The Liberal Party seems to regard its role in life as one
of disagreement. The Liberal Party has taken every opportunity to play down the
significance of the smelter project and to discourage all those who have been involved in
its success.

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-Can the Minister for Transport give the House an assurance
that Essington Ltd and its principals are fit and proper persons to enter into a contract
with the Victorian Government?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-It would appear that the Liberal Party has
decided to use Parliament to smear people carrying on business, not only in Victoria but
also in all States of Australia. It seems to have decided to try to damage one of the most
significant projects in Melbourne by smear and innuendo.
The Premier made it quite clear in the House yesterday that the proper processes were
being followed in finalizing the agreement with EKG Developments Ltd and those processes
will be continued to finalize the agreement.

GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENTS
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer the Premier to the appointment by the
. Government of four defeated former Labor members of Parliament to highly-paid
Government positions and the Premier's statement when coming to office in 1982 that
there would be no jobs for the boys while he was Premier of Victoria. How does the
Premier explain or justify these appointments, taking into account the procedure laid
down by the Public Service Board that there should be equal opportunity in job selection
for jobs set down by the Government?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-One matter should be made very clear: There have been no new
permanent appointments to the Victorian Public Service' of former members of Parliament
by this Government since the 1982 election. Mr Robert Miller was appointed to a position
for a term of five years. The Government and, I believe, all members of Parliament would
regard him as being totally qualified to fulfil that position. It is a position the Government
.
has been seeking to ,fill for some time.
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Two former members of Parliament, Mr Tony Sheehan and Mr Graham Ihlein, have
been chosen by Ministers to assist them in their capacities as Ministers. Those are
appointments at the will of the Minister. The fourth person involved is Mr David Gray
who has been reappointed as a permanent public servant under section 30 of the
Constitution Act Amendment Act. He had an entitlement as a public servant before he
came into this place. He has simply exercised his right to be reappointed.
What the Government has done is in marked contrast to what the Opposition did. Does
the Opposition suggest that former members are unqualified to assist in the business of
Government? Does it suggest that Dr Kevin Foley, who was appointed by the Government
to perform a function and did a good job, was unqualified?
The Government believed Dr Kevin Foley had a lot to offer and he did his job well.
Does the Opposition suggest that Mr George Cox, the defeated member for Mitcham in
1982, was not qualified to serve on the staff of the Leader of the Opposition? George Cox
was appointed by the Leader of the Opposition to his staff. The Leader of the Opposition
interjects saying that he did not appoint him. Nevertheless he was on his staff and he was
on the staff of the former Leader, Mr Lindsay Thompson. He was appointed to serve on
that staff because the Opposition believed that as a former member he had some capacity
to fulfil that position.
If the respective Ministers believe Mr Tony Sheehan and Mr Graham Ihlein have that
capacity, why should they not be appointed? I believe they are right and those persons will
capably fill those positions.
It is not something from which the Federal Parliamentary Liberal Party shies away
either. Mr Barry Simon served on the staff of Mr Peacock for some time. What is wrong
with that?
The Labor Government has ensured that all appointments made are of people who are
able to do the job and that they are the best people offering. That position will continue.
As at April 1985 the public sector is immeasureably better served by competent officers
than it was in 1982.

VICTORIAN BANKRUPTCIES
Mr REMINGTON (Melbourne)-Can the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources provide the House with details of bankruptcies in this State and how those
figures compare with the details for other States?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I thank the
honourable member for his interest in this matter. Recently I received from Federal
Government authorities the latest statistics dealing with bankruptcies across Australia. It
has been a matter raised from time to time within this Chamber. I am pleased to inform
honourable members that for the twelve-month period from 31 December 1983 to 31
December 1984 there has been a reduction of 8·2 per cent in bankruptcies right across
Australia. It is a good indication that the economic policy of the national Government is
having a significant impact in this country.
I thought there might have been an interjection from members of the Opposition asking
for the Victorian figures. The advice I have received shows that, although the figure
Australia-wide is 8·2 per cent, in Victoria there has been a reduction of more than 22 per
cent in the number of bankruptcies.
Mr Brown-What about Queensland!
Mr FORDHAM-I take up the interjection of the honourable member for Gippsland
West about Queensland. It is a matter of some concern to all Australians that in Queensland
there has been an increase of 26 per cent in bankruptcies. I thank the honourable member
for raising that matter because I was hesitant to appear to be political; however, I provide
that in the interest of information to the House.
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This reinforces the repeated comments of the Premier and the Treasurer that Victoria
is leading the economic recovery in Australia. It is a matter of some regret that Queensland
is dragging the chain and it is not surprising that the Queensland Government IS trying to
divert attention from the parlous state of the Queensland economy through outrageous
actions that are now under way in that State.

VICTORIA PROJECT
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I direct my question to the Minister for Transport and ask
whether the Government is prepared to use its compulsory acquisition powers in respect
of the St Francis Church land for the Victoria project.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-As honourable members are aware, the
announced arrangements concerning the Victoria project are that the company is
responsible for ensuring that adequate planning approvals are obtained and for getting
together the land package. There is no reason to change those arrangements.

PROPOSED MELBOURNE CENTRAL DEVELOPMENT
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-My question to the Premier concerns the proposed
Melbourne central development and I ask what requirements are laid down in the present
heads of agreement for further inquiry prior to a development agreement being finalized.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The heads of agreement are quite clear and specific. I endeavoured
to make it clear yesterday, but apparently it was not clear to some members of the
Opposition and the National Party who, as the Minister for Transport said, seem to want
to create an atmosphere that there is something wrong, and that nothing happens in
Victoria or Melbourne that is any good and that there must be some sleaze factor.
The heads of agreement are clear. They require that the developer shall deliver to the
Government full and complete details to the satisfaction of the State demonstrating
several requirements. This is to be done before the formal agreement is signed.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr CAIN-I have told the Leader of the Opposition what those requirements are, he
has not listened. I have told him in this place and elsewhere, but he has chosen not to
listen. The Leader of the Opposition chooses to continue shooting from the mouth without
thinking, just saying the first thing that pops into his head. It is time the public realized
how the Leader of the Opposition behaves and it is time members of the Opposition
realized what they have in front of them and what a liability he is.
The agreement states that the company will supply to the satisfaction of the State, firstly,
the preferred developer's capacity and ability to fulfil its obligations under the development
agreement including planning, design, construction, completion and letting of the
development; secondly, the preferred developer's method and source of funding the
development; and thirdly, that the preferred developer has appropriate financial support
from its parent organization and, if required by the State, the parent organization will
guarantee the preferred developer's obligations under the developer's agreement.
That is the way this Government cond~cts its business. The Government will ensure
that those requirements are carried out to its satisfaction and to the satisfaction of the
people of Victoria. That is the threshold that must be crossed and the Government will
ensure that it is crossed properly.

VICTORIA POLICE FORCE
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-I ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services whether
Victorian traffic policemen have been set quotas or targets for the number of motorists to
be booked in a given time and/or the amount or revenue tQ be extracted in fines.
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Mr MAT HEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-No.

REMOVAL OF BLUE HARRIS CARRIAGES
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-I direct my question to the Minister for Transport.
Following the decision of the former Minister of Transport to scrap the Harris carria~es
that contain the troublesome asbestos material, will those carriages be taken from V/LIne
property to the wrecking yards by private contractors, or will they be taken by V/Line
equipment using V/Line staff'?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The current arrangement is that they are to be
taken by truck to the dumping sites. Naturally V/Line is always examining ways in which
it can carry out those functions as they arise and, if changes are required to improve the
method of getting rid of the blue Harris trains, those changes will occur.

EMPLOYMENT CONDITIONS
Mrs WILSON (Dandenong North)-Is the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Affairs aware of the proposals to deregulate youth wages, abolish long service leave and
penalty rates and reduce the number of women in the work force?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-I thank the honourable
member for her question. Yes, I am aware of proposals of that nature. In fact, the Opposition
will be spending Sunday discussing just such proposals.
Mr Brown-Government administration!
Mr CRABB-That is right. The Government has from time to time considered ways of
increasing employment in this State and it regards as lunatic the proposition that the
abolition of long service leave would increase employment. Can any honourable member
imagine how the abolition of long service leave will increase employment? It would
probably have the opposite effect. The abolition of all penalty rates was another issue that
the Opposition floated before the last election.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, I am prepared to have
the agenda of the Liberal Party State Council read out but I cannot see how it affects State
Government business.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-On the point of
order raised by the Leader of the Opposition, he has, in fact, made the point that the
Government is a long way ahead of the Opposition, as all the items on the agenda have no
relevance to the Government and will not be relevant in the future.
The SPEAKER-Order! I do not uphold the point of order. I am not aware that the
Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs is reading from an agenda; he is replying
to a question.
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-One of the penalty
rates the Liberal Party has suggested should be abolished is the loading for casual
employment. Currently, if one is employed on a casual basis one is paid a loading. If that
were abolished why would anyone want to employ a person full-time when it would be
possible, through casual employment, to use the services of the employee only when it
suited the employer? Employers would not have to pay holiday pay, long service leave or
sick leave. That single act would do more to destroy the rational basis for employment
than almost any other act one could imagine.
If that loading were taken away, a casual worker would receive the same pay as a fulltime worker, but would not receive long service leave, holiday payor 38 hours' work a
week. It would utterly destroy the basis of employment in this State and be to the detriment
of every employed person. That is one of the crazy propositions that have come from the
Opposition.
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Perhaps the most remarkable proposition that has come from the Liberal Party and
people associated with it in recent times is the recommendation systematically to increase
the spouse allowance in order to reduce the number of women in the work force. I
understood that the increasing number of women in the work force was a matter to be
supported.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-On a point of order, clearly the Minister at this stage is
simply debating the policies of the Opposition, which have no relation-Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order!
Mr PLOWMAN-He was debating the propositions that might be policies of the
Opposition, which have nothing to do with his administration as a Minister. In my view,
the Minister is completely out of order in answering the question, which I believe was out
of order in the first place.
The SPEAKER-Order! I do not uphold the point of order but I ask the Minister to
come back to the question and answer it.
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-I was asked whether I
was aware of proposals to do various things, including deregulate wages, abolish long
service leave and penalty rates and reduce the number of women in the work force.
I am aware of this but I was not aware, until the honourable member for Evelyn spoke,
that they were the policies of the Opposition. It appears they are. This demonstrates how
out of touch the Opposition is in terms of addressing the needs of the unemployed in this
State.
I can assure the House that the Government will not apply those lunatic measures but
will continue to lead the economic recovery in this country and to increase the rate of
employed persons in the State, as it has done over the past three years.

VICTORIA PROJECT
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-My question to the Premier follows an
answer given by him regarding the Victoria project. If in fact there is nothing to be
concerned about with regard to the companies involved in that development, and if the
Plemier does not want there to be any misunderstanding within the community, will he
now simply clarify whether the investigations by the Attorney-General have included
requests for information and comment from Mr Costigan, QC, and/or the Stewart Royal
Commission?
The SPEAKER-Order! I am advised that the question has hypothetical tones about it.
Therefore, will the honourable member rephrase the question?
Mr KF;NNETT-I ask the Premier, simply to clarify the bona fides of the companies
involved in the project. Will the Premier confirm or deny whether the investigations being
carried out by the Attorney-General include information or requests for information and
comment from Mr Costigan, QC, and/or the Stewart Royal Commission?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have indicated the nature of the examination that is to be
carried out by the Government and the requirements that are to be satisfied by the
developer .. under the heads of agreemeh~ entered. I should have thought they were
sufficiently clear f~r even the Leader of the Opposition to undetstand.·
.'
,

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I repeat, I should have thought those words were sufficiently clear for even
the Leader of the Opposition to understand the all-embracing nature of the investigation.
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NATIONAL PARTY CONFERENCE
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-In view of the understandably high feeling of revulsion
and non-acceptance of the industrial situation that exists in Queensland, can the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services inform the House of any special measures planned by
the Victoria Police when the Queensland Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs
visits the electorate I represent on Saturday to address the National Party conference?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The Government is
committed to defend the right of free speech, even for those who seek to deny it to others.
It is hoped that in due course Victoria's example in this respect will again be followed in
Queensland, to the very great advantage of the people of that State. There is no need for
the Victoria Police to be reminded of these matters. They will do their duty automatically.

DECENTRALIZED INDUSTRY PAYMENTS
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-Did the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
instruct the director-general of his department to send a circular letter to rural industries
stating that the Minister intends to revoke their status under the Decentralized Industry
Incentive Act even though such a direction will result in bankruptcies?
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I have sent no
such letter. If the honourable member had rephrased his question he would have realized
that the matter had been raised here before. My predecessor did send a letter which in no
sense would render rural industries bankrupt.
It was simply a requirement under previous decisions announced and debated in
Parliament on the restructuring of Government assistance to country industries. It will
not affect by one iota the commitment made by the former Minister for that phase-out,
and that has been made clear to all industries across Victoria.

ADVISORY COUNCIL FOR INTER-GOVERNMENT RELATIONS
Mr CAIN (Premier)-By leave, I move:
That there be presented to this House a copy of the report of the Advisory Council for Inter-government
Relations for the year ended 31 August 1984.

The motion was agreed to.
Mr CAIN (Premier) presented the report in compliance with the foregoing order.
It was ordered that the report be laid on the table.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Egg Industry Stabilization Act 1973-Report of the Poultry Farmer Licensing Committee for the sixteen
months ended 30 June 1984.
Industrial Training Commission-Report for the year 1983-84-0rdered to be printed.
Ombudsman-Report for the year 1983-84-0rdered to be printed.

GRIEVANCES
The SPEAKER-Order! The question is:
That grievances be noted.

Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-In speaking to the first grievance debate in the new
Parliament, I inform honourable members that early in the life of the second Cain
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Government, the Labor Party has betrayed Victorian youth by failing to carry through
and provide the places and opportunities for further education and training which the
Government trumpeted about during the last State election campaign.
Today in Victoria there are approximately 6000 students who completed their higher
school certificate examinations in secondary schools last year but yet are unable to find
places in tertiary institutions. Both the former Minister and the present Minister for
Education interject by saying that it has nothing to do with the State. Those interjections
are typical Government responses. Whenever the Government is cornered and found to
have deceived the community, as has happened repeatedly, it looks for a scapegoat. On
this occasion the Government will attempt to claim that this area is the responsibility of
the Commonwealth Government.
Australia is governed Federally and at a State level by Labor Governments. Those
Governments in complicity have conspired in a process of deception of Victorians by
claiming that there are equal opportunities for young people in Victoria to pursue further
education, when in fact there are no such opportunities.
Since 1982 in Victoria there has been a massive explosion in the number of young
people who have been refused places in tertiary institutions. In 1982, when the Cain
Government assumed office, approximately 1000 successful higher school certificate
candidates failed to obtain places in tertiary institutions.
Since then the list has exploded to 6000 students, even though they have attained,
standards of excellence in their higher school certificate examinations which on former
standards would have entitled them to places in the faculties to which they aspired.
The Government has treated these young people cruelly, because they are the achievers
of the present young generation.
After working hard for twelve years in primary and secondary school and being
encouraged to remain at school because the Government has wanted to increase the
retention rate in secondary schools, many find that they cannot obtain employment. These
young Victorians have taken up the challenge and accepted the promise of the Premier
and his Ministers that if they remained at secondary school they would be able to pursue
further education and training. The cruel reality is that after working hard and obtaining
the passes that they were told, in good faith, by their teachers would gain them entry to
tertiary institutions, they find that it is not possible. Their plight is desperate because they
have nowhere else to go.
There is no advantage in them returning to secondary school and repeating the higher
school certificate examination because they will then be a year older and many already
have excellent passes after completing the higher school certificate the first time. In addition,
if they apply for entry to a tertiary institution in the following year, they will be penalized
by up to ten to fifteen points for having completed higher school certificate examination
in two successive years. These young people are facing the prospect of seeking employment
-which, in many cases, they will not be able to find because of the increasing rate of
unemployment. Their hopes are dashed to the ground at an early age. They have accepted
the challenge and achieved the excellence that they were told they should achieve, but now
find that they have been deceived.
I call on the new Minister for Education, who has responsibility for this matter, to tackle
these problems and make a Ministerial statement as a matter of urgency during this
sessional period so that honourable members and the people of Victoria are informed of
the number of people who have been rejected from entry to tertiary institutions, and
details of his negotiations with the Commonwealth Government. I acknowledge that the
Minister has made representations to the Commonwealth for more funding for tertiary
institutions. I commend him for that action. However, it is not good enough for the
Government simply to say that it is making representations. The Government made
certain pledges to the electorate. It said it would continue to develop an education system
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that provides programs that meet the challenges of a changing and multi-cultural society
for every child and to give all citizens opportunities of retraining and lifelong education.
During the last election campaign the Australian Labor Party acknowledged that it is
vital to provide post-compulsory education opportunities for people aged sixteen to
nineteen years. It said that it would further broaden curriculum options in schools so that
all young people can take up their entitlement to a full education. The ALP policy statement
states:
We will provide further new places in TAFE colleges in 1986.
We will develop T AFE courses in neighbourhood houses and other community locations.
We will continue our strong representations to the Federal Government and the Tertiary Education Commission
to ensure that enough places are provided for Victorian students in universities and Colleges of Advanced
Education.

That is documentary evidence of what the Labor Party said it would do, but when it is put
to the test it is found wanting. What will the Government do for the 6000 young Victorians
now in the dreadful position of being unable to achieve the fulfilment that the Government
has conned them into believing they would be entitled to receive? It is a disgraceful
situation.

It is not only in tertiary institutions that the crisis exists. Cases that have been reported
to me provide examples that would break the hearts of all Australians. Young people in
Victoria who have completed Year 11 in technical schools and have wanted to participate
in tertiary orientation program courses or technical training courses have been unable to
find places in T AFE colleges or in other courses available in technical schools that provide
T AFE courses.
I have received a report about a young boy who achieved average grades-mostly Bsin Year 11. That is a reasonable performance for a person who wants to take up the tertiary
orientation program course. However, he was refused entry to the course because there
was an insufficient number of places. I am told that there are three times as many people
applying for entry into the TOP courses in this State as there are places in the course.
There are not enough positions, and yet the Government has been re-elected on the major
platform that it would guarantee further education or job opportunities for all fifteeen to
eighteen-year-old Victorians! Evidence already exists to suggest that young Victorians in
this State have been conned. That is a shameful betrayal of the Victorian youth by the
Government, which failed once again to fulfil its promises.
The same occurred with the public hospital system, where the Government, along with
the Federal Government, told Victorians that they were entitled to free public hospital
care on demand. However, when people went to the hospitals they were put on a waiting
list which has exploded to about 22 000 persons since 1982. Once again the Victorian
Government, with its cohort, the Federal Government, is attempting to con the people of
Victoria and Australia. It is shamefully puttin~ people, particularly the young, at risk and
in a state of great disillusionment. The disillUSIonment is such that it will lead to the point
where many will suffer permanent personal damage.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I take this opportunity of speaking on behalf of the
National Party on one of the major problems facing Australia today, and that is the fuel
pricing structures that exist throughout Victoria and Australia. I have no need to mention
to the House that I have spoken on this subject on many previous occasions in Parliament
and that I am the National Party spokesman on fuel matters. The pricing of fuel and the
escalation of fuel prices are having a devastating effect on the economy of both Victoria
and Australia. The escalating fuel prices, particularly in recent years, have reached
astronomical levels, which cannot be acceptable to the Australian public. Some sections
of the community are affected more than others by the higher fuel prices. Everyone bears
the brunt of escalating costs, and that could be justifiably argued; I could argue that case
also, as I stated in my opening remarks. Fuel pricing in Australia is far too high for all
Australians, but if one lives in the metropolitan area, one has some sort of buffer because
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competition between the oil companies results in some sort of discounting and provides
some alleviation of the high cost of fuel. However, people living in country Victoria are
more advetsely affected by high fuel prices. If honourable members have driven around
Victoria and have noted the price of fuel, they would have realized that, whereas current
prices in many areas in Melbourne range from well below 50 cents a litre, prices in the
country are approximately 55 cents a litre.
Country Victorians are badly affected by higher fuel prices because they do not have
trams, trains and buses available to them as do those people living in the metropolitan
area. Country people have an absolute need for fuel to move from place to place and to be
able to operate in those areas. Those worst affected by the high fuel prices are the people
living out of the towns, those in the farming community who are operating as primary
producers. They must not only pay for fuel to travel around to country cities and towns
but they must also bear the cost of the fuel they use on their farms. The Federal Government
is requiring people in country areas to pay additional tax for the fuel they use in a farm
situation as if it were fuel that was being used to travel on the roads.
The argument that the Federal Government uses on many occasions on the need to tax
fuel is that revenue must be raised for the development of an adequate and improved road
network. However, fuel used by primary producers in off-road and on-farm applications
should not be taxed at the same rate as fuel that is being used generally by road users.

It must be recognized that Australia has an absolute need for fuel. It is a huge country
with a small population. Many people forget that the cost of fuel is an integral part of all
goods and services provided throughout Australia and that escalating fuel prices have a
direct result on the costs of goods and services. Action must be taken to control the price
of fuel at a uniformly lower level across Australia; otherwise a continuing escalation of
prices will have a devastating effect on the supply of goods and services in Australia.
Mr Cathie-Don't forget that a coalition Government introduced world parity pricing.
Mr JASPER-I have argued against world parity pricing for fuel since its introduction.
The coalition Liberal and National parties at a Federal level gave little, but some,
justification for world parity pricing; but there is no justification for the present Federal
Government continuing that policy.
Action must be taken by both State and Federal Governments to lower the price offuel.
Numerous and detailed investigations have been made into fuel pricing, but the present
position needs to be analysed and the history of fuel pricing studied. My father, who is a
79-year-old man and still working at our business in Rutherglen, started work in 1929. He
does not believe the Government will address the problems of fuel pricing. He does not
believe the Government will recognize the discrepancy because fuel pricing is being used
by Governments to raise revenue.
The time must come when action has to be taken by the State Government not only in
its jurisdiction but also in its representations to the Federal Government. As the Minister
for Education recognized, an integral part of fuel pricing today is the world parity pricing
policy that was introduced in 1977 by the coalition Federal Government. That was a
disastrous policy. I argued against actions taken by the National Party in coalition with
the Liberal Party with respect to that policy.
The justification made at the time was that Australia needed to conserve a limited
resource. At the time, the oil fields and discoveries at Bass Strait were considered to be
limited. Oil needed to be conserved because of its importance to the economy of Australia.
The higher prices for petrol would be used as a buffer against higher prices that may be
and, more likely, then would be introduced to Australia as the resource in Bass Strait and
other oil fields in Australia gradually was reduced, so that in the 1990s Australians would
be paying the world price for fuel. It was believed the price would escalate higher and
higher.
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The fuel price increases made by the present Federal Government now are made to
raise funds for consolidated revenue. That is the real reason for parity pricing policies
today. A definite analysis of the position on pricing of fuel today needs to be made to
obtain an absolute and clear understanding of what is happening.
The current parity price set by the Federal Government for fuel produced and sold out
of Bass Strait is $38.44 a barrel. This figure is due for review on 1 May 1985. I especially
want the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources to hear my remarks because he
has to make representations to the Federal Government about parity pricing for fuel
throughout Australia. At present the price is reviewed every two months because of the
reduction in the value of the Australian dollar against that of the American dollar. If the
Federal Government maintains its current parity pricing policy, it is estimated that the
cost of oil taken from Bass Strait will increase by between $5 and $6 a barrel on 1 May
1985. That will probably lead to an increase in the cost of fuel of approximately 4 cents a
litre at that time.
The world price for fuel is $28 a barrel. Australians are in the ridiculous situation of
owning a valuable resource and yet are being charged more for it than if the oil were
imported from overseas. That is a disastrous situation. If the policies of the Federal
Government are maintained, fuel prices will escalate.
The State Government has a case to answer as well. At present the State tax on fuel
stands at 7·8 per cent of the price of petrol. It is estimated that this financial year that tax
will return $185 million to the State Government and will raise the price of Victorian fuel
by $3.71 a litre.
This week, in answers to questions, the Victorian Government defended its position by
comparing the policies of the Victorian Government with those of the Queensland
Government. However, Queensland does not have a State fuel tax.
The oil companies are manipulating the market with the balance of the fuel price. Key
figures in the oil industry are using fuel prices to raise revenue by imposing higher petrol
prices in country areas where there is less competition. Petrol prices are discounted in the
metropolitan area where more competition exists and there is a need for oil companies to
maximize throughput as well as their percentage share of the market.
Theoretically there should be no greater difference in fuel prices throughout Australia
than 1·2 cents a litre. The Federal Government is subsidizing fuel with a freight differential
of 1·2 cents a litre which costs it approximately $130 million a year. This price equalization
scheme is not working because oil companies are manipulating fuel prices to consumers
right across Australia.
The State Government acted to try to improve the situation. The former Government
introduced legislation to establish a Prices Commissioner who had the power to set
wholesale and retail fuel prices.
The previous Liberal Government would not proclaim the legislation. I give credit to
the present Government for doing that and appointing a Prices Commissioner. The State
Government set the wholesale price for fuel and the theoretical retail price for fuel. That
had some effect in minimizing price increases. However, the Government was unable to
withstand the pressure brought on it, and it has removed itself from the situation of
maintaining a retail price for fuel.
The previous Liberal Government introduced legislation to protect lessees of oil
companies so that they could purchase up to 50 per cent of their fuel requirements from
companies other than the lessor oil companies. To some extent, that protected the lessees.
However, the oil companies are maintaining the lowest possible prices for fuel at companyowned sites. They are even selling fuel from depots to the detriment of the retailers.
Retailing of fuel across Victoria is in a mess. Depending on the pressures placed on them,
oil companies are altering the price of fuel accordingly.
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Honourable members must realize where the money is going. If one takes into account
the pricing structure I have outlined to the House regarding the parity pricing policy of the
Federal Government, the tax imposed by the State Government and the pricing by the oil
companies, one realizes that 60 per cent of the price of fuel goes to State and Federal
Governments; approximately 27 cents in every litre of fuel goes to the Federal Government
and almost 4 cents in every litre is paid to the State Government. From every litre of fuel,
31 cents is paid in tax. The balance is left for the oil companies to purchase the crude oil,
refine and distribute it and provide a profit margin for themselves as well as the retailers.
That does not leave much for the retailers.
If petrol sells in Melbourne for approximately 50 cents a litre, after subtracting the
amount paid in taxation, only 19 cents is left for the industry to handle fuel from the
production stage to delivery at the service station. That is a disastrous situation.
The Federal Government must break from the parity pricing policy which has proved
to be so disastrous throughout Australia. There may have been some justification for the
policy when it was introduced and it perhaps can be Justified now, but of the $4000 million
that is collected by the Federal Government, only $750 million is distributed to the States
for road construction. The balance of the funds is taken by the Federal Government for
consolidated revenue. To its credit, almost all of the funds collected by the State
Government are used for road construction and road related projects. The National Party
applauds that. However, I suggest that the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
should make strong representations to the Federal Government to ensure that it breaks
from the disastrous parity pricing policy which can no longer be justified.
It is disastrous that the price of fuel is escalating, particularly for those people in country
areas who must have it as they do not have an alternative. If the Federal Government
does not break from the parity pricing policy, consumers will be paying approximately 60
cents a litre for fuel in the future.

.

Mrs TONER (Greensborough)-My grievance relates to the lack of information readily
available to people who suffer from the gambling disease. The State Government receives
a considerable revenue from gambling. An examination of the Government's receipts and
expenditure for 1983-84 indicates that the Government received from the Tattersall's
organization $202697628; from the Totalizator Agency Board $72907 139 and from
various other betting instrumentalities the stamp duty was $12 823 750. That revenue is
important to the Government.
Most Australians enjoy gambling. For 75 per cent of Australians, gambling is an
important part of their social activities. Most Australians enjoy an outing to the races,
both the horses and the dogs. Some enjoy taking a ticket in Tattslotto or having a bet at
the local Totalizator Agency Board. Senior citizens in the electorate I represent often hire
a bus to take them to New South Wales to play the poker machines for the day. That is a
social event for them but for many other Australians gambling is an illness.
Every year many men and women are sentenced to a term of imprisonment or are sent
to attendance centres for offences which have arisen from their addiction to gambling. I
suggest that more information should be made available about where people for whom
gambling is a disease can seek assistance. That information should be available at places
where people go to place their bets. It is my understanding that in other States information
about Gamblers Anonymous is available but, for some reason, it is not available in betting
agencies and places where people can legally place a bet in Victoria.
Gamblers Anonymous is like Alcoholics Anonymous and was started on the same basis.
Gamblers Anonymous was started in 1957 in the United States of America and moved to
Australia about a decade later. The man who got Gamblers Anonymous underway in
Victoria advertised his work and then hired a hall. He sat in a room by himself for nine
weeks waiting for someone to.talk about their problem. From that slow beginning Gamblers
Anonymous began. It llowmeets )oniewhere in Melboume six days a week and visits
Pentridge Prison once a week on Sunday morning. Some people attend Gamblers
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Anonymous meetings every day wherever they are held in Melbourne, until their problem
is under control.
The organization should be promoted because members of Gamblers Anonymous come
from all walks of life. They have one thing in common which is that they want to stop
gambling. Compulsive gambling is an illness which can never be cured but only arrested.
Even honourable members will have a bet on anything. They will bet on the election
results; on who will ask the first question, to whom and about what, in this Parliament.
Often the gambling starts from trying to avoid the boredom of this establishment. Just as
alcoholics must abstain from all alcohol, compulsive gamblers must abstain from all
gambling.
Last year, the Office of Corrections prepared a profile on persons in prison as a result of
their gambling habits. They were often first offenders. Many of them came from successful,
middle-class backgrounds and had committed white-collar offences, such as stealing as a
servant. Many of them had reputable careers involving the handling of money and in
these positions had been able to avoid detection for long periods of time. They could
misappropriate money and replace it before they were detected. Many gave themselves up
when they realized that they were no longer able to get out of their financial difficulties.
Unlike social gamblers, compulsive gamblers are prepared to place bets on propositions
with poor odds. They will happily place bets on things which have a 5 per cent chance of
winning, whereas the social gambler is looking for reasonable odds or an each-way bet.
Compulsive gamblers also have a common tendency to fantasize and an inability to
accept reality. They desire status and symbols of aftluence-probably not unlike some
members of Parliament! They are often emotionally insecure except when they are engaged
in gambling.
Explanations for the behaviour of compulsive gamblers range from the bahavioural
theory which attributes the gambling tendency to an early learning experience in the form
of successful gambling which then becomes a habit, to other theories which depict the
compulsive gambler as somebody who is a born loser. He or she acts in such a way that he
or she will get himself or herself into trouble and earn the displeasure of those who love or
live with him or her. This is supposed to represent, in psychoanalytical theory, a way of
getting back at one's parents.
When a compulsive gambler faces reality-whether it be through financial difficulties
or whatever-it can be established that the problem is not really financial, it is emotional.
Therefore, the answer is not simply a question of willpower. The answer lies in the person
being united with people who understand the problem. One way of achieving this is to
join a self-help group as that has been demonstrated as being more successful than having
psychological counselling. Gamblers Anonymous is the organization that has achieved
this. That organization attempts to provide information in places where compulsive
gamblers are likely to assemble.
Gamblers Anonymous does not seek support from other organizations but the
Government, which earns so much revenue from the gambling industry and, indeed,
promotes the pleasure that harmless gambling might bring, could promote Gamblers
Anonymous to assist people with these difficulties. The Government could place posters
on display in agencies of the Totalizator Agency Board.
I have suggested this to the Minister for Sport and Recreation and he agrees that it is a
reasonable proposition. It is something the Government should proceed with as soon as
possible, and further, all honourable members should promote and support Gamblers
Anonymous as an organization that can help people with this profound problem.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)~I raise with the Premier a matter that
concerns the Opposition. It relates to the continual avoidance by him of direct answers
sought by the Opposition to questions that in its opinion and in the public's opinion are
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justifiably asked of yet another project announced by the Government prior to a State
election.
Honourable members would be aware that I am obviously talking about the Victoria
project, as it is now known, the project on the Museum station. It is to the Government's
credit that on coming to office it has attempted to obtain development on what is now
known as the Museum station site, as did the previous Government.
The Government went to great lengths to put together a detailed and expensive prospectus
that it issued to people it believed had an interest in the project on the Museum station
site. All submissions were to be completed in terms of the basic submission by 26 March
1984. Five major organizations put in substantial submissions. It took some time for the
committee and others looking at those submissions to approve a preferred tenderer,
contractor or developer.
The Premier announced the project with great ~sto and indicated the obvious support
of the Government. That is not unusual. Any major project is normally well supported by
the Premier of the day, Parliament and the people. However, the Opposition is concerned
that information that has since come to light which could be clarified by the Premier is
not being so clarified, and so a lingering doubt continues.
When the project was announced before the election the Government and its agents
circulated a substantial document. The project was announced with all the normal ballyhoo that is associated with such a big project. Mr Cain, in announcing the project, said In
a press release of 15 January headed "Giant $40Om Development for Melbourne Central".
Mr Cain said Heads of Agreement had been signed with the preferred developer, E. K. G. Developments
Limited, a joint venture company ofEssington Limited of Sydney and Kumagai-Gumi Co. Limited of Japan.
"While the Government has made the development possible, the project itself will be entirely in the hands of
private enterprise," Mr Cain said.

The press release then went on to state:
"This project, added to others launched in the past six months, makes it clear Victoria has entered an exciting
new phase of strong economic growth and development," Mr Cain said.

The Opposition is concerned because the Government has a dismal record in signing
heads of agreement on various projects and those projects actually coming into fruition.
The project was formed on the basis of a heads of agreement signed and admitted to by
the Premier on 15 January.
Since that date several questions have been raised by members of the Opposition and
the Premier has failed to provide Opposition members with satisfactory answers so as to
enable them, the public and the Parliament to ascertain the value of criticisms that are
flowing within the business community concerning the project and some of its backers.
The Premier has said the project is a fine project and there is no reason to be concerned
about it because the Government is carrying out normal investigatory processes. However,
the Premier could give some heart to the Opposition so that Opposition members can
have the belief that rumours circulating are ill-founded.
On 22 January, again, coincidentally, before the election, the Premier said in a Herald
article headed "Project was vetted: Cain":
A company with alleged links to taxation fraud had passed a State Government vetting process with "flying
colors", the Premier, Mr Cain, said today.
Mr Cain was replying to a report in the Age today that his Government was dealing with two businessmen
suspected as having been associated in taxation fraud.

Honourable members have expressed concern about any individual or company associated
with taxation fraud, particularly if it has been proved. The Premier said. loudly and ~ly
that the project had been vetted, the process had been completed-that IS the ImpressIon
he created-and that the company had passed with flying colours.
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Why is it that since then new information has come to light that has brought about an
extension of those investigations and on 15 April the delay in signing the development
agreement? Is it because of matters raised in the New South Wales Parliament? I shall
quote page 3951 of the New South Wales Hansard of 27 February 1985. Mr Smith, the
member for Pittwater, spoke about the alleged transfer of funds between the Essington
group of companies and other interested parties. He stated:
These cosy arrangements with the State Government are of great concern to me because, in addition to the
investigation of Essington by the National Crime~ Authority, there are four separate federal and State police
investigations into Essington companies or personnel at the moment, all ariSillg from material other than that
produced by Costigan.

"Other than that produced by Costigan"! A Government cannot be so inept that it would
enter into heads of agreement with people who are not absolutely clear and above board
in their dealings.
Therefore, one must ask why the Premier made that comment on 22 January? Did he
do it because he had already announced the project and he honestly believed the company
was above legitimate challenge, or was he trying to con the people of Victoria before the
election? The Opposition does not know the answer, but the whole point of its questions
over the past few days has been to try to bring out the truth associated with this project.
One cannot blame the Opposition, the public or the media for expressing concern if the
Premier is not prepared to come clean.
The Premier has a record of skating around the full facts associated with any project.
Yesterday or today the Premier should have cleared up this matter to the satisfaction of
the Opposition, but he has not done so. In refusing to do that, he has continued not only
to throw doubt on the project, but also on the people who are backing this development.
He is continuin~ to throw doubt on his own credibility, and on the credibility of the
responsible Mirusters and the Government.
If it is proved in the future that the Premier has not disclosed other facts, it will be his
reputation that is on the line. There is no difficulty or loss offace ifan individual, whether
he be a politician or a private citizen, is prepared to come clean with his public or audience
at any time. It is because the Premier has not come clean that the Opposition is concerned
about this project.
Two areas must be examined. The first involves planning matters and whether delays
or problems have been associated with planning approvals and plans submitted to the
committee examining this project. If there were problems, surely they should have been
sorted out before the heads of agreement were signed. In the past, heads of agreement have
been signed with SFIT.
Mr Crabb-Who?
Mr KENNETT-The Superannuation Fund Investment Trust; the Federal investment
trust, does the Minister not know about it? Heads of agreement have fallen through in the
past. Heads of agreement with Hyundai Corporation on the Alcoa project have fallen
through. The Government was informed on 15 February that the Hyundai Corporation
was not going to invest. Therefore, can one blame the public if it is suspicious about the
heads of agreement? Why should anything materialize from this project just because the
Government signed the heads of agreement?
If the delay is associated with planning matters, why has the Minister in the Upper
House not told us? Initially, he said that all planning matters had been resolved, but then
he recognized that that was' in conflict with what· the Minister for Transport and the
Premier had said. They got together and then he apologized and said, "I had not checked
with my department and my answer was wrong. What I meant to say was that there are
still planning issues holding up this matter."

This is a major project costing $400 million with the Government signing an agreement
utilizing community land. Why was not this matter wrapped up before the signing of the
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heads of agreement? Why are there now difficulties with the church? This is not the first
project that has been deferred because of the position of a church not being recognized
before the project was launched. Honourable members may recall Southgate and difficulties
with the Greek Orthodox Church, which caused that project to be delayed in getting off
the ground. This is not a new problem, but why is there conflict between the Premier, the
Minister for Planning and Environment and the Minister for Transport? Of course, there
has been a backdown by the Minister for Planning and Environment.
If it is a planning issue the Government should tell the public. That is nothing to be
ashamed of. Problems arise in building a house or carrying out renovations and so forth,
so it is obvious that there will be a lot more problems in building a development worth
$400 million.
Why is the Government running away; is it covering up? Why is it not telling the public
of the realities of the situation? From what is the Premier and the Minister for Planning
and Environment said it is a planning matter and other issues are involved. What are the
other issues? Are they matters associated with the credibility of the individuals involved
and with the financing of the project? Where are the finances coming from, if there are no
financial problems? Surely they are issues we should know about.
The date of 22 January 1985 has now been changed to 18 April 1985. Something has
happened somewhere along the line for the Government to totally change its tack and
have the Attorney-General carrying out investigations.
Several questions have been asked of both the Premier and the Minister for Transport.
I asked the Minister for Transport and then the Premier to clarify whether the Victoria
project investigations included requests for information or comment from the Costigan
Royal Commission or the Stewart Royal Commission. Neither the Premier nor the Minister
gave an answer to that question. It is easy to say, "Yes", or "No". Why keep the truth
from Victorians? It is our project; it is our State; for the want of many things this
Government is our Government and the Premier is our Premier. Surely the Government
can be honest and put this matter to rest, one way or the other!
The Premier, in answer to the question I today asked of him, said:
I have indicated the nature of the examination that is to be carried out by the Government and the requirements
that are to be satisfied by the developer under the heads of agreement entered. I should have thought they were
sufficiently clear for the Leader of the Opposition to understand.
I repeat, I should have thought those words were sufficiently clear for even the Leader of the Opposition to
understand the all-embracing nature of the investigation.

Was the Premier then confirming that the Costigan Royal Commission or the Stewart
Royal Commission had been consulted and asked for information? I read into that that it
is the fact. I am not sure, but one would have thought that the Parliament would have a
right to know and that the people of Victoria would have a similar right to know.
The Premier has brought down reports on drugs and he is very strong on crime, drugs
and trafficking and speaking about all the things that his Government will do, but when it
comes to answering a question to allay the fears of the Opposition and the public he
refuses to answer.
If these people are being investigated by Mr Costigan and the Stewart Royal Commission
or information has been asked of them, surely the Parliament has the right to know. It is
not good enough for the Premier to say that the Opposition is endeavouring to throw
doubts over this project.
We want the project to get off the ground and to be run by good, reliable people. We do
not know whether these supposed partners are good and reliable people; therefore, the
Opposition asks genuine questions in the hope of getting the truth. The Government
continually refuses to give us the truth.
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Who are the crooks? Are there crooks involved in this project? The Opposition does not
know if it is the partners. But the biggest crooks at the moment are the Premier and the
Government because they are not giving us information. The Government can put this
whole issue to one side, if it wishes, by simply telling honourable members the truth. How
much longer do the people of Victoria have to tolerate a Government that refuses to
provide information which it is their right to know. I am speaking about such things as
the State Insurance Office. They have a right to know whether their money will be called
upon because of this Government's incompetence in administering the authority correctly
and responsibly.
We have a right to know whether, in ten weeks' time, we as a community will have to
run the huge risks associated with the Alcoa project because the Government has not been
able to find third parties, although heads of agreement have already been signed.
We have a right to know whether our land is to be given and utilized in a $400 million
development project at the Museum station site and whether the parties associated with
that project are honest and honourable individuals and organizations.
I have no information to suggest that they are not honest and honourable but we have
the right to know. The Premier is in a position to provide that information. If there is
nothing wrong with the project, or the State Insurance Office, why does the, Government
not come clean?
The people of this State are sick and tired of being treated like mushrooms. They are
~ven only the information that suits the Government, which is probably dictated to it by
Its media unit.
The time has come for the Government to start putting into practice its promises of
open government which were made before the 1982 election.
If the Government has nothing to hide, it should tell the truth. It would even be a start
ifall three Ministers told the same story. If the Government has nothing to hide about the
State Insurance Office, it should provide a report of the position at the end of March,
eighteen days ago, but no information has been provided.
If this project does not go ahead, the responsibility for its failure to get off the ground
will lie squarely on the shoulders of the Government and the Premier. The Premier rushed
into making an announcement and stated that the project had been fully vetted and had
come through with flying colours.
The Premier made the comments before the election. If he has not done his work
correctly in terms of normal administrative procedures-and the Opposition is not talking
about building a house, but about a $400 million development including public land-he
is to blame if the project fails. The Premier does not have the honesty and decency to take
the people of Victoria, whom he was elected to represent, into his confidence.
It is interesting to note that the Premier is not in the Chamber and has ducked back in
his bunker at the end of the corridor. The Premier should have learned from what
happened following his lack of reply in relation to the office of the Governor some months
ago.
If the Premier wants to resolve the situation now, he should come into the House and
tell honourable members and the people of Victoria what is going on r~ding the project.
He should provide the names of the individuals and the companies mvolved and state
whether the Costigan or the Stewart Royal Commissions have been consulted. If the
Premier remains silent, he must be judged to be guilty.
Mr HANN (Rodney)-I draw to the attention of the House the grave·concern of
members of the National Party at the state of the dairying industry in Victoria; and, more
especially, our concern that the Federal plan proposed for this industry is part of a
conspiracy which started some years a~o when the present Prime Minister, Mr Hawke was
the President of the Australian Council of Trade Unions. Mr Hawke toured New Zealand
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and came back to this country with the proposal that the Australian dairying industry
should be shut down and all of the production from New Zealand should be imported.
If one examines the industry plan that has now been put forward by the Federal Minister
for Primary Industry, one finds that the bottom line is to reduce production in, Australia
to such a level that the farmers in this country would ultimately not be able to compete
with their New Zealand counterparts. It is the Federal Government's stated intention that
at the completion of the current closer economic relations arrangement, dairy products
will be able to be imported into this country quite freely.
In Victoria today there are about 8000 dairy farmers and their families directly involved
in the industry. In addition, there are the people involved in ancilliary services, the
processors and manufacturers, the people in the towns, making a total of approximately
50 000 people widely affected by the financial viability of dairies.
The dairying industry is the most important decentralized industry, and yet the
Government appears to be allowing it to collapse because literally nothing has been done
to provide any real protection or assistance to the industry over the past three years since
the Labor Government has been in power.
I remind honourable members that Victoria has some 53 per cent of the Australian
dairy farm establishments, 56 per cent of the Australian dairy cows, 57 per cent of the
total milk produced in Australia, 68 per cent of total manufactured milk produced in
Australia, or produced in Victoria. Twenty-one per cent offarm establishments in Victoria
are dairy farms. Of the total gross value of primary production in Victoria, dairying
contributes something like 20 per cent. This represents a gross value in excess of $500
million a year. One would have expected the Government to be serious about its support
for this important agricultural industry. A further $300 million is added by milk processing.
Victoria has the most efficient producers in Australia. Dairy farmers in Victoria have
the lowest costs of production per litre of milk compared with costs in the other States,
and yet there is the very serious run-down in the the industry. As many as a quarter of our
dairy farmers-between 2500 and 3000-willliterally be forced to bankruptcy. In fact,
over the next twelve months they will add to the list referred to this morning by the
Minister for Industry, Technology and Commerce unless immediate action is taken by
this Government.
The dairying industry has been based on the family unit. That has been one of the key
features in relation to the efficiency of production and management, particularly of
livestock, but, more especially, the importance of the industry as a decentralized industry.
The bulk of farmers are small farmers dispersed throughout the State of Victoria in the
Western District, in Gippsland, and in the north.
These dairy farms support large manufacturing plants which employ a very significant
number of people in their individual towns. The processing factories are a vitally important
component of industrial development, manufacturing and processing development in
many of our rural areas of this State. No other industry has the capital investment in the
processing side of that industry outside the metropolitan area and yet the Government is
threatening-it is not an idle threat-to withdraw all of the decentralization benefits that
are presently available.
A threat has been made in the form ofa letter from the Minister for Industry, Technology
and Resources, asking all manufacturers to justify whether they should continue to receive
the benefits.
The Opposition knows that the pay-roll tax rebates are already being phased out by this
Government. The benefits to the industry alone have amounted to many millions of
dollars-perhaps as high as $30 million-in decentralization incentives and other assistance
over the years.
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Those benefits have been withdrawn from an important industry at a time when it is
facing a crisis.
Over the past three years the Government has appointed the most junior Minister in
the Cabinet to head the agriculture portfolio, which is a critically important reproducing
resource. Consequently there has been an absolute failure by the Government to obtain
any sort of agreement with the other States on a national marketing plan. However, that
issue has already been debated at length in the House and I do not propose to go into it in
detail.
Over the past twenty years the dairy industry has faced a number of recessions and since
the early 1970s the number of dairy farmers has been halved. The Federal Government,
supported by the State Labor Government, is conspiring to further reduce the number by
forcing 3000 dairy farmers and their families into bankruptcy. These are people who at
present are unable to feed their families because they have insufficient income, and that is
a tragedy.
Many dairy farmers who are being forced to leave their farms are young people who are
either moving onto the unemployment lists, or are seeking jobs in the local provincial
towns or moving to Melbourne to seek employment. Banks have taken over properties
under the terms of the mortgages and are employing people to keep running the farms
because at present there is no market for dairy farms. The industry is facing an impossible
situation.
Over the past three years what has the Government done'to alleviate the situation? It
has continued to allow licences to be issued despite the fact that the National Party has
been urging both the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture to close licences. The
Government has continued to issue licences and totally ignored the present state of the
industry.
The Government has provided no financial assistance to the industry. It has relied
wholly and solely on the underwriting support of the Federal Government. That is a
legitimate position to take because it is a national industry and not one that can be isolated.
However, during the last crisis the previous Liberal Government generously provided
State underwriting to help the dairy farmers. Prior to the last State election campaign the
National Party was the only political party which proposed a similar financial arrangement.
It proposed that the State Government should put a proposition to the Federal Minister
for Primary Industry that it share the increase in underwriting needed to increase the price
of manufactured products on the Australian market to a more viable level. The National
Party proposed that the figure required is $15 milion in total and that the Victorian
Government should contribute at least $7-5 million in underwriting support.
What was the response of the State Government? There has been no response whatever
to that proposal. Recently I wrote to both the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture
urging the Government to provide State underwriting to help the dairy industry through
the present crisis.
The only way the industry can survive is through a cash input to ensure that dairy
farmers can meet their commitments. The dairy industry would not make a profit out of
Government underwriting support because even if the Government lifted the manufactured
price to $3 . 50, which is the price requested by concerned dairy farmers, that would still
be well below the price dairy farmers should receive in light of the inflationary spiral of
recent years and the dramatic increase in costs.
The National Party has requested the Government to take action to enable individual
farmers to survive financially. The response the National Party has so far received
informally from advisers within the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs is that
the farmers are eligible for carry-on finance. They are eligible to borrow money at a time
when most of them have borrowed far more than they can afford to repay.
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Carry-on finance does not provide any real cash beyond the farm. Such finance may
help the farmer through the crisis of meeting his immediate costs, namely, State Electricity
Commission and water charges, the cost of chemicals associated with cleaning the dairy
and with production. Carry-on finance does not provide any cash beyond meeting those
costs.
The real dilemma is not only the crisis on farms but also that faced by the businesses,
small manufacturers and associated industries in the neighbouring towns. If the farmer
does not have any income, there is no way he can spend money on the normal services in
the local town.
At present there is a complete drying up of the cash within most of the large provincial
centres in the dairy areas. Soon it will be not only the dairy farmers who will go broke, but
also many of the small industries. That is why the National Party believes the Government
should provide a cash input for the next twelve months to assist the dairy industry through
its present crisis. That would be the logical approach to provide the industry with a
breathing space so that an effective national marketing plan could be negotiated with the
other States and, more specifically, the Commonwealth Government.
I understand why the Federal Minister has proceeded with his own plan for the industry.
The honourable gentleman attended five Australian Agricultural Council meetings but
was unable to obtain agreement between the States on anI sort of national marketing plan,
and ultimately he decided to do his own thing. One 0 the reasons agreement was not
obtained at that level was because Victoria did not have a strong enough negotiator for
this vital industry.
•
In June 1984, prior to the Australian Agricultural Council meeting in Townsville, I
publicly called on the Premier to visit Townsville and enter into negotiations on behalf of
this important industry. What response did I get? Nothing-absolute silence. This was in
the days when Victoria was having difficulty with a milk company in the Goulburn Valley.
That company was undercutting the price of milk interstate through the supermarket
chains and threatening the entire stability of the milk marketing industry. The Premier
was not even prepared to enter into urgent negotiations to try to solve that problem.
However, I will not go into that matter in detail today.
I turn now to examine the proposal put forward by the Federal Minister for Primary
Industry. That proposal is that the industry cut back its present production level of 5·9
million litres of milk to 4·6 million-a level of domestic production only.
Those honourable members who have studied the industry over the years would be
aware that agriculture in Australia is subject to climatic conditions. It was only back in
1981 that Australia was desperately short of milk. Factories were urged by the various
dairy authorities and corporations to encourage farmers to produce more milk because
there was a danger that the industry could not supply the local liquid milk market A
similar danger could occur through the threat by the Federal Minister to cut milk production
back to 4·6 million litres. That would meet the needs of the domestic market but not of
the export market.
Let us consider the equation. The industry is currently earning $350 million in export
income each year. It cost the Federal Government a miserly $12 million last year to
underwrite the investment, which gained $350 million in new export dollars to offset this
enormous overseas trade deficit. This year the Federal Government has contributed only
$6 million. That is money coming into this country as export income, yet the Federal
Minister is proposing to scale down the industry and wipe out 3000 dairy farmers with the
sweep of a hand.
The Minister addressed large meetings of dairy farmers around the country. In giving
them the bad news he expected them to say, uHere, here! We think you are a hero".
Instead, they told him that they would not tolerate that attitude from the Minister who
obviously has no sympathy for the industry. He was not game enough to visit Echuca, for
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the simple reason that he was afraid to continue giving the bad news. The plan that has
been proposed by the Federal Minister for Primary Industry is part of a conspiracy that
commenced when the current Prime Minister was president of the Australian Council of
Trade Unions and toured New Zealand. He returned to this country and stated publicly
that the dairy industry should be closed down and that Australia should import all its
dairy products from New Zealand. The plan proposed by the Minister for Primary Industry
will do that. He has said that the bottom line is that when the current closer economic
relations arrangements conclude and the free market with New Zealand has been opened,
with New Zealand products coming into Australia, our industry will be down to a level
supposedly competing with New Zealand production. Honourable members are aware
that the New Zealand dairy industry is heavily subsidized. The New Zealand Government
does have some sympathy for the situation.
It is obvious to me that the Prime Minister, Mr Hawke, has had his finger in the pie in
this decision. He is prepared to sell the farmers of Australia down the drain to make shortterm gain with extra production for some of our small manufacturing industries. He is
prepared to sell out the Australian dairy farmer, purely and simply for short-term gain.
The dairy farmers of Australia will not tolerate that arrangement. Small business people
will not tolerate it. Manufacturers, processors, exporters and thousands of people involved
in the industry-approximately 50 000 in Victoria alone-will not tolerate that attitude
from a Federal Government and will fight it all the way. The State Government has a
responsibility to provide financial assistance in each amounts and I have proposed this in
letters to the Premier and the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs, to assist the
farmers with current prices so that we can have time to negotiate effectively, both with the
Federal Government and State Government, for a better deal for this vitally important
industry.
Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-Before raising a matter in relation to the Ringwood
electorate, I shall deal with some of the comments made by the Leader of the Opposition.
Honourable members heard his diatribe yesterday in the Address-in-Reply debate and
further diatribe this morning. It is interesting to note that the Leader of the Opposition
refers to honesty and decency about our Premier, who was re-elected with a significant
mandate by the people of Victoria. In the Ringwood electorate, prior to the election, the
economic performance of this State was the major issue. The second issue was the calibre
of leadership of the Liberal Party and the leadership demonstrated by our Premier in
leading the Government of Victoria.
Time and again constituents reflected on the honesty, decency and credibility of the
Premier in comparison with the performance of the Leader of the Opposition. One of my
constituents said all legislation and no brains. I thought that description was somewhat
defamatory towards Afghan pups.
The matter I raised today is the provision of lights at the corner of the Mount Dandenong
Road and Maroondah Highway. A substantial submission has been given to my office to
be forwarded to the Minister of Transport. It deals with the difficulty disabled people have
crossing Maroondah Highway at that point. It is a busy intersection of two main highways.
It is designated as perhaps being the area where the new reservation or proposed freeway
will be located.
A totally and permanently disabled digger, Mr William Hull, who lived in the electorate
for a number of years and was the recipient of a medal for distinguished conduct in the
second world war has contacted me about this matter. He has suffered ill health for a
number of years because of a heart condition, extreme breathlessness and a number of
illnesses. This has meant that he cannot walk further than 30 metres at a time. Mr William
Hull suffers extreme breathlessness from showering and preparing himselfin the morning.
There is no way in which people can cross Mount Dandenong Road from his side of the
road to the northern side ofMaroondah Highway where a number of services are located,
such as the Eastland shopping centre, Target SQuare and a Department of Community
Services office. He has to travel a long distance in his wheel chair to be able to use the
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lights at the intersection of Warrandyte Road and Maroondah Highway, or he has to
continue along Mount Dandenong Road to Dublin Road. That journey takes about 45
minutes. If Mr Hull wants to visit the Maroondah community health centre or the
Maroondah Lake Reserve, which is only 200 yards from his home at least, he still has to
undertake a 45-minute journey in his wheel chair to cross to the other side of the road. I
understand that Mr Hull asked the Ringwood City Council for help. He spoke to the
deputy city engineer, Mr Gilpin, on 21 March. Prior to the conversation with Mr Gilpin,
he was advised by the city council that there was no priority for traffic lights.
Mr B. J. Evans-Mr Deputy Speaker, in view of the fact that only two or three
Government members are present to listen to the contribution of the honourable member
for Ringwood, I direct your attention to the state of the House.

A quorum was formed.
Mrs SETCHES-A facility is required at that corner for use by disabled people who
wish to gain access from one side of the road to the other. It is also necessary because of
the vo~ume of traffic that ~uilds up in the right-hand turnin$lane from M.ount Da!lden.o~g
. Road Into Maroondah HI~way. As there are no traffic lIghts at that IntersectIOn, It IS
difficult for traffic to turn nght from Maroondah Highway into Mount Dandenong Road.
Also, the traffic turning right into Maroondah Highway from Mount Dandenong Road
becomes blocked, which means that one needs to perform quite a death-defying act to
make a right-hand turn-and drivers sometimes break the law to make the turn at that
corner.
According to 1981 census figures, the north side of Maroondah Highway that extends
towards Mullum Road has a high density of elderly people. In fact, it has one of the highest
concentrations of elderly people compared with other areas of the suburb. Elderly persons
would be in the same situation as disabled persons in trying to gain access from the north
side of Maroondah Highway to the south side. Therefore, another need exists for traffic
lights to be placed at that point.
I understand that Mr Hull also approached the Ringwood City Council, which advised
him on 21 March that the council had submitted to the Minister of Transport a request to
have the Maroondah Highway and Mount Dandenong Road altered and traffic signals
installed. I understand that the council will follow up that request. I wrote to the Minister
on 2 April requesting information about the matter, and I have already received
acknowledgment of my letter. I am pleased that the Minister for Transport is already on
top of this matter; he will write to me in the very near future about his intentions regarding
the provision of a traffic regulation facility at the corner of Mount Dandenong Road and
Maroondah Highway.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-I wish to raise nine issues, the first with the Premier,
and the remaining eight with the Minister for Transport, who, I am pleased to note, is in
the Chamber. The matter I direct to the attention of the Premier involves a reallocation
of responsibility. The responsibility for commercial fishing has now been transferred to
the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs. I believe the industry has welcomed that
move, but it has tremendous apprehension about the fact that responsibility for research
and enforcement matters was not also transferred. I am sure the Premier, if he carefully
examined the issues concerning the fishing industry, would recognize the need to allow
responsibility for research and enforcement to go with the move of general responsibility
from the conservation area to the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. I appeal
to the Premier to reconsider his decision on that matter.
The remaining issues concern the Minister for Transport. The first relates to the Deans
Creek railway crossing, which is on the main line from Melbourne to Warmambool in the
electorate ofPolwarth. A number oflevel crossings within the electorate do not have lights
on them. A fatality recently occurred at the Deans Creek railway crossing, as a result of
which I checked whether that crossing was listed as a priority for the installation of wig284
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wag lights and bells. I found to my amazement and disappointment that it is not on the
priority list and that, in fact, the--existing list extends to the end of 1987. Even worse than
that, I found that the Road Traffic Authority is not sure who actually sets the priorities. It
is a long time until the end of 1987-and the Minister may well need all that time to make
a decision as to who sets the priorities-and I appeal to the Minister to appoint someone
to be in charge of that important matter and to include the Deans Creek railway crossing
on the list of priorities, because, although open, it is a dangerous crossing, and that has
been proved by the recent and unfortunate fatality.
The second matter I raise also involves a fatality. A load limit has been put on the
Corangamite Street railway bridge, again over the Warrnambool railway line, within the
bounds of the City of Colac. A commitment was made by the former Minister for the
bridge to be reconstructed in the 1983-84 financial year. That was some time ago, but the
commitment was not fulfilled. It was reaffirmed in the last financial year, but it has still
not been proceeded with. The bridge is unsafe and has a load limit on it. I have requested
the Minister to inspect the bridge and try to arrange some form of reconstruction. The
fatality to which I referred occurred because of a diversion of heavy traffic over a level
crossing where a milk tanker driver was, unfortunately, killed.
The third matter relates to the new system of drivers' licences which involves photographs
of applicants being placed on a plastic disc. I received my renewal notice late last year, at
which time I examined the list of places to which I could go to have a photograph taken
for incorporation on the plastic disc. The town closest to where I live is Camperdown and
I found that it was not on the list of places where I could go to have the photograph taken.
However, Colac and Lismore-which is a small town in the electorate-were on the list.
I went to Lismore, where my photograph was taken. Something went wrong-it was
probably something wrong with me-and I subsequently received a nice letter stating that
I have to go back to have my photograph taken again. That is a gross inconvenience to
me. I can live with it, but there are many people for whom a journey to Lismore or Colac
is not practical because they work and are unable to take the time off, and it is very costly
anyway.
I urge the Minister to ensure that an appropriate facility is made available in
Camperdown. It is not as though Camperdown is a small town-it is a growing and
vibrant place.
The fourth matter to which I refer the Minister for Transport relates to closure of the
Paisley railway station, which is outside the Polwarth electorate. I received a letter from
Cr South wick regarding the matter, in which he stated:
Just to outline the situation lightly for you, up until Friday 12th April, the students have been catching the 7.54
a.m. train from Laverton, and arriving at Paisley Station some 8 minutes later and walking to school from this
station at a very comfortable pace, to arrive in plenty of time for their 8.30 a.m. start. The cost of the trip was
$26.00 per term. As of Monday 16th, due to the closing of the Paisley Station, the children have to catch the 7.10
a.m. train as the later one would not get them to school until 8.45 a.m., to the Altona Station and get a private
bus to travel the 8km to complete their journey to school. The cost next term for this trip will be $39.00, an
increase of thirteen dollars. So you can see for yourself, there is a marked increase in the cost of the journey and
also in their travelling time by 45 minutes.

One can see that there is a marked increase in the cost of the journey. Also, the travelling
time-important for students-has been increased by 45 minutes.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The Chair has been tolerant of the
honourable member for Polwarth talking across the table to the Minister for Transport
rather than addressing his ·remarks to the Chair. I request the honourable member to
follow the normal procedure in this House.
Mr I. W. SMITH-Now that you have drawn my attention to that, I shall address my
remarks to you, Mr Acting Speaker. Perhaps you will be of more help than the Minister!
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! I am not here to help.
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Mr I. W. SMITH-Councillor Southwick alleges discrimination between the students
from Altona, who have the two free buses available to go to the technical school, and
similar students from Laverton who not only have to pay an additional amount but also
have this extra inconvenience that I have mentioned.
I relate the next matter to you, Mr Acting Speaker, which was brought to my attention
by Mrs Mitra of the Drouin Medical Centre. She states:
... my son, now aged 16, travels daily between Drouin and his school at Springvale. If he were allowed to take
the obvious course, he would buy a term ticket to his nearest metropolitan station, Pakenham, and a neighbourhood
ticket for the remainder of the joumey-a total cost per term of $105 . 30. However, the State Transport
Authority, in its wisdom, decrees that he MUST buy a concession ticket between Drouin and Springvale costing
$10 per week-a total cost of$130 per term. In other words, his so-called "concession" has penalized him by
$24.70 per term, $73. 10 per year!

She simply cannot understand why country people should be discriminated against in this
way. Last year, apparently she sought a remedy; a remedy was temporarily provided, but
it was short-lived, and she finds the so-called concessions offered have become penalties.
Through you, Mr Acting Speaker, I ask the Minister for Transport to try to ensure that
country students travelling in this way are not discriminated against.
The next matter to which I refer concerns a matter that I aired with the Minister for
Transport on the proposed. closure of railway facilities at Donald. The real worry there is
that the three groups of unionists involved, having ~ot themselves together and having
requested somebody senior-preferably, the Miruster-to speak with them about
improvements that they suggest, which would make the line more economical and efficient,
have so far been ignored. There is no need for this.
Their apprehension is heightened because 26 of them own their own homes and if the
Donald railway facilities are closed they then will have to sell their homes on what would,
for Donald, be a saturated property market. Their homes would be sold at sacrificial
prices. They then would need to buy into other areas at much higher prices. The penalty
facing them is tantamount to double jeopardy because not only are they uncertain of
where to send their children to school and of the likely disruption to their family lives as
well as their working lives, but also there may be the financial plight of replacing their
homes in another larger centre which, to them, would be beyond their means. I urge the
Minister to take a personal interest in this problem. I am sure methods are available to the
honourable gentleman to overcome the problem.
Further, I direct the attention of the Minister to the fact that some small disputes are
synonymous in providing an answer to the failure of the railway system to achieve
anything like a commercial status.
Mr Jasper-What is new about that?
Mr I. W. SMITH-Nothing is new about that, but there is a new Minister who ought
to be inspired to make the railways as commercial as possible, to lose as little as possible,
and thereby reduce the burden on the taxpayer. If the Minister ceases inte!"Jecting, he will
be able to listen to what I have to say about the effect of industrial disputes on the
commercial viability of the railways.
Because members of the Australian Railways Union were concerned to protect the
Skipton line-and they would be about the only ones concerned to protect it-they
blockaded what is known as the "Jet" train, a service operating between South Dyson,
Melbourne, and Adelaide, carrying 1136 tonnes of perishable cargo. The train was
blockaded from the third of this month until last week. The consignees of perishable cargo
will not have a bar of continuing to send cargo and having to cope with the financial losses
and disruption caused by what are wildcat industrial actions not directly related to them
or to their companies
.
.
The same sort of bad business led to the Camperdown-G1enormiston Dairying Co. Ltd
now taking its 40 000 tonnes of cargo by road rather than by rail. The same sort of silly
~
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disruption led that firm not to use rail cartage. There must be an understanding between
Government, unionists, and users of rail for the carriage of freight that perishable
commodities must be treated reliably.
In addition, the unionists blockaded 21 wagons carrying 1496 tonnes of wheat, which
were jammed up in Ballarat. Last week there was a shunting strike with engine No. T370
still in front of a shunting tractor in Maryborough. Presumably, that will stay there until
there is some resolution of that dispute.
The unionists involved are saying that they wish to speak with the Minister for Transport
about it. Surely, that is not too difficult. If it is good enough for the shadow Minister, at
his own expense, to travel to Donald, it ought to be good enough for the Minister, at public
expense, to travel to Ballarat and to have a yarn with these fellows and set them on a
course which, ultimately, would be to everyone's benefit.
I refer the Minister for Transport to representations made by the Shire of Otway and
the concern expressed about damage caused to the boat ramp at Apollo Bay, which is in
such a condition that people launching and extracting their boats from the sea, in some
sea conditions, are having damage caused to their boats. Representations on this subject
were made in January. There has not been any response from the Minister, not even an
acknowledgment. The real risk is that if no moneys are available from another organ of
Government, the tourist development fund will be lost if not used by 30 June. All it needs
is someone on the Minister's staff to pull this application out from the bottom of the heap
and to give it some attention; otherwise, boat users who launch their craft from Apollo
Bay will continue to suffer.
Mr Acting Speaker, I thank you for your forbearance. If the Minister for Transport
solves the problems that I have mentioned and if the Premier conveys my remarks to the
Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs as I have requested, I shall be delighted.
The sitting was suspended at 12.49 p.m. until 2.3 p.m.
Mr SHELL (Geelong)-My remarks concern the Melbourne-Geelong rail link which
in the past, as all honourable members know, under the former Liberal Government
suffered neglect. The red rattlers on that service were like sweat boxes in summer and ice
boxes in winter. They were health hazards in spring and autumn was the only suitable
time of the year for them to be used.
Since the Cain Government assumed office in 1982, improvements to the line took
effect. Improvements were made to the track work and signalling and recently a new line
to Altona was opened. This vastly relieved the congestion on that line, and the improved
time-keeping meant that passengers travelled in more comfort. The use of the tangerine
cars on that line resulted in an increase in commuter travel. Now one hardly ever sees a
red car on the Melbourne-Geelong line. The only time in which they are used is during
school holidays and other emergency arrangements.
The Government's policy of refurbishing the blue cars has meant that commuters are
able to travel in some comfort. The only problem is that the improved service is attracting
more customers to V/Line and the service is becoming overcrowded. The introduction of
the N-class, three car sets means greater flexibility and this has eliminated much of the
shunting which was a time-consuming exercise.
There is a problem when the number of passengers travelling on the train exceeds the
seating capacity on the cars. Some commuters are required to stand up, especially during
the peak commuter time in the early morning and late in the evening.
Mr Gude interjected.
Mr SHELL-The honourable member is speaking about the metropolitan service. 1f
the honourable member travelled on some of the Geelong-Melbourne trains he would
find the situation rather different. The cars used in the metropolitan service provide
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straphanging facilities. However, that facility is not available on the N-class car. If the
honourable member travelled on the line he would see that that is the case.
Mr Gude-You have never travelled from Geelong to Melbourne.
Mr SHELL-I have done so for years. I know what the old system was like and I
appreciate the improvements that are taking place.
The 5.40 p.m. train from Melbourne to Geelong has suffered consistently from
overcrowding during the past six weeks.
Mr Deizoppo-It is on time!
Mr SHELL-The timekeeping has been pretty good. The train usually arrives within 5
minutes of its scheduled arrival time in Geelong. The train used to stop at Werribee, where
approximately 60 passengers disembarked. However, passengers were still required to
stand for the rest of the journey to Geelong. Consequently something needed to be done
about the service.
Since the introduction of the new time-table this week, the train no longer departs from
Melbourne at 5.40 p.m. The train now departs at 5.38 p.m., and Werribee bound passengers
are no longer able to travel on the train. The service stops at Werribee to collect Geelongbound passengers and an additional car has been added to the train, thus relieving the
overcrowding problem.
However, overcrowding problems still exist on the Geelong train. I received a letter
from a constituent in East Geelong who pointed out the following problems that occurred
during the past six weeks:
On 21 March 1985 the 6.45 a.m. ex-Geelong train was 15 minutes sitting between Paisley and Newport.
The 5.15 p.m. ex-Melbourne train was replaced by buses and arrived 20 minutes late.
On 25 March the 5.00 p.m. ex-Melbourne train was delayed for 10 minutes at the Latrobe Terrace overpass
waiting for a freight train to pass.
On 27 March the 6.45 a.m. ex-Geelong train lost 35 minutes between Paisley and Newport.
On 28 March the 6.45 a.m. train lost 10 minutes due to a T -class locomotive and a further 5 minutes between
Paisley and Newport.

Under the new time-table arrangements, the 6.45 a.m. train to Melbourne has been
replaced by a 6.40 a.m. train. It is a four-car train and has seating accommodation for 258
passengers. Recently, there were 202 economy class passengers and 56 first-class passengers
and by the time the train reached North Geelong the first-class car was overcrowded. By
the time it left Lara 25 passengers were left standing for the rest of the trip to Melbourne.
I understand that the 6.50 a.m. train which departs 10 minutes later also suffers from
overcrowding.
I have received a copy of a letter from a person who lives in Lara and he states he must
constantly stand up in the train when using that service. He has written to the Manager,
Customer Services, V/Line Access, and the letter states:
1 have been a regular commuter on the Geelong line for almost 15 years and the incidence of over-crowding in
economy has' increased sharply over the last three years with the introduction of set consists of carriages such as
the 'N' sets. It is certainly obvious to me that there is an imbalance between provision of first and economy
seating especially on commuter trains such as ours.
There is considerable discomfort in having to support yourself in a corridor, entrance or between seats when
there is no provision for handles to hang on to. (I am finding that over the last 1-2 years 1 am arriving at work
more and more often with aching knees, ankles, etc. from standing in the trains; it also concerns me as to what
the long term effects on the joints will be.)
Your own V/Line Access people inform us that suburban travellers regularly stand, however, 1 put it to you
that there are three main differenCes between their trains and ours:
(i) suburban trains have straps and handles provided,
(ii) suburban trains do not travel for considerable distances at speeds approaching 115 krnh,
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(iii) suburban passengers are not standing in economy carriages knowing that there are unused seats in the
next carriage and they are being denied access to comfort and safety.
The message I am trying to convey to you is that I consider it to be both unsafe and uncomfortable to have to
stand under the conditions that prevail on many ofthe commuter trains on the Geelong line, not to mention the
current deteriorating condition of the track.

A number of problems exist with the Geelong-Melbourne rail line. However, despite the
problems associated with travelling by public transport with V/Line, it is a far superior
service than the road transport system.
When the trains have not been working and buses have been used instead, I have
received complaints from commuters that the buses are uncomfortable, crowded and
cramped and that there is a lack of flexibility in their departure times.
V/Line provides a good service, but a number of problems need to be addressed. The
conductors who staff the trains provide an excellent service. They have been excellently
trained in public relations. They speak with the irate customers who are angry about the
over-crowding of the trains. With great patience and dexterity, the conductors are able to
comfort the passengers, to some degree. The conductors on the Geelong-Melbourne line
are to be congratulated on the standard of service they provide.
Commuter trains leave from Geelong and terminate their journey at that station on
returning. It is now an ideal time to extend the use of commuter trains to the station at
South Geelong where better parking facilities are available.
Mr Leigh-Mr Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr SHELL-A case exists for the provision of a pedestrian overpass across the railway
line to Geelong station. The Minister for Transport is well aware of the problems as I have
previously discussed them with him. I am certain the Government will take action to
continue the provision of more N-class carriages to provide greater comfort to commuterSusing the Geelong-Melbourne line.
The locomotive refurnishment and replacement program will lead, in part, to the
elimination of the time-consuming breakdowns of locomotives and will provide a better
service. The Government is committed to a public transport system, but the Liberal
Government did not have that commitment. This Government has made vast
improvements, but there is still a long way to go and I ask the Minister for Transport to
take on board the comments I have made.
Dr WELLS (Dromana)-In this historical 50th Parliament and in the 150th year of our
State, it is my honour and pleasure to represent the people ofDromana, the site of the first
seat of Government in Victoria.
I thank all who voted for me at the election and I assure them that every person in
Dromana will receive my best attention. I thank particularly Mr Jack McMenamin,
chairman of my electorate committee, all members of the committee and the hundreds of
other Liberals who worked so hard to achieve my election to this place. Such volunteer
Australians, in all political parties, are the true benefactors of democratic Australia.
I assure you, Mr Speaker, that I will work to contribute to the productivity and dignity
of Parliament and to do my best for all Victorians. I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on
your re-election as well as your colleagues on their election to other offices in Parliament.
I note with gratitude the enthusiasm, helpfulness and efficiency of the Parliamentary staff,
and I thank them for easing my introduction to this place.
I salute the political and community achievements of the former member for Dromana,
Mr David Hassett, and I wish him and his family well. I mention also another former
member for Dromana, the Honourable Roberts Dunstan, who preceded Mr Hassett.
History will record that this great Parliamentarian served his electorate for 26 years with
Session 1985-10
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multitudinous contributions to the running of the State. The former Minister of the Crown
and his hard-working and lovely wife, J oanna, deserve our thanks.
The electorate of Dromana is the most rapidly expanding large urban area in Victoria.
It is the most popular tourist and retirement area in Victoria. Because of its climate,
seaside and lower rental rates it is popular with people on welfare benefits. It is the
electorate with the longest coastline and associated erosion problems in Victoria, and it is
a near country electorate of large area with inadequate public services. It is an area of
limited employment-an area I named some time ago the "forgotten land".
The electorate of Dromana has urgent needs which demand attention from the
Parliament, and it requires a fair deal both from the Government and the Commonwealth
Grants Commission. It is, indeed, the "forgotten land".
I refer to transport and indicate that the completion of the southern peninsula freeway
is the most urgent problem faced by the electorate. The problem threatens comfort and
safety, commercial enterprise, tourist access and even life itself in the face of an unexpected
major bush fire. A $2 million road upgrading project would make a great difference in the
short term. The loss of more than $100 000 each year on community buses in the area is
an extremely unfair impost on the local councils and is an illustration of other transport
needs.
Unemployment in the electorate stands at 16 per cent-twice the national average.
Unemployed adults represent half that figure. The Government has offered them nothing.
Youth unemployment is totally unacceptable in the electorate I represent. It is related to
the 1700 youth offences recorded in a recent six-month period in the Dromana court. If
the youth guarantee scheme fails, Dromana youth and their families will pay an enormous
price. The lack of transport to metropolitan Melbourne has a significant effect upon
unemployment. Dromana electorate has the highest house building rate in Victoria. Last
year eleven to fourteen new homes were constructed in Hinders shire.
The electorate urgently needs a review of population trends to plan its educational
resources. Rosebud High School is the largest State secondary school in Victoria. Four
years ago it had 900 students; today it has 1300 students; and in four years the prediction
is that it will have 1800 students. There is urgent need of another secondary school in the
electorate.
The electorate also has a higher than normal percentage of children per family as
indicated in demographic studies across the State. The primary schools in the area need
urgent review, especially in the northern part of the electorate where there appears to be a
real need for another primary school.
In the area of health, the Dromana electorate has special needs because of its special
responsibilities. It has the highest percentage of retired persons in the State; one in thr~e
of my voters is a retired person. Major improvements are necessary to the Southern
Peninsula Hospital and the Frankston Hospital needs significant expansion. The hospital
bed ratio is totally unacceptable and probably the lowest in the State. The need for a
branch of $he Peter MacCallum clinic at the Frankston hospital should be examined and
the people who live on the Peninsula reject out of hand the removal of the Angel of Mercy
helicopter from the area. Surgery waiting lists on the peninsula have doubled during the
past three years. The pensioner dental scheme needs adjustment without increased
expenditure. I urge the Government to pay particular attention to that. Health facilities
on the peninsula are simply not acceptable.
Victoria's senior citizens deserve better consideration. Our aim must be to ensure that
they live not only in happiness and dignity but that also they may continue to contribute
to the society in which they live. Their living standards are certainly suffering from the
effects of inflation and climbing Government charges. High telephone charges and expensive
transport isolate them from their families in Melbourne when, in fact, the Port Phillip Bay
area is, demographically, an extension of metropolitan Melbourne. The higher costs
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associated with senior citizens in the Dromana electorate are borne by the shire council.
Those costs are unreasonable and the councils deserve more consideration in State funding.
Our senior Australians can make a significant contribution to our society if we do more to
encourage them to help our youngsters in developing skills for handling life and work. All
Governments should actively consider that.
Tourism is the only major private enterprise activity in the electorate. In Dromana,
tourism is declining because the area is being treated as a milking cow for income by State
Governments. It has not been given fair and adequate support. The electorate is
characterized by the longest coastline in the State and by being the most important seaside
tourist and boating area in Victoria. State Governments generate considerable income
from revenue they have received from boating fees in the Dromana electorate, yet there is
not one efficient launching ramp and not one safe boating harbour in southern Port Phillip
Bay.
Under Liberal Governments there was a boating fund but that no longer exists. The
beaches are eroding badly and attracting fewer people. The Labor Government is remiss
in wishing to remove beach boxes from Victorian beaches. In Dromana electorate they
contribute $80 000 a year through rates which is useful in maintaining the beaches-to a
limited degree-for the use of all citizens. The boxes do not interfere with those enjoying
the beaches. More than 100000 tourists visit Dromana electorate each summer and the
people of the electorate are delighted to welcome them and want them to keep coming.
We believe that in this way, we make a significant contribution to the way of life in
Victoria. However, the associated costs in maintaining services for those visitors are about
$1 million a year, and more is needed. I invite the Government to pay attention to this
subject if for no other reason than the fact that the area is an essential tourist facility and
efficiently managed tourism is good and profitable tourism.
Conservation on the peninsula is important because the area is so attractive and at least
three million people wish to enjoy what it has to offer. The associated problem of reclaiming
the coastline cannot be over emphasized.
Farmers in the electorate are struggling, not only because of the problems faced by
farmers throughout the State but also because of the extra impost of living in a tourist
area. The farmers in the electorate pay the highest absolute rates a hectare in Victoria and
have great restrictions placed upon them because they live in a tourist area.
In Dromana electorate law and order deserves further support. The area urgently needs
a 24-hour police station, more staff, more equipment and full maintenance of the law
courts. When law and order crumbles, a society fragments.
The electorate has a special commitment to family welfare because it has 25 per cent
more single-parent families than the average electorate and we need help for this sector of
the community.
The population of the Shire of Flinders is estimated at 27 000 by the Commonwealth
Grants Commission. The Commonwealth grant is allocated on that basis yet the police,
shire councils and other authorities estimate the population to be 45 000. That seriously
disadvantages the electorate and, therefore, the problem demands resolution.
During the election campaign Ministers of the former Government continually visited
the electorate making political promises. I assure the Government I will remind it and the
electors of those promises. The electorate asks only that it be given fair consideration
when funds are being allocated to allow it to meet its responsibilities. It also asks that the
Government work more efficiently in economic development of the State so that time is
not wasted squabbling over inadequate resources.
. The economic management of Victoria is the key to future progress in Dromana
electorate and, I suggest, every other electorate. There are two basic and essential policies
and only two policies that will drive the State forward. They may be summarized as sell
more product and educate every Victorian. The whole economic debate comes down to
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selling more product. That is what it is all about. That is why salesmen are the highest
paid people in society. The cutting edge in human life amounts is making a dollar's profit
on which to live and that involves selling more product or services.
When products are not sold, businesses close, jobs are lost and the welfare society
mushrooms until it collapses.
In round figures in Victoria unemployment runs at 9 per cent and $1 in each $5 is
earned through exports. It is true that job sharing and early retirement will help reduce
unemployment. Certainly new Victorian industries such as service industries will create
further jobs. New Victorian products may also find in the short or long term Australiawide markets. However, this must all be considered against the background of the
population of Victoria which stands at approximately four million people. The population
of Australia is 16 million which represents only one-300th of the world's population of
4800 million, two-thirds of whom are inadequately provided for and one-sixth of whom
provide luxury markets for quality products at competitive prices.
That is the background against which Victoria must function. It has become abundantly
clear to me as I have travelled around Australia and flown the highways and the by-ways
of the world that Australian business people are shackled and stopped from performing at
their best. They are shackled by high-taxing, inefficient and timid Governments which
lack courage and vision.
There is a simple message for solving our economic woes and returning this state and
nation to full employment: Unshackle the entrepreneurs. Give them a fair go; make the
risks of business attractive for them in Australia. Enable them to compete on the huge
world market; do not select industries for them-they will do that-and get them to
increase our exports by 50 per cent. I repeat that the people of Australia comprise onethree-hundredth of the world's population, and that represents a small proportion of the
total work force of the world. Let the entrepreneurs increase their exports by 50 per cent
and this country will gain effective full employment.
It has been only in the past 100 years that the world has known true community-wide
wealth, and that has been only in the democracies of the world where ballot boxes operate
freely and businessmen function freely.
According to the dictum that Adam Smith laid down 20 years ago:
Where two parties may freely contract together so that each expects to make a profit, community wealth results
as a by-product through taxation the individual's efforts and profits.

History proves that this cardinal principle has never been surpassed by any Governmentcontrolled economy. No centrally controlled Government economy is a patch on the
genius of the brilliant entrepreneur. No centrally controlled economy has achieved
anywhere near the results of democratic, free enterprise economies.
Sooner or later, we Australians will be forced to adopt the attitude of our American
cousins; that we are happy for the entrepreneur to make a profit so long as we get our fair
share. Our people must eventually accept that the generation of wealth must precede the
distribution of wealth. The judgment by the world's creative business people of our current
performance is evident in the plummeting value of our Australian dollar--down 29 per
cent in the past six months. This is not the fate of Switzerland, Germany, Japan, the
United States of America, South Korea, Taiwan, Hong Kong, Singapore. Although South
Korea can rightly claim the greatest economic miracle since the second world war, let us
look at Singapore.
Singapore, is a country with virtually no land, no natural resources and, twenty years
ago, had an uneducated people living in huts. Today, Singapore has full employment, total
modem housing and it is aspiring to pass the Australian standard of living before the end
of the century. In fact, it has been said that before the end of the century, itinerant,
unemployed Australians-and they are now on the world scene-may well be working as
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domestics for the Singaporians. Is that what we want? Is that to be the end result of 150
years of development in the lucky State of Victoria?
A nation's wealth today is not what we can dig out of the ground. It is not even defined
by existing manufacturing industry. We participate, today, in the greatest biomedical,
physical, chemical and mathematical revolution in history-the greatest age of technology
and science ever; the most rapidly changing time in history. We have flown to the moon
and, conversely, have probably examined the smallest particles of which matter consists.
Ninety per cent of the scientists who have lived are alive today. Knowledge is doubling
about each decade. Technology is outstripping our political capacity.
Industries are being ripped down and rebuilt with increasing frequency in other lands
and Australia and Victoria are slipping behind. Why? Because of the failure of our
democratic Parliaments to manage change, to be courageous and visionary and to carry
their responsibilities.
Unless this State and nation places the creation of wealth and the efficient management
of wealth, including the commitment of its people, above the distribution of wealth we
will all soon be paupers.
I turn now to the second great and essention policy for Victoria and that is "educate
every Victorian". Australian and Victorian educational standards are, currently, quite
unacceptable. We have far fewer people completing matriculation than most other great
democracies. Our people are not receiving a sound liberal arts education, including a
second language; the computer literacy of our young people is quite unacceptable and our
young people are not prepared for life. The need, today, to educate our young people for
life and work is urgent. Those not educated will, in the future, have a hard time. The
progress of our society is, in fact, now limited by our level of educational understanding.
Effective education will bring the capacity to overcome the disgraceful divisiveness in
our society seen in the rejection of dual education and health systems; th~ capacity to
encourage the greatest social revolution in man's history in the emergence of women as
full members of our society; the capacity to see the two-parent family as the social ideal
and to enable it to flourish; the capacity to see that the role of the family cannot be replaced
by government; the capacity to avoid youngsters rotting away on social welfare; the
capacity to accept personal responsibility and to build a vibrant and strong society and,
finally, the capacity to preserve the sovereignty of our democratic Parliament so that no
pressure group no matter who they are, will be allowed to diminish this jewel we call
Victoria.
Time is short. The next decade will show whether we Victorians have the common
sense, the wit and the wisdom to really grasp these two great truths and commit ourselves
to them: Sell more product; educate every Victorian. The alternative is unthinkable.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-I mention four matters of concern to the
electorate of Warrnambool. I pre-empt those matters by corn mending the honourable
member for Dromana on his maiden speech.
The first matter I raise on behalf of the electorate I represent relates to transport and the
funding of on-going reconstruction of rural roads. On a recent on-site inspection tour I
travelled with the engineer from the Warrnambool Shire Council over a section of road
known as the Panmure-Ellerslie road. The surface of this road is in disastrous condition.
It is currently used by heavy commercial vehicles as a route for the removal and
transportation of road-building materials. The surface is breaking up badly.
The present level of funding will only allow for the reconstruction of roads on a 60-year
cycle. I have been advised that a 25-year reconstruction cycle could be acceptable. However,
on present funding, it is a 60-year cycle.
One shudders to think what the condition of these roads will be in a few years' time
because of the inability of councils, through lack of funds, to give country people fully293
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maintained roads which are required to allow them to commute. It is important to
recognize that rural Victorians do not have the public transport facilities that are available
in the metropolitan area. Much was said in the House earlier today about petrol taxes and
the cost to the motorist. My understanding is that the business franchise tax on petrol is
7·8 cents and on diesel fuel it is 8·6 cents. The tax collections in those areas amount to
approximately $184 million in this State. Federally, it is 27 cents per litre, which amounts
to approximately $4000 million.
It is my intention to request a review of the allocation of funds for the reconstruction of
country roads and to subsequently speed up that process, otherwise it will have dire
repercussions in the years that lie ahead.
The second point also relates to transport and it is similar to the point raised in the
House earlier by the honourable member for Polwarth. it concerns railway crossings, and
I raise the matter as a result of a letter I received from the Cudgee Primary School. The
mothers' club has a genuine concern for the safety of people using a local railway crossing.
Recently a lady with three children in her car miraculously escaped from an accident
with little injury to her occupants and herself, except for emotional trauma, at this unsafe
crossing.
It is important that honourable members and the Minister for Transport recognize that
we are dealing with the safety of children who use that road as an access to their appropriate
schools. I ask the Minister for Transport to investigate the problem urgently. The matter
has been raised by my predecessor, Mr Adam Kempton, and I am anxious to follow up
this matter.
The third matter I raise relates to industry and decentralization. The Government has
indicated that it intends to withdraw decentralization incentives for industry. The Fletcher
Jones organization recently transferred 90 jobs from Warmambool across the border to
South Australia. It obviously believed it better economically and more attractive to operate
in South Australia than in Victoria. This is an indication of how the withdrawal of the
decentralization incentive will influence country industry.
In the past few days the Nestle Company indicated that it would transfer part of its
coffee processing operation to Queensland. Obviously there were incentives for the
company to transfer that part of its process interstate. Decentralization incentives are a
significant part of the economic structure of industries in the electorate I represent. That
electorate is already on its knees through the current crisis in the dairy industry. Retailers
in country centres are informing me of the enormous downturn in retail sales. The
interference in the ongoing viability of country industry is a further nail in the economic
coffin of rural Victoria.
I ask the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs to come to the electorate I
represent and talk to the executives of those industries there who face difficult times in the
future. If the Minister came to the electorate of Warmambool it would assist in the
problem of unemployment that so much is heard about. If jobs continue to disappear as
they have at Fletcher Jones, unemployment will be increased.
The fourth area I raise is directed to the Minister for Health. A conference was held
recently in Canberra to deal with the drug problem in Australia. In 1983 a committee was
established after a public meeting was called at Warmambool. That committee made a
submission to the Government in October 1983 for funding to start what is known as a
referral treatment centre for the treatment of alcoholics and drug dependants within the
City of Warmam booI, but servicing south-western Victoria.
This need derived from an extensive survey undertaken by the Apex Clubs of western
Victoria into the drug problem in that part of the State. The statistics they acquired
indicated a need for the facility. Facilities are available in Ballarat, Bendigo and Geelong
on a regional basis. I have investigated two of those facilities myself and I have found
them to be well supported and operated in an efficient manner. The centre in Warmambool
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will service all of south-western Victoria right to the South Australian border. The
Warrnambool City Council, the Board of the Warrnambool Base Hospital and resident
doctors and medical staff of that hospital have all indicated co-operation in this project.
The association, which is referred to as WRAADD, is incorporated and has its own
constitution. Indeed, it is ready to operate and the only thing required at this stage is
funding. I urge the Minister for Health to give priority to this project so that young people
who are most affected by this problem can be assisted during the International Year of
Youth.
I hope the Minister can inquire about the application that has been made and then
inform me, with a date for the granting of funds.
Mr SEITZ (Keilor)-I congratulate the Attorney-General in another place on changing
legislation so that from now on clearer English will be used in Government documents. A
number of Government forms produced by administrators, especially in the
Commonwealth area, are very difficult for the average citizen to understand and thus to
fill out. I hope these administrators take the necessary steps and simplify the English in
these forms. Department of Social Security forms are particularly difficult to fill out.
Migrant communities, in particular, have difficulty in understanding what is required in
completing these forms. It is a constant source of embarrassment to many migrant people
in the electorate that I represent, who come to my electorate office asking for advice on
various matters, but in reality requiring assistance in filling out social security forms. The
average person has difficulty in following the language used in many of these forms.
I hope the public servants and people in private enterprise will take note of the matter I
raise. Forms produced by insurance companies and real estate agents are often in small
print to the extent that one needs a magnifying glass to read them.
I hope these bodies follow the precedent set by the Government and adopt more
simplified English, so that the community has a clearer understanding of what is required.
The electorate of Keilor had market gardens and orchards when I arrived there in 1956.
Market gardening has an historical link with the area and a small section of market gardens
has been retained.
However, to provide for the construction of the Keilor bypass, the Road Construction
Authority acquired land and then sold off the surplus that was not required. That land
fetched a high price and the council, complying with the Local Government Act, revalued
the land. Market gardeners on the surrounding land have had their rates increased by 300
per cent. That is difficult to accept because market gardens in Keilor are not monopolies
or big concerns. Most of them are family farms that have been handed down. It is a way
oflife and culture for those people living along the Maribyrnong River and valley.
I have sympathy for these people, who are barely making a living and are trying to keep
their family farms. Not only have farming methods changed today but also big supermarket
chains dominate and dictate the price of goods and when they should be delivered. Market
gardeners are no longer in a free enterprise situation.
I ask whether the Minister for Planning and Environment and the Minister for Local
Government can examine the situation so that these people can be dealt with fairly. I have
discussed this matter with the local council and councillors and officers are at their wits'
end trying to retain this historic part of the Keilor electorate. The market gardens and the
Keilor village have significant appeal to the community and school students use the area
for excursions and educational purposes. It is the only area of market gardening activity
close to Melbourne in the western suburbs, although Werribee is the largest market
gardening area.
Another important matter I raise involves the liquid waste dump owned by the
Cleanaway company at Tullamarine. The licence was issued by the previous Liberal
Government. The dump is a constant concern to the community living in the area and
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trying to control the type of liquid waste that is dumped is also a problem for the Ministry
for Planning and EnvIronment. Depending on the prevailing winds, strong odours pollute
the residential area. It is a pity the previous Government did not consider the community
surrounding the dump.
The dump is at the gateway to Melbourne near the Tullamarine airport so that interstate
and overseas visitors leave Melbourne with a strong smell in their noses from the liquid
waste dump. It is certainly not a good advertisement for the City of Melbourne and I
believe the previous Liberal Government, when it considered issuing a licence, should
have located it in an area other than Tullamarine.
The Labor Government and the Minister for Planning and Environment are taking
action to have the company comply with the licence with which the company was issued.
It concerns me that the matter will end up in the courts, yet they may not provide the
result that the community seeks.

Mr Brown-Is it in the courts now?
Mr SEITZ-No, but it will be on 23 May.
The SPEAKER-Order! Can the honourable member for Keilor inform the Chair
whether the matter has been listed for hearing?
Mr SEITZ-I am not aware whether it has been listed for hearing. I am quoting from
an article in the Broadmeadows Observer.
The SPEAKER-Can the honourable member inform the Chair whether the article
states that the matter has been listed for hearing on the date that he has quoted?
Mr SEITZ-Yes, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member is out of order in detailing the matter
because it is listed for hearing and is, therefore, sub judice. I ask the honourable member
to continue his remarks with that in mind.
Mr SEITZ-I raise a matter involving International Youth Year and the actions the
Government has taken on civil rights and its commitment to that platform. Some media
publicity has not been conducive to International Youth Year, which should result in
progressive protection for our youth and proposed legislation being introduced into
Parliament. It concerns me that human rights issues for the youth of this nation have not
been publicized. In the last sessional period adoption legislation was passed which has
been accepted by the community and has solved much agony. In International Youth
Year I hope many youth issues will be publicized in a constructive way instead of raising
the adverse side of youth. The good points that youth can bring to the community and the
policies that the Government has put in place with the education system, the correction
system, the placement of young people in homes and family environments instead of
institutions, cover the whole ambit of youth care and should provide a happy environment.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I raise in the Grievance debate a matter that I raised last
evening in the debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting, which related to
the Government's attitude towards requests made by the Opposition under the Freedom
of Information Act. The Opposition is concerned about the merry-go-round treatment,
the double shuffling and the put-offs that the Government is using so far as these requests
are concerned. The Government has made a mockery of the legislation, which was
introduced to give the community, and especially honourable members, an opportunity
to scrutinize the activities of the Government. Often the Government does not answer
these requests for a very long time and when it does eventually produce an answer it is
usually a letter suggesting that one phones someone else. Of course, when one does call,
that person is never in. It is a never-ending circle of deferral.
The matter I raised referred to the Public Works Department and the work of the
Effectiveness Review Committee. The 1983-84 annual report of the department illustrates
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why the Opposition wishes to have access to the report of the Effectiveness Review
Committee. That report refers to the development of the Public Works Department into
the State Government's technical and financial adviser on building and construction
matters.
Does that mean there will be a new department? Does it mean additional people will be
employed? How much financial advice will be necessary? Does it mean additional financial
staff will be employed or will the matter be taken up by the Department of Management
and Budget, which honourable members are informed is the all-powerful and allknowledgeable bureaucracy?
When considering the financial management of the Public Works Department-again I
refer to the 1983-84 annual report-one should bear in mind the comment of the AuditorGeneral who indicated that the Treasurer granted the department an exemption under
section 8 (3) of the Annual Reportin~ Act from complying with the requirements for
annual reporting. The Treasurer's deCIsion and authority mean that all the debtors and
creditors have not been brought to account. This is referred to in the report. How many
debtors and creditors have not been brought to account? Are the amounts involved $3,
$30, $30 000 or $3 million? What is the "Laxette" Treasurer seeking to hide by this
activity? Departments take his medicine and he claims their funds.
The report further refers to the introduction of a fee-for-service arrangement relating to
building design, supervision, administration and construction services provided for client
departments. Will it stop at client departments or will it go further? Is this another way in
which the Government is encroaching on the free enterprise field? Is it only to be directed
towards client departments and other Government agencies? At the same time that the
report suggests producing a bigger bureaucracy, it talks about streamlining procedures to
ensure efficient processing of client requests.
If that means that private sector firms who do work for the Public Works Department
will not have to wait for months-in some instances in excess of a year-for payment, the
Opposition supports the proposition, but it would like to know when it will be done. Does
it mean that the contract system currently in place will be reviewed and, if so, how will it
be reviewed?
The report refers to revising financial delegation within the department. Does that mean
that some of the administrators within the department have not been carrying out their
functions properly? That is what I was suggesting last evening. That may be the case; the
Opposition does not believe that is so but it believes it is entitled-as is the communityto have access to this information to clear the honest, decent public servants who do a
good day's work in the department.
The report refers to a new construction policy unit, which will include an advisory group
consisting of senior representatives of major Government departments and authorities.
The Opposition wants more details of who those people are and precisely which
Government departments and authorities are involved, as well as advice on the level at
which these people are being involved.
In the area of decentralization, the Opposition notes that the report suggests that some
small country offices may need to be closed. The honourable member for Warrnambool,
who spoke earlier in the debate, would like to know whether the office of the Public Works
Department in the electorate he represents will be closed and other honourable members
on the Opposition side of the House also want answers to like questions concerning offices
in the electorates they represent.
The report refers to the appointment of a consultant to recommend on the rationalization
of property and land services within the State Government. That is well overdue but it is
necessary to know more about it. That is why the Opposition makes this request.
Yesterday, the Minister invited me to write him a letter. The letter was hand-delivered
to the Minister today and the Opposition awaits his answer.
297

36

ASSEMBLY

Grievances

18 April 1985

Mr Walsh interjected.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Minister for Public Works has used an unparliamentary
expression and I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-I withdraw but I have not received any
letter in my hand.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I thank the Minister for his withdrawal. The letter has been
put into the system and should be distributed today. I accept the Minister's word that he
has not received the letter and I invite him to check his mail because the letter was signed
and put into the system.
The Opposition is concerned about the way in which the Government and the department
have dealt with a public construction site in the City of Melbourne. I refer specifically to
the new remand centre. There has been a dispute involving draftspeople and architects,
with the introduction of a new and aggressive union called the Association of Drafting
Supervisory and Technical Employees. There was a stoppage on the project which went
on for approximately three weeks-it may have been a little more-and during that time
work on the site was held up. The picket lIne was formed because the association required
that professional people involved in the project should belong to the union, or the site
would be black-banned. The Government and the industrial relations people capitulated.
Mr Jerry Fanning, a member of the department, was the person who gave away this right
and now on six building sites in this State this union, ADSTE, has made similar claims
for additional membership. The people involved have been members of their own
professional associations for many years. It is not that they do not belong to any association,
it is that they do not belong to the specific association. The blackmailing and heavyhanded tactics of this union, supported by the Government, are not assisting good industrial
relations in Victoria.
The Government goes on record time and again as claiming it has a good industrial
record. Strikes are down but the Opposition repeatedly makes the point, "At what price?".
In this instance it was at the price of freedom and there is a cost penalty attached, a penalty
to the individual.
I now invite the Minister to give an assurance that in future he will not continue the
political nepotism of his predecessor, now the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs.
I direct his attention specifically to the amount of contractual work that goes to Daryl
Jackson Architects Pty Ltd.
That is the firm of which the former Minister of Public Works was a partner. One
wonders how many contracts that firm has been given by the Government. If that is not
political nepotism, if that is not largesse of the highest order, I should like to know what it
is!
I am sure honourable members would like to know how many contracts that firm has
been awarded in the past twelve months, and also what the value of the contracts was. We
would like "an assurance that this company will receive no further special advantages in
the future. That is one example of nepotism and one cannot help but wonder how many
other examples there are.
When one examines the Government's record with respect to the appointment of
former members of Parliament to Parliamentary staff positions, we see that the process is
continued. The Opposition believes enough is enough. It is time for some integrity and
honesty. The Government is on its last dying legs and will not be in power in four years.
The Minister is in this place by default, and he knows it. We call on the honourable
gentleman to do his best, however poor that may be.
Mr CULPIN (Broadmeadows)-On Grievance Day one introduces matters that relate
to one's electorate. Over the past few years, the Labor Government has given consideration
to the disadvantaged areas of Broadmeadows.
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One cannot complain about the achievements of the Liberal Party in Broadmeadows,
because it did nothing. The residents of Broadmeadows were punished because they
supported the Labor Party. The situation has changed in Broadmeadows-and other parts
of Victoria-and the residents are now given the consideration due to them for many
years.
Members of the Liberal Party are always bleating: They suffer from the syndrome that
they were born to rule and it is difficult for them to accept that they have been rejected yet
again.
Many projects have been initiated in the City of Broadmeadows, to the credit of the
Cain Government, and the local members, which includes not only myself as the
representative of Broadmeadows, but also the honourable members for Keilor, Coburg,
and of course you, Mr Speaker, as the honourable member for Pascoe Vale.
One of the biggest proposed projects is the Broadmeadows railway station. Another
project in progress is the Broadmeadows community health services permanent building.
This program started through the Federal Labor Government under Gough Whitlam.
When the major building is completed, it will provide a beneficial service for the
community.
Mr Richardson-Mr Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.
Mr CULPIN-I am very pleased that the honourable member for Forest Hill wishes to
ensure that more honourable members hear my contribution to this debate.
A new police station and a courthouse have also been established in Broadmeadows.
Some people may have reservations about these projects but it should be remembered
that under a Liberal Government, the services provided were completely inadequate. The
services that are now provided are the best.
It is pleasing to see improvements in all types of services because no matter where one
works, no matter what one's profession may be, the environment in which we work has
an important bearing on our performance. I am pleased to see that even honourable
members in the National Party agree with that.
The City of Broadmeadows has a population of in excess of 100 000 people. Therefore,
there must be many people with qualifications and expertise.
I have had the privilege to represent that city since 1961-quite a few years. I must
qualify for a gold watch or something. I have been involved in about 99 per cent of the
constructive activities that have taken place within that city.
Recently a meeting of the Broadmeadows TAFE College Board was held. The interim
board decided to talk about, would you believe, a change in name of the college. I was
very concerned to think that some people serving on a board within the City of
Broadmeadows feel that "Broadmeadows" may not be the appropriate name for something
located in Broadmeadows. Some people in society would make "peace" a dirty word. I
have confirmation from one of the board members that a change of name was being
considered, that the board was prepared to consider a name change, but that they decided
they would reconsider the matter in another twelve months.
I support a change in the membership of the board. I will not accept a situation where
the majority of the members of the board are not residents of the City of Broadmeadows.
The whole aspect of that board must be examined, and the majority of members on that
board should be residents of Broadmeadows. As I indicated earlier, a city with a population
of 100 000 people has plenty of qualified people with the expertise to serve on that
particular board.
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I know of some of the appointees to the board, but I am sure there are better qualified
people who could serve on that board.
I find offensive the idea that somebody who lives in Sunbury can be appointed to a
board which comes under the boundaries of Broadmeadows. I am sure that some of the
appointees to the board who live in other metropolitan areas do not play an active role in
their own areas in which they live but treat their role in Broadmeadows as an interesting
hobby.
Over the years the citizens of Broadmeadows have fought for everything that city has
achieved. Some years ago a consortium applied to the previous Liberal Government to
establish a liquid waste dump in Camp Road. That consortium was composed of people
with the names of Looker, Ansett and Bolte. I am not claiming for one moment that that
was a Liberal Party plot. Every citizen and organization in Broadmeadows fought the
establishment of the dump. One must remember that in 1976 the previous Liberal
Government supported the establishment of that liquid waste dump, despite the concerns
expressed by the residents of Broadmeadows.
However, the voices of protest of the citizens of Broadmeadows were heard. One person
who lent assistance was Colin Fulton ofGTV9, who did an excellent job in publicizing the
matter. Mr Fulton organized a television interview with me on the matter, which was a
turning point because the residents of Broadmeadows achieved a result. Honourable
members who were present at the time would remember when 500 to 600 residents of
Broadmeadows assembled on the steps of Parliament House at 6.15 p.m. one night when
the House was sitting. Those residents voiced their concern on the matter. Following the
publicity of the protest the then Liberal Government decided that a liquid waste dump
would not be established in Broadmeadows, and that was the end of the matter.
Mr Delzoppo-Where is the waste dump now?

Mr CULPIN-The residents of Broadmeadows are concerned about a liquid waste
dump which is located in Westmeadows in the electorate of Keilor. Concern is such that
allegations have been made that the liquid waste dump is responsible for an increase in
the number of birth defects. These allegations will have to be investigated by suitably
qualified persons. If the increase in the number of birth defects can be linked to the
Cleanaway liquid waste dump, that dump will have to be closed. The citizens of
Broadmeadows are prepared to fight the issue to the end and win.
Although many battles have been fought and won over the years, much more needs to
be done, and I am willing to continue the fight for the citizens of that area. I am sure the
various Ministers concerned will attend to the matters I have raised, especially the
allegations concerning the possible increase in the number of birth defects because of the
Cleanaway liquid waste dump operation located in Westmeadows.

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I refer to an area of responsibility of the Minister for
Education and it concerns the employment of laboratory assistants and laboratory
technicians in Victorian technical schools for the purpose of conducting science classes.
There is a longstanding anomaly between technical and high schools in connection with
employment of laboratory technicians as ancillary staff. The guidelines of the Education
Department are that if Years 10 to 12 enrolments are between 25 and 100, a part-time
laboratory assistant is provided in a high school. If enrolments exceed 100, a full-time
laboratory assistant is provided in a high school.
There is no provision for the employment in technical schools of laboratory assistants
for the conduct of science classes. It is clear even from that information that there is an
anomaly between the high and technical schools. Moreover it is an anomaly which exists
at a time when it is a central part of the so-called economic strategy of the Government to
develop the skills base of the work force and the population.
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One projected large growth area is that of new technology industries. I should have
thought that it would have been accepted by everybody that in that context every effort
should be made to ensure the highest possible quality of education in the class-room
content in technical schools.
The need for and benefit of using laboratory assistants in technical school science classes
is obvious. Firstly, it enhances the practical science activities of classes; secondly, it is a
physical assistance to the teacher not only in the presentation but also in the preparation
of lessons. That is especially the case where a teacher has to conduct a number of lessons
one after the other and time does not enable him to properly prepare the lesson without
the assistance of a technician. Thirdly, it creates in the class-room a better teaching
environment where the subject-matter and methodology-the subject of the educational
exercise---can be better conveyed to the students. Fourthly, and of particular importance,
is the question of safety. Science classes frequently involve the use of potentially dangerous
chemicals and equipment, so the presence of a technician at the preparation stage during
the conduct of the class and in stores control maximizes the opportunity for the safekeeping
of chemicals and safe operation of the class. Finally, there is the question of protection of
a teacher against legal liability .
In a potentially hazardous environment in a science class, where perhaps dangerous
chemicals and burners are being used, there is obviously an additional risk to that normally
encountered by teachers in the class-room, and the individual teacher has some of the
liability for the risk of injury to students. So that there is in existence in technical schools
an anomaly which not only threatens the educational standards of the science lessons but
also threatens the safety in comparison with the conduct of similar classes in high schools.
The value of the provision of laboratory assistants in schools generally for the purpose
of conducting science lessons has been recognized by a study conducted by the department.
I refer to the study by the Science Curriculum Centre of the Education Department of
Victoria in June 1984 in a paper entitled "Science Technology and Society: Guidance for
Science Education P12", which recommended that trained laboratory technicians should
be provided on a range, dependent upon the number of science hours taught, commencing
at half time or less than 30 hours' science taught in a school, up to two assistants for
science hours within the range of90 to 150 hours.
I am advised that under this formula every technical school in Vi~toria would qualify
for a full-time laboratory assistant. The reality is that no provision ~as been made for
laboratory assistants. In a comparison between Victoria and other tates an anomaly
exists as the situation in other States is generally better than that hich prevails in
Victoria. In Western Australia a range of provisions applies starting at s ools with fewer
than ten science classes having one part-time assistant, up to one full-tim plus one parttime assistant where the number of class hours exceeds 50. In South Australi all secondary
schools have technicians. In New South Wales a range is provided, co mencing for
schools with 300 students having one part-time assistant. In Queensland t hnicians are
provided in schools with enrolments exceeding 300. There is also a sliding scale for the
provision of full-time technicians. In Tasmanian secondary schools, for Year 7 to 10, one
full-time technician is provided. In matriculation colleges for Years 11 to 12, W(\ full-time
technicians are provided.
There is adequate recognition in other States of the value to the technical education
process of the provision of laboratory assistants to work with teachers. In Victoria, the
matter was resolved, not by the State Government, but by the Science Teachers Association
of Victoria, although only on a limited basis. The association obtained funds under the
Community Employment Program for the employment of fifteen labora~0rt assistants by
schools. One of those laboratory assistants was employed at Brighton T~nical School,
which is within the electorate that I represent. They were also providec( at fourteen other
schools. Under the Community Employment Program those positions were funded until
30 June 1985. The funding is not available after that time and the onus will then be passed,
if at all, to the Victorian Education Department.
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On 3 April this year the department wrote to the school council of Brighton Technical
School recognizin~ the benefits arising to the educational process from the presence of
laboratory technicIans, but indicating that funds were not available for their employment.
Mr Cathie interjected
Mr STOCKDALE-That is a strange attitude for the Government to be adopting at
the same time that it claims a commitment to providing employment opportunities for
people in Victoria, particularly young people.
Mr Cathie-What about the youth guarantee scheme?
Mr STOCKDALE-I am pleased to accept the Minister's assurance that Brighton
Technical School can look forward to receiving youth guarantee funding to maintain the
employment of the laboratory assistant. I ask the Minister whether I have his approval to
advise the school council to that effect.
The reality is that the young person who has been undertaking course training at that
school is presently faced with the prospect of termination of her employment on 30 June
1985, as are the other fourteen people funded under the Community Employment Program.
It is an objective of the Community Employment Program that, wherever possible, the
recipient should not have temporary employment, but the opportunities should exist for
that person to continue in full-time employment. If the Minister is denying that fact, I
should like him to say so. In many other instances where projects have been funded under
the Community Employment Program, full-time jobs have subsequently been provided.
The person has proved himself or herself worthy, the position was still required to be
continued and that has been done. I instance the Elanora Home and Hospital for the
Blind. The Association for the Blind has numerous instances of jobs being continued by
the employer after Community Employment Program funding has been discontinued.
The Government claims it is committed to developin~ the Victorian skills base. I refer
to the twin objectives of the development of the Victonan skills base and the growth of
employment. Growth may be in the public sector, which the Government has not been
slow to take up. The two objectives are to be met at the same time. However, in reality the
Government has refused to meet the need. I submit that funding of these positions could
easily be continued by the department within the existing budget. It is simply a matter of
priorities. I shall give instances that illustrate the possibility of the rearrangement of
priorities to meet the real needs of the Victorian school population.
Firstly, additional funding has been provided for ancillary staff in the last two Budgets
of this Government, but that allocation has been used to increase the number of clerical
assistants available and to increase the number of cleaners. The Minister could tell the
House that the priorities are such that he can find money to increase the number of
cleaners and clerical assistants but cannot find the money to improve the educational
resources in class-rooms. Secondly, the priority ought to be to put money where it will
most improve the education system. If there is a conflict, we are surprised that the
Government will adhere to its commitment to restraint in this area alone and will not
fund this project. One must consider the priorities to determine whether it is more
important to employ laboratory assistants or clerical assistants.
The third area is the huge increase in bureaucracy under this Government. The Education
Department is one of the areas of most waste. The first comment made to me by people
who work in schools in the electorate that I represent is that regionalization is a waste of
resources. It has provided jobs for bureaucrats but has not improved the education system
one bit.
The Minister has said he will improve the system. He has the opportunity to improve
it. The priorities should be to utilize natural wastage and do away with fifteen unnecessary
bureaucrats in unnecessary regional offices and instead employ people who will actually
improve the quality of education. The failure to fund these positions has caused
considerable detriment, not the least of which is the undermining of the Community
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Employment Program itself. It will have disastrous effects on the quality of class-room
teaching, through no fault of the teachers. I am advised by the teacher concerned at
Brighton Technical School that there is a visible, dramatic and substantial improvement
in the quality of education he can supply in a class-room as a result of the activities of the
laboratory technician. The removal of the technician from the class-room will cause a
deterioration in the level of safety because of the reduced control over potentially dangerous
chemicals, material and other equipment. Both students and teachers are likely to be
affected by these developments.
Fourthly, the whole community will suffer from the adverse effect on the development
of scientific and technical skills within the technical school system. Fifthly, fifteen jobs
will be lost in the education system in Victoria. It matters not that these individuals may
be employed elsewhere; the fact is that fifteen positions in Victoria are being lost. Sixthly,
the laboratory assistants themselves do not have the opportunity of completing their
training prior to 30 June 1985. Only the continuation of their employment by the Education
Department after that date will enable them to complete the employment training that is
so much part of the Community Employment Program.
Seventhly, it involves a waste of Community Employment Program funds. If the
laboratory technicians, including the one at Brighton Technical School, are denied the
opportumty of completing their training, all the money spent on funding their employment
over the past six months will be flushed down the drain. The Government is well aware of
the techniques of flushing money down the drain, but usually it does not do the flushing
with State funds. The Community Employment Program funds that have been allocated
to the project will simply be wasted. The community will receive no benefit from those
funds beyond 30 June 1985.
I ask the Minister of Education to consider reversing the decision that has been made
within his department and, in the next Budget, to provide funds for the employment of at
least those fifteen technical school laboratory assistants. Furthermore, I ask him to ensure
that funding is made available between now and 30 June 1985 to ensure that there is no
interruption in the employment of the fifteen young people concerned.

Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-The issue I raise concerns the Motor Boating Act. Last
week, another fatality occurred on one of Victoria's inland waterways. The subject of
motor boating regulations has been a hobby horse of mine since I have been a member of
Parliament, and even before that. The provisions of the Motor Boating Act ought to be
amended. A number of fatalities have occurred on the waterways, and both the present
Government and the former Government have seemed to ignore the requirement to do
something to ensure that this area is properly policed and that some form of licensing is
introduced.
When I was involved in local ~ovemment, at a Municipal Association of Victoria
annual conference I moved a motIon relating to the inclusion in the Act of a licensing
requirement for persons who drive high-powered motor boats and for testing for
intoxication. The motion was unanimously supported. The ridiculous situation now exists
in which a person is allowed to consume as much liquor as he wishes and still legally drive
a motor boat on Victoria's waterways at an unrestricted speed. Furthermore, that person
could be also be a minor. A minimum age requirement does exist for a person driving a
speed boat that is towing a skier, but if a skier is not being towed there is no requirement.
Also, there is no provision for a person to undergo training in the handling of a speed boat
and, as I said, there is no provision for him to be tested for intoxication.
It is extremely important for this matter to be more seriously considered. After all, many
of the boats to which I refer are high-powered machines capable of being driven at 60 or
70 miles an hour. If they were considered in the same way as are motor vehicles, it would
be a different situation. At present, it is legal for a ten or twelve-year-old child, who may
even have consumed half a bottle of spirits and who has never driven a speed boat before,
to take the wheel of the speed boat and drive at 60 miles an hour. No provision exists for
testing drivers of speed boats for intoxication and there are no speed restrictions.
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In New South Wales and other States there are requirements of the type I have mentioned.
I certainly would not want something to interfere with the small fisherman who might
take half a dozen tinnies out in the bay to do a bit of fishing and drive his boat at about 10
miles an hour.
Mr Williams-Madam Acting Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.

A quorum was formed.
Mr McNAMARA-It is about time something was done to ensure that the general
public on the waterways are protected. In the last term of Parliament I asked the Minister
for Police and Emergency Services to consider the matter.
The Municipal Association of Victoria has on record a motion, which was unanimously
supported, calling for something to be done, yet the fatalities and serious accidents are still
occurring throughout the year, particularly during Easter and Christmas. It is a serious
problem for the Benalla area, which has many inland waterways around it, such as Lake
Eildon, Lake Nillahcootie, Lake Mokoan and Lake Nagambie. The police in those areas
would like something to be done to ensure that the areas are properly policed this year,
and I urge the Minister to do something about the matter.
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-I raise for the attention of the House a matter of
serious concern.
Mr Kennett-Take your hands out of your pockets!
Mr HARROWFIELD-It is good to note that the Leader of the Opposition is in the
Chamber. I raise a serious matter regarding the appalling assault launched by the BjelkePetersen Government in Queensland on the rights of all the people in that State, but
especially the rights of the work force and the trade union movement. All political parties
in this House can disagree about the pros and cons of a particular industrial dispute or
industrial issue. Honourable members do not even have to like trade unions or be
sympathetic towards the plight of the work force in Queensland, or anywhere else for that
matter, but I should hope that all honourable members in this House would be as one in
condemning the systematic destruction of democratic freedom in Queensland or anywhere
else that it might occur.
It is no better typified than by the actions of the Bjelke-Petersen Government in
introducing an entire package of some of the most draconian anti-strike measures that
have ever been seen in the history of this country. The right to strike, the right to withdraw
one's labour, is a fundamental tenet of any democracy. The freedom of speech and the
freedom to withdraw one's labour are basic elements of any system of democracy if it is to
work properly.
I should hope honourable members in this place, regardless of the party to which they
belong, would recognize the importance of that point. I should hope that members of the
National Party in this House would be just as outraged as are members on this side of the
House at the actions of the Queensland Government, because they threaten the rights of,
-for example, dairy farmers, to take strike action on matters of major concern to them.
Honourable members did not hear of the National Party of Victoria condemning the
dairy farmers for taking such action recently, because that is their right. However,
honourable members also did not hear of the Victorian National Party condemning its
colleagues in Queensland for preventing the work force of that State from withdrawing its
labour on a matter of much importance and significance to it.
To illustrate the seriousness of what is occurring in that State, I shall briefly outline to
the House some of the elements of the new legislation that has been introduced in
Queensland. The first piece of legislation is the Electricity (Continuity of Supply) Act,
which empowers the electricity commissioner of Queensland to direct any person to
perform any work in order to ensure the supply of electricity. That takes away one of the
fundamental rights in any democracy of a person to withdraw his labour. It virtually
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amounts to enforcing slave labour on the electricity industry in Queensland. Power industry
employees face summary dismissal and a fine of up to $1000 for non-compliance with
such a direction. The Act also goes one step further. The Government of Queensland is
not content to say that the Act will apply as from now and into the future; the Act is also
retrospective, in that it overrides existing awards in the industry.
The Act removes the agreed, negotiated award within the Queensland power industry
which had provided a 36 and a quarter hour week and a nine day fortnight. The BjelkePetersen Government has reneged on an industria~ agreement that previously it had
accepted.
Further, new Queensland legislation has amended that State's definition of Hstrike". I
can understand that the honourable member for Benalla, who is interjecting, is so ambitious
about the leadership of his party that he is prepared to be counted defending the outrageous
actions of Queensland's National Party Government. I should have thought that he would
have been prepared to protect democratic rights.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Miss Callister)-Order! The honourable member for Benalla
is interjecting excessively, and I ask him to cease.
Mr HARROWFIELD-Under the new legislation amending the State Industrial
Arbitration and Conciliation Act, a strike in Queensland means any action varying normal
work practices and any discussion about such action by two or more people. It is an
appalling infringement on the rights of the work force of Queensland to take industrial
action. The Electricity (Continuity of Supply) Act is being used to break up any picketing
outside the Electricity Board depots. Pickets deemed to have engaged in behaviour
"calculated to harass, annoy or cause harm or distress" to people working in the depots
are subject to a fine of up to $1000. That is another infringement of the rights of individuals
to express their concern over employment conditions.
A further disturbing aspect of the legislation is that it reverses the most fundamental
right of a democracy; that someone is innocent until proved guilty. The new legislation
reverses the onus of proof. If the State Industrial Commission directs a return to work or
prohibits a strike, failure of any person to do so will be presumed to have taken strike
action, unless it can be shown otherwise. Offenders under Queensland anti-union legislation
now are presumed to be guilty and they must prove their innocence.

It is important to consider reaction in Queensland to the draconian legislation of the
Bjelke-Petersen Government. The Premier of Queensland claims constantly that he has
the support of his State on this legislation, but that is not the case. Many church leaders
have publicly defended the right of people to withdraw their labour and they have attacked
the legislation.
The Anglican Primate of Australia and the Archbishop of Brisbane, the most Reverend
Sir John Grindrod, referred to the right to strike as a "cornerstone of democratic freedom".
He strongly opposes this legislation. The Archbishop of Canterbury, who is visiting
Australia at present, is a conservative gentleman and head of a conservative church, and
he also has supported the Archbishop of Brisbane and has defended workers' rights to
withdraw their labour. Other church leaders in Queensland strongly oppose this legislation.
Several Roman Catholic priests signed a letter sent to the Editor of the Courier-Mail which
was published in that newspaper on 15 April 1985 and stated, inter alia:
The right to withhold one's labour under certain conditions is a fundamental natural right of every worker in
any free society. A law which repudiates absolutely that right turns history back 150 years.

Mr McNamara-They signed a contract.
Mr HARROWFIELD-The honourable member for Benalla should listen to the letter
I am reading that was signed by Roman Catholic priests in Brisbane. It continues:
The overall style of current industiallaw-making in Queensland should alarm all citizens who are concerned
about human rights and the well-being of our State.
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Those words are fundamental. They are important. Their meaning should not be lost on
any honourable member, particularly the honourable member for Benalla. The Premier
of Queensland has always claimed that he has the support of the Queensland people.
Mr McNamara-He always has.
Mr HARROWFIELD-That is not so. An article in the same edition of the CourierMail referred to a week-end poll that had been conducted by a week-end newspaper and
radio station which showed that 55 per cent of Brisbane people polled were opposed to the
Queensland Government's legislation. There is no majority there.
Mr McNamara-Have you seen the latest opinion poll?
Mr HARROWFIELD-The majority of people oppose the actions of the Queensland
Premier on this issue. He does not have the support of the people of Queensland. The
Premier's actions are a further example of the Queensland Government's lack of
commitment both to democracy and to the Westminster system of Government. That
State already has enacted anti-march legislation. It is about to legislate what is being
described as the greatest electoral gerrymander ever in the history of the Western World.
These are continuing examples of how Bjelke-Petersen and his Government are prepared
to undermine the democratic rights of the Queensland community. The Queensland
Premier is not committed to upholding a democratic system, nor IS he committed to
safeguarding the rights of the work force. He is anti-worker.

Honourable members interjecting.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! Both the honourable members for
Benalla and Geelong must cease their constant cross-fire of interjections.
Mr HARROWFIELD-The Bjelke-Petersen Government is using this legislation also
as a smokescreen to distract attention from the decline of the Queensland economy and
its Government's total economic mismanagement. The Queensland economy is rapidly
~oing down the drain. Australian employment figures to the end of March 1985 show an
Increase in employment of 2 per cent yet, in Queensland, the employment growth was
only 0·3 per cent, which is well below the national average. There IS no employment
growth in Queensland. The unemployment figures for the same period show that the
number of unemployed persons in Australia declined by 4·1 per cent, yet in Queensland
unemployment actually increased by 7·3 per cent.
The figure went against the national trend and increased by 7·3 per cent. Queensland
now has 124300 unemployed, which is 8500 more than it had for the same time in the
previous year. That is another reason the Queensland Government is trying to cover up
the appalling mismanagement of the State economy.
A further example was provided with respect to bankruptcies by the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources. Throughout Australia in the twelve months to the end of
December last year an 8·2 per cent reduction in the number of bankruptcies was registered
with the Federal Attorney-General.
Mr Delzoppo-We heard that this morning!
Mr HARROWFIELD-The figures are worth repeating. That is why the Queensland
Government is trying to set up a smokescreen to hide its appalling performance.
In the twelve months to December 1984 the number of bankruptcies in Queensland
increased by 26·4 per cent, which is a stunning difference when compared to the national
trend, and especially to the Victorian trend, which revealed a significant reduction in the
number of business failures.
One can conclude only that the Bjelke-Petersen Government is not concerned about
general industrial peace; it is looking for excuses for its own poor performance. If the
Queensland Government is looking for a model for industrial peace and a reduction in
306

Grievances

18 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

45

working hours lost through industrial disputes, it should examine the performance of the
Victorian Government, under which industrial disputation is at an all-time low. The
record of the Cain Government in reducing working time lost through industrial disputes
is impressive. The reduction has coincided with an increase in employment and a reduction
in unemployment.
If the Queensland Government is fair dinkum about reducing unemployment and the
number of working days lost through industrial disputes, it would do well to examine the
performance of the Cain Government. If the Queensland Government examined the
industrial relations record of the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs, who has
just entered the Chamber, it would realize that that is the way to achieve growth and
economic recovery.
The Queensland Government should deal with unions as a responsible part of
Parliamentary democracy and as a responsible part of the economy. That has not been the
case in Queensland and it is sad to see the diminution of the hard earned rights of the
work force in that State.
The House should condemn the Bjelke-Petersen Government for the way in which it
has prostituted its responsibility to the people of Queensland by introducing legislation
that goes to the very heart of the democratic rights of the citizens of that State. It is part of
the ongoing process of that Government to take away the right to protest and the right to
a fair electoral system. The Queensland Government is about to introduce an even more
horrendous gerrymander which will be an appalling assault on the rights of the Queensland
work force. The Queensland Government should be condemned by all honourable members
because of its actions.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-Like many other honourable members I have many
grievances to raise. It is not surprising that so many grievances are being aired today when
one considers that Parliament has hardly met during the past five months. It is unfortunate
that it is proposed that Parliament will meet for only fourteen days in a period of more
than seven months. In approximately 210 days the Government considers Parliament
needs to meet for only fourteen days to scrutinize its activities.
This disgraceful situation should not be allowed to continue. We cannot have the public
perceive that the Government is operating clearly and honestly if it is not prepared to be
scrutinized. If the public perceives that the Government of the day is operating in an
untoward manner, the Government has only itself to blame. The Government has virtually
closed down Parliament for the past five months, and in a period of 165 days has allowed
Parliament to meet for only four days. This action has prevented the Opposition from
making a proper and adequate scrutiny of the Government's activities and has caused
many sections of the community to lose confidence not only in the Government but also,
to some degree, in the efforts and the role of Parliament.
I am further concerned to learn that the Premier proposes to leave Victoria in the near
future, before the end of the sessional period. If that is the case, the Premier will have
appeared in Parliament for approximately seven to ten days in a six to seven-month
period. That is a dereliction of duty and it is incumbent on the Premier to postpone the
proposed overseas trip until at least the close of the sessional period.
My first grievance relates to a reply I received following representations I made to the
Treasurer. In 1984 I approached the Treasurer on behalf of a constituent who suggested
that public transport and municipal rate benefits should be available to all age pensioners.
My constituent considered that if the Government were concerned that some people
would receive benefits who did not necessarily need them, the fringe benefits could be
recouped through income tax levied by the Federal Government and reimbursed to the
State.
I put the proposal to the Treasurer and at the same time asked him to detail the costs of
implementing the policy with respect to female age pensioners 60 years and over, male
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age pensioners 65 years and over, as well as all age pensioners 65 years and over, and all
age pensioners 70 years and over.
On 19 November last year the Treasurer replied and stated, inter alia:
You will be aware that our policy is to extend concessions in the above areas to all pensioners where we feel
that there is genuine need and, of course, as all age pensioners do not fall into this category, it has been necessary
to find a measure which could be generally applied and which, to the best of our ability, will provide the
distribution of resources to most needy areas.
Accordingly, the criterion for age pensioners to receive the above benefits is that they be in possession of a
Commonwealth Pensioner Health Benefit Card.

That response is reasonable enough, although it does not meet the request made by my
constituent. But I found the further comments in the letter to be totally unreasonable. It
stated:
I have taken note of the suggestion. However, significant resources would be required to calculate the information
you have sought concerning the cost of extending public transport and municipal rate pensioner benefits to the
four categories specified in your letter. I am not prepared to make the resources available which would be
necessary to provide this information.

If the Government were fulfilling its duties, it would have investigated all eligible pensioner
groups previously to ascertain whether it would be possible for the Government, with its
existing resources, to provide the necessary benefits to them. It is obvious that the
Government has not undertaken its basic research, and I find that incredible. The credibility
of the Government is in doubt if in future it claims that it is providing the most extensive
benefit coverage it can from its existing resources.

In his reply, the Treasurer indicated that the Government has not undertaken this basic
research and, further, he unequivocally indicated that it is not prepared to do so. That is
an incredible situation and one that will make a mockery of any claims that the Government
and the Treasurer may make in the future about concern for the needy people in the
community. I call upon the Government to ensure that this basic research is undertaken
so that benefits will be made available to as many members of the community as possible.
A further grievance that has come to my attention in the intervening period since
Parliament last met relates to a proposal from the Returned Services League that there be
established in Victoria a war memorabilia museum. I am disturbed to note in the
correspondence I have received from the league regarding the proposal that the Premier
suggested that the league take its proposal to the 150th Anniversary Board. That was done,
and the league was advised by Mr Gerry Mak, projects and marketing manager of the
board, that:
The situation has now emerged where a number of complicating factors require the proposal to be submitted
to the newly constituted Museum Advisory Board. At the same time the limited funding which the anniversary
board could make available to musuems has been exhausted.

The Returned Services League has subsequently learned that an "Ecomuseum" is to be
established in the western suburbs of Melbourne at a cost of$200 000. As the league points
out in the correspondence, that announcement by the anniversary board was made seven
months after it informed the league that funds for the establishment of museums in
Victoria were exhausted.
The credibility of the anniversary board has been placed in doubt. The Government,
and particularly the Premier, have a duty to discover how the league could be so misled
and how a reasonable proposal, and one that would preserve for history the various
artifacts relating to war memorabilia, could be brushed off. The proposed museum could
emulate the Australian War Memorial in Canberra which, as honourable members should
know, is Australia's greatest tourist attraction. If such a museum were established in
Victoria, it would, in time, be self-funding through tourism finance.
A matter of grave concern to many residents in the electorate of Caulfield relates to the
legal establishment of brothels in the electorate. Honourable members will recall that, in
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the previous Parliament, the Government introduced a proposal that brothels should be
legalized under the euphemism of "massage parlours". The Liberal and National parties
altered that legislation to ensure that the Government's actions were plainly understood
so that it could be called to account and that people would know that the Government
was proposing the legal establishment of brothels, as they have been known over the
thousands of years of human history.
The concern of hundreds of residents of Caulfield is that there are two proposals to
legally establish brothels in the area. Representations that have bee~l made to the Caulfield
City Council have been met with the interim advice that the council is limited in the
actions it can take because it can only deal with the applications on planning grounds.
As honourable members will recall, that is contrary to the advice that a Minister of the
Government in the previous Parliament gave when he stated that consideration would be
given to allow councils to consider applications for the establishment of brothels on other
than planning grounds. However, municipal councils throughout Victoria are hamstrung.
They can only consider the applications on planning grounds, and that is of great concern
to my constituents.
Parliament will have to consider the matter during the course of its tenure. If the
Government is not prepared to reconsider and allow municipal councils to consider
applications for the establishment of brothels on other than planning grounds, I have no
doubt the public will draw the Government to account at the next election.
Another grievance that I must. bring to the attention of the House is my disgust at the
withdrawal of funding by the Government to the Victorian Association for Mental Health.
Honourable members should be aware that in December last year the association had to
close its secretariat because the former Minister of Health, the present Minister for
Transport, cut its funding.
The association is concerned that the previous Minister wrote to various members of
Parliament stating reasons why he was cutting the funding. The association was forwarded
a copy of the letter. I am extremely disappointed to note that the Minister of Health
attempted to mislead the members of Parliament who received the letter.
The association's reply to the Minister, written by the president, Mr Graeme Angus, on
18 December 1984, stated:
It is incorrect to state that in 1980-81 and 1981-82 the VAHM received from the previous Government a total
of $40 000 "to assist the VAHM set up the Mental Health Foundation of Australia". No funds were ever
specifically requested or received by this association for that purpose. Indeed they were specifically provided for
the purpose you deny-as a grant, untied in 1980-81 and in 1981-82 to maintain the secretariat and assist in the
ongoing activities of the association.

The president draws many other areas of concern to the attention of the then Minister of
Health in that letter and throws into doubt the credibility of the Minister. Time precludes
me from reading it all.
If Parliament is to fulfil its role adequately and correctly, as was originally intended, the
Government must ensure that it meets more frequently. It is a disgrace that over the past
five and a half months Parliament has met on only four occasions. That is a pathetic
attempt by the Government to claim that it is giving Parliament reasonable opportunity
of scrutinizing the activities of the Government.
It is disgraceful that the Premier is proposing to leave the State prior to the end of the
sessional period. Even ifhe were to remain here until 28 May when it is proposed that the
sessional period will finish, he would have sat in Parliament for only fourteen days over
the past seven months.

The least the Premier can do is postpone his overseas trip until the close of this sessional
period. The least the Government can do is ensure that Parliament sits more often this
sessional period.
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The question was agreed to.

LABOUR AND INDUSTRY (ANZAC DAY) BILL
The debate (adjourned from the previous day) on the motion ofMr Fordham (Minister
for Industry, Technology and Resources) for the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-This small Bill will enable service stations to open between
midday and 2 p.m. on Anzac Day. The Opposition supports the measure. It has had
discussions with the Returned Services League, which is in favour of the proposed
legislation because it will allow those people who were unable to participate in the Anzac
Day March because of the need for petrol, to attend. The Bill enables service station
proprietors to attend the Anzac Day March or to open between specific hours if they wish.
Motorists are also in favour of the measure which was indicated to the Opposition in
discussions with the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce.
Although I support the Bill, it once again raises a question of extraordinary complexity:
The diverse regulations and restrictions on the freedom of choice of Victorians as to when
they can open their shops or work.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Prahran commenced his remarks
by advising the House that the Bill was relatively simple. Obviously the measure is simple
because it makes only a minor amendment to the Labour and Industry Act. The proposed
legislation deals with a specific matter. The second-reading notes, if referred to, also deal
specifically with the same matter. I do not intend to allow the debate to expand into a
debate on shop trading hours generally. That matter has not been mentioned in the Bill
and nor are shop trading hours affected.
Mr HAYWARD-Mr Speaker, the point I was trying to make was that other standards
are involved. On the one hand it is possible to purchase petrol on Anzac Day yet, on the
other hand it is not possible to buy other commodities and services. That impinges on the
freedom of choice of people on Anzac Day.
The Bill is about Anzac Day, which is important to people in many respects. Certainly
people commemorate the wonderful exploits of the Australian and New Zealand troops
in the Dardenelles. Anzac Day is also a day on which people wish to relax and pursue
family activities. The Bill raises double standards. Why should people be able to purchase
petrol on that day but at the same time be prohibited from buying other commodities and
services? Anzac Day is one of the few occasions on which people can spend time with their
families and perhaps purchase a particular commodity while they are all together.
The law should be reformed so that as well as being able to buy petrol, people are also
able to buy other commodities. In supporting the Bill, I wish to say loudly and clearly that
the Opposition is dedicated to providing Victorians with maximum freedom of choice on
how and when they work or buy goods, whether it be on Anzac Day or any other day.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-Traditionally service station trading hours have been
set at specific times. When one considers the history, one must read the conditions as set
out in section 82 of the Labour and Industry Act which is referred to in the Bill. That
section indicates when petrol stations will open and when they will close. In years gone
by, the only days on which service stations were closed were Good Friday, Christmas Day
and Anzac Day. If one goes back further, one notices that service stations had specific
hours each day during which they were allowed to trade. The Act has been altered to allow
service station proprietors to trade for 24 hours.
Interestingly enough the Act was changed to allow service stations to be opened for
limited hours on Christmas Day and Anzac Day yet they are still closed all day Good
Friday. That is unusual because that is the day on which people would possibly need to
purchase petrol, when and if they are travelling around Victoria. Many people take
advantage of the Easter holiday break to see the State and, obviously, they would need
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petrol. The situation has been confusing. Many petrol stations have broken the law by
opening between 12 noon and 2 p.m. on Anzac Day. This caused problems for petrol
retailers and the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce, which is their
representative.
The Minister's representatives indicated that the issue was confusing and should be
clarified: Either all service stations should be closed prior to 2 p.m. on Anzac Day or they
should be given the opportunity of opening if they wish to. Th{ National Party will not
oppose the measure because it recognizes that it will provide service stations with that
opportunity. Those proprietors provide a significant and special service to Victorians.
Traditionalists may say that because Anzac Day is a special remembrance day for former
servicemen the petrol stations should not be allowed to open before 2 p.m. My family runs
a service station at Rutherglen and traditionally on Anzac Day it has not been opened
until 2 p.m. We, as a family, will probably continue that tradition because we recognize
the importance of Anzac Day, and will probably attend the Anzac Day services in the
area. In many areas service stations may roster to open earlier on Anzac Day.
The Bill, which is small but important, does not enter into the debate on extended shop
trading hours.
The policy of the National Party is quite clear with respect to this Bill. Service stations
already are covered by legislation that relates specifically to them. National Party members
understand the circumstances which led to this Bill being drafted and do not oppose it.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I congratulate the Government and the
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources for showing flexibility and common
sense with the introduction of the Bill. The Minister approached members of the Liberal
Party earlier in the week to seek their support for the Bill so that it would pass quickly
through the House and so correct an archaic situation that imposes restraints on certain
traders and the public in terms of access to petrol and other products that are now sold
through petrol stations.
The Bill brings about a move that is supported by the Returned Services League. I
congratulate the RSL as well. One often hears the expression that the RSL is intransigent
because of the views it sometimes holds. However, it has recommended support for this
Bill, as has the Victorian Automobile Chamber of Commerce, and the Government has
seen fit to introduce it.
This proves clearly that the Government, when it wants to, can be efficient, effective
and flexible. I am sure that this measure is not being subjected to review by the regulation
review unit that is examining trading hours generally. However, this Bill obviously relates
to trading hours. If the Government can move quickly with this measure, it can surely
move quickly with others. I do not know whether Mr Miller-who heads the regulation
review unit and to whom this measure would have normally gone-and I am sure you
remember him, Sir, as the previous honourable member for Prahran-he has now received
an increase in salary to $60 000 a year.
The SPEAKER-Order! I also remember that the Bill before the House deals with a
specific subject. After warning and cautioning the honourable member for Prahran, I ruled
that the ambits of the Bill were restricted and I intend to ensure, having indulged the
honourable member for Prahran as the lead speaker for the Opposition, to certainly not
indulge any other speakers and I shall hold them to the Bill that is before the House.
Mr KENNETT-Mr Speaker, I have always been under no illusion that you would ever
indulge me in anything, let alone my ability to address the House!
I am referring here to the processes through which the Government proceeds to come
up with a piece of good legislation. If the regulation review unit was not established to deal
with this type of measure, why do other matters need to be referred to it?
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It is interesting to note that tomorrow Mr Bob Wolstenholme goes into gaol for six days
for breaking an archaic law of this State, whereas the Government is today correcting a
similar piece of legislation to cover Anzac Day. How can the Government be so astute
and so correct in introducing this measure quickly to ensure it receives Royal assent before
Anzac Day, yet the day after Anzac Day causes a man to be gaoled for doing the same
thing?
Mr Speaker, I do not intend to test your ruling, but I notice the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources is becoming a little agitated. I can well understand his agitation.
Regardless of the political persuasion of the Government of the day, the Bill proves that
common sense can work and a Government can be flexible. I hope with the change of
Minister that this is an example of what can be done and that the Government will move
quickly in relaxing other areas of trading hours as it has done in this measure relating to
Anzac Day.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-This is an important Bill. The Government has
described it as a short and simple Bill. It is short in terms of the number of words that are
used on the single sheet of paper which comprises the Bill and the number of words that
were used on one side of a single sheet of paper for the second-reading speech of the
Minister for Industry, Technolo~ and Resources. So there is shortness about it. However,
I question whether there is simplicity about it.
It is about petrol, petrol shops and Anzac Day, and the ability of petrol shop proprietors
to trade within certain hours on a specific day of the year, which happens to be Anzac
Day.
The absurdity of the existing retail trading-hours situation is slightly reduced by this
measure. It removes one small piece of absurdity but it still leaves a great many more. The
same petrol shop proprietor-which is the descnption used in the second-reading speechwill, with the consent of the Opposition and the National Party to this Bill, be capable of
selling petrol from his shop on Anzac Day. But he will not be capable of selling from his
shop a screwdriver or a spanner which could assist in the repairing of the car into which
the petrol from the shop will be put. I am not speaking about hardware shops, I am
speaking about petrol shops as they are described in the second-reading speech.
The Government is to be congratulated for inching its way timidly along the path
towards sensible retail trading-hours regulation or deregulation in this State. However, it
is only inching its way by removing one small absurdity in a whole tapestry of retailing
absurdities which exist in this State.
Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I support the Bill. It may be, as Government members have
said, a minor BIll and, no doubt, they think that is the kind of Bill that should go through
Parliament without any comment from the Opposition. However, this is a significant Bill
because it is an admission by the Government with respect to petrol sales on a day when
petrol has not, until now, been available to people to buy. Indeed, as the Minister said in
his second-reading speech, some people might even have run out of petrol on Anzac Day.
As other members of the Opposition have said, petrol stations need to be open on Anzac
Day.
I am appreciative of the fact that the Returned Services League is supporting the Bill
because, as a former legatee, I have tremendous admiration for the RSL. In the past, the
RSL has often opposed changes in the law in relation to petrol sales and a range of other
things. I am delighted that, in one instance, the league is prepared to accept that petrol
should be available to the public.
However, on Anzac Day, the old timers-if one likes to use that description-the men
who fought on the battlefield to ensure that we have the democracy that we have-like to
go to a hotel and have a chat and a drink after having attended the dawn service.
The people who fought for this institution to enable you, Mr Speaker, to sit in that chair
and who fought for our right to be in this Chamber, are not allowed by the Government
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to get to~ether as comrades in arms and talk about old times and old friends who are no
longer WIth them.
This shows quite clearly a glaring deficiency in the thinking of the Government. It shows
what is happening with their policies on tradIng hours, petrol sales and other commodities
on which they have no policy at all.
If something happens that the Labor Party perceives to be damagin~ in the polls, it
changes it. In the meantime, I have a constituent, Mr Frank Penhallunack, who is still
facing $500 OOO-worth offines.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Malvern that he is now
attemptin~ to draw into the debate issues that are not related to the Bill before the House
and I adVIse him that I will rule him out of order if he continues along the course he is
heading.

Mr LEIGH-I accept your ruling, Mr Speaker. I was endeavouring to illustrate that
Government is prepared to change the law because last year some motorists ran out of
petrol but, is not prepared to change the law on a whole range of other matters.
The sale of petrol is a retail matter and certain times are se1 down for it. How does the
Government differentiate between the selling of petrol and the selling of other commodities
in a shop? Many petrol stations are able to sell a range of commodities that can also be
bought in retail shops during the week. Petrol stations will be open on this day, selling
these commodities, but retail shops will not be allowed to be open. The Government has
the gall to put to the House a single page amendment to the Labour and Industry Act 1958
and expects the Opposition to roll over and have its tummy tickled, as the honourable
member for Forest Hill indicates. This leads into a major philosophical argument.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Malvern that it does not
give him the opportunity to have a philosophical argument about whatever he is attempting
to raise. The matter relates to Anzac Day and petrol sales. That is as far as I am prepared
to allow him to go.
Mr LEIGH-Petrol stations will be allowed to open after the passing of this proposed
legislation and, on opening, they will sell commodities other than petrol. The proposed
legislation does not stipulate that only petrol pumps can be open. People going into those
petrol stations have the opportunity of purchasing car polishes, toothpaste or whatever
else is being sold. At a petrol station in my electorate one can purchase toys.
Can the Minister inform the House whether the proposed legislation is meant only to
allow service stations to sell petrol? Will service stations put up barricades so that other
merchandise cannot be purchased?
The Leader of the Opposition and other members have indicated that they agree with
the Bill, but what about other goods? If the Minister, by this amendment to the Act really
wants petrol stations to sell only petrol, he should say that. I shall be interested to hear
from the Minister at the CommIttee stage what he pro~oses to do about other goods that
are sold at service stations. If the Minister can provide a satisfactory answer and amend
the Bill accordingly, the Opposition will know the Government is on the same track that
it followed in the past.
I suspect the Minister knows only too well that if he made an amendment to the
proposed legislation that would mean only petrol could be sold, no petrol station would
want to open on that day.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-This Bill is of considerable assistance to the people
who visit the electorate I represent because one of the great embarra§sments to a member
of Parliament representing Victoria along the New South Wales border is the constant
examples of different trading laws on both sides of the border. It is my understanding that
in New South Wales it has been possible to sell petrol on Anzac Day tor some time, yet on
the Victorian side, only a matter of yards over the border, it is not possible to do that.
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That has been a source of great embarrassment and is a shame on this Parliament that we
as Australians have been unable to achieve orderly marketing.
Benambra is one of the key areas of tourism in Australia and is one of the fastest growing
areas of the tourist industry. Hundreds of thousands of visitors go through there each year.
It is not a pleasant duty for me as a member of Parliament to receive letters from visitors
and people who run tourist facilities in north-eastern Victoria to explain to them why they
or their customers are inconvenienced on Anzac Day and are unable to secure an important
part of their needs, petrol, to transport themselves on their holidays.
The proposed amendment to the legislation is a welcome initiative and, as the Leader
of the Opposition says, it is the beginning, we hope, of a rapid reappraisal of some of the
nonsense laws that make Victoria a laughing stock among visitors, not only from overseas
but from other parts of Australia.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-I congratulate the Government for bringing in this
sensible piece of proposed legislation. I do not wish to give an historical lecture, but I
remind honourable members what Anzac Day is all about. After the first world war, the
Returned Services League formed clubs so that ex-servicemen and women could
commemorate their fallen on this special day, just as various religions commemorate
Christmas and Easter. They were not glorifying war. It is a day to remember the dead and
a means of getting together to see old mates. They do not wish to inconvenience the public
in any way. Anzac services are commemorated all over the world. I have been to the
service in London and the dawn service at Kranji where Malayans and Chinese come
from many parts of the island and the peninsula because of the significance of that day.
The ceremony at Long Tan, which I was privileged to visit on my second tour of
Vietnam, was a moving one and represents the true spirit of Remembrance Day. The
measure is a significant step forward, but there is a feeling of hypocrisy about the Bill
because the whole issue of shop trading should be brought out into the open.
I cannot understand how people can demonstrate and use a day of national significance
to denigrate not the iss.e of war, or honouring war, but those who have fallen in war to
earn the freedom that the community experiences today.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-However important the Bill may seem on the surface, it
doe_s little to enhance the reputation of Parliament. The Labour and Industry Act is a
disgrace to the year 1985. Young people are becoming more and more disillusioned with
our democratic system and there is no doubt that recent elections have shown a number
of them are voting informally because they have lost-The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Doncaster is an experienced
member of this House and is well aware of the guidance that I have given the House with
respect to the Bill. I am certainly not going to allow the honourable member to traverse
grounds that have nothing to do with the minor amendment proposed to be made to the
Labour and Industry Act.
Mr WILLIAMS-With respect, Mr Speaker-The SPEAKER-0tPer! Does the honourable member intend to defy the Chair?
Mr WILLIAMS-lfo, Sir. I was intending to explain that I want the Government to
quickly bring into the House proper amendments to the Labour and Industry Act. I have
no objection to the
asure, but I object to going to a supermarket on a Saturday and
being ordered to pur ase meat by 12 noon, although I am allowed to stay until 12.30
p.m. or 1 p.m. to p chase other products. The measure being corrected is typical of
hundreds of anomali s in the Labour and Industry Act. It is all right for this anomaly to
be corrected, but th younger members of society are interested in more significant
amendments to shop ing hours than this one.
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Normally the Government would not listen to members of the Returned Services
League, but this time it has listened to one pressure group and has ignored other elements
making up our society.

Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-The Opposition supports the Bill and I view the Bill from two
perspectives. The first perspective concerns the owners of various petrol shops, as they
have been described by the Minister, and the second perspective concerns the view of the
consumers, the people who will use the petrol shops on Anzac Day.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley gave a good historical view of Anzac Day
and related the reasons why a number of retail organizations were closed down to show
respect for those who died for their country in past wars.
The way petrol has retailed in Victoria in recent years has changed. No longer is petrol
the only commodity sold on the morning of Anzac Day. If one examines the change in the
petrol retailing industry, one finds that these petrol shops now sell other commodities. It
is this paradox that has caused problems in administering the Labour and Industry Act.
If one considers the other commodities that can be sold on Anzac Day morning, if the
proposed legislation is passed, not only will petrol, oil, kerosene and other fuel be sold in
petrol shops, but also commodities such as ice, newspapers, ice-creams, sweets, briquettes,
tools, toys, fishing gear, bait and videos among many others. When the legislation is
proclaimed, more commodities than petrol will be available and it is pleasing to see the
Government moving in that direction.
It is pleasing that consumers will now be able to purchase petrol on Anzac Day morning.
An old digger, on his way to the remembrance service, can now fill up his tank so that he
can travel to the service. Often families use Anzac Day, which is a public holiday, for a
day outing, perhaps to the country, where the use of petrol and these other goods will be
available to consumers. It is a small step to correct a tiny anomaly in the paradox that is
currently the Labour and Industry Act, but I support the Bill.
Mrs SIBREE (Kew)-I support this feeble attempt by the Government to correct a
messy and horrendous Act. The Bill demonstrates the inequities and stupidity of the
current law. Allowing petrol stations to open between midnight and 2 p.m. on Anzac Day
is merely commencing to move in the direction in which the Liberal Party believes the
Government should be moving. However, the House should be reminded that under the
current legislation only specific shops, such as pharmacies and other shops in certain
prescribed areas, can open.

The Government is now giving another section of the retail sector the ability to open on
Anzac Day. It is important that honourable members understand the significance of the
proposed legislation and the fact that time and again Parliament has to tidy up bits and
pieces of the Labour and Industry Act relating to the opening and closing hours of various
kinds of retail outlets. The House must waste its time by fixing up the Act as the
Government continues stumbling along, falling across problems, finding the odd day such
as Christmas Day and Anzac Day where somebody is inconvenienced, and remedying the
problem. The Government should come to terms with the enormous problems the Act
presents to Victoria, especially to retailers and consumers.
I, with the Opposition, support the Bill, which demonstrates the stupidity of the current
legislation and regulations under which Victorians are forced to operate and the stupidity
of the fact that one group of shops are allowed to open when others are not.
The Government is very much out of touch with the community and its needs. It is
time that the Act was rewritten so that it is not necessary to amend it frequently, to fiddle
while Rome burns.

Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I commend the Minister for his expediency, speed and
pragmatism in dealing with the anomaly in shop trading hours. The Minister has consulted
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with the President of the Returned Services League of Australia and has listened, as the
Labor Party does to him, and has adopted the recommendations made.
I also commend the Minister for consulting with the Victorian Automobile Chamber of
Commerce and coming to an agreement for the extension of hours for petrol shops in a
most compassionate and considerate way to effect an alteration to the Act prior to Anzac
Day.
I commend the Opposition's lead speaker in this debate, the honourable member for
Prahran, and all honourable members who have enlightened the Labor Party on matters
pertaining to the situation. If the Government listens to the points I am about to make, it
will learn much.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley drew attention to the sanctity of Anzac
Day. Other honourable members have drawn attention to the anomalies in the Labour
and Industry Act, which allows petrol service stations to sell goods other than petrol. This
shows conclusively the Government's inability to cope with shop trading hours and the
Minister's inability, ready pragmatism and lack of logic, as well as the lack of any firm
Government policy on petrol trading hours. The Opposition supports the pragmatism of
the Minister. It commends the Bill to the House but it wishes to highlight the inconsistency
of the Government. The Government will be made to realize that the community is aware
of the nonsense of shop trading hours.
I suggest that honourable members consider what the Government is doing. The Premier
accused the Liberal Party of having no consistent policy but this will be firmly bounced
back at the Government in the area of shop trading hours.
I support the Bill and the Liberal Party supports the Bill. However, the Government
should look to its policy on shop trading hours, which should be reviewed as soon as
possible.
Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-I support the Bill, which amends the Labour and Industry
Act. It is a short and simple Bill, which will allow petrol trading on Anzac Day without
restriction. Anzac Day is a special day; it is part of Australia's tradition and heritage. It is
a day on which we pay homage to those who have died for our country. The law as it now
stands handicaps people who wish to travel great distances to visit their loved ones and
friends and to take part in Anzac Day ceremonies.
The Bill has been welcomed by the Returned Services League and by the Victorian
Automobile Chamber of Commerce. It has been welcomed by the trade union movement.
For a change there has been some consensus and on this occasion I support that. The Bill
is especially good for the retailers in the electorate I represent because there are many
petrol retailers there who are suffering because of the taxes and charges imposed by the
Government, and increasingly high wages. Many people in the Bendigo area wish to travel
to other parts of Victoria for Anzac Day ceremonies. Some wish to travel to Portland,
Geelong and Gippsland and to the distant corners of the State to take part in the ceremonies,
to meet old comrades and renew acquaintances. Many people wish to come from other
places to Bendigo to take part in the ceremony held at Bendigo. Every year the Anzac Day
ceremony is held at the cenotaph and I, with other local members, will be attending that
ceremony this year.
I congratulate the Government for introducing the Bill, which will permit those who
travel from other places to the city in which I live to obtain petrol with which to return
home. The Bill has the support of all parties and I commend it to the House.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-I am speaking on this minor Bill because the
Opposition was challenged to raise some new matters on this issue. I am one member of
the House who has been in the retail area. I note that the honourable member for Niddrie
is not present. He is probably the only other member of the House who has had retail
experience. It has been drawn to my attention that the honourable member for Gisborne
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has expertise in the area and the honourable member for Narracan has also raised his
head. One day, we must all get together in a phone box.
There are not many people who have an interest in working on public holidays. One
could go back to Anzac Days of the past when no business or retail outlet could open
either during the morning or at all. Because of the good sense of the Returned Services
League and because of sporting fixtures-such as league football-some outlets were able
to be opened in the afternoon on Anzac Day. But as one who over many years has worked
in a pharmacy on Anzac Day, I relate a story of what it was like when it was a gazetted
holiday and against the law to open a shop.
RSL Park, which is a wonderful institution that caters for the needs of 200 elderly exservicemen, is in the area I represent. As one of the pharmacists in the Frankston area, of
which there are some nineteen in total, on a week-to-week basis I was required to look
after the pharmaceutical needs of the institution and, if one was on duty in the week in
which Anzac Day occurred, one was required to supply those people's needs. During the
Anzac week I was required to go to my pharmacy and service those needs
In the past couple of years pharmacists have been included in Schedule 5 of the Labour
and Industry Act and they have been able to open for business on Anzac day.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member is not relating his remarks to the Bill.
It is interesting to hear of the difficulties that pharmacists have had in the past but I find I

cannot connect it with the Bill. I shall hear the honourable member if he speaks on the
Bill.
Mr WEIDEMAN-Mr Speaker, I shall adhere strictly to your directions and relate my
remarks to the Bill and the second-reading speech.
I ask the Minister to describe to the House what is a Victorian petrol shop, and to list
the items a petrol shop can sell. The honourable gentleman must be aware of the interest
this matter has created in the courts.
Anzac Day will fall on a Thursday this year. It is well-established within the trade union
movement to have a nine-day fortnight, a 36, 37 or 38 hour week and an early finish on
Friday. I am sure that many owners of factories and businesses in this State will have
something to say about what will happen on the Friday after Anzac Day. The result will
be that people will not work on Thursday, Friday, Saturday and Sunday-it will become
another Easter. I mention that for the interest of the Minister. I hope that this does not
cause a lot of concern in our community and that the law will be honoured.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time, and passed through its remaining stages.

WATER (ADVANCES) BILL
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

Honourable members will be aware that on 1 April last I announced that the Government
had agreed, following representations from concerned parties, to special arrangements
which would give relief to irrigators who had been adversely affected by the recent very
long spell of dry weather. Under these arrangements the affected landowners will be
permitted to use part of their 1985-86 water rights as water sales for 1984-85.
The proposal applies to irrigators served by the Goulburn component of the
Goulburn-Murray Irrigation District. The lands in question are mainly supplied by waters
released from Lake Eildon and distributed via the major channels diverting at the Goulbum
weir.
Other parties benefiting from this Government initiative will be the private diverters
taking their supply from the Goulburn and Loddon river systems.
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These arrangements were initiated in response to a request from the United Dairyfarmers
of Victoria though they applied to all irrigators, not just dairy farmers, who of course in
the present circumstances are the ones most affected.
In coming to its decision, the Government had regard to advice from the Rural Water
Commission that, firstly, extremely dry conditions over the past five months in the areas
in question had resulted from summer rainfalls which were even lower than those during
the record 1982-83 drought year and, secondly, that some 1400 irrigators, mainly dairy
farmers, had either exhausted their entitlements or had only one watering left. This figure
of 1400 irrigators represents about 21 per cent of the total number of irrigators in the areas
in question.
Another factor of concern to the Government was that dairy farmers are already having
severe economic problems and the Government recognizes that this could be made even
worse if water entitlements were exhausted.
This small machinery Bill gives effect to the Government's decision and provides the
mechanics for actually making the additional water available. Honourable members will
note that the Bill is restricted to those segments of the Rural Water Commission's channel
supply system within the Shepparton, Rodney, Tongala, Rochester, Pyramid Hill and
Boort irrigation areas. These are the areas where problems are being experienced. The
other northern areas supplied from the River Murray have adequate supplies and are not
experiencing the same shortage.
I have referred previously to irrigation farmers and private diverters and should explain
the different systems in use. Every irrigation farmer in an irrigation area has a fixed volume
of annual water entitlement, known as a water right, for which he pays a compulsory
charge.
Additional water can be made available, in most years, in excess of the water right, as
water sales which farmers are required to pay for only if it is used. In practice, most
irrigators-and certainly almost all dairy farmers-use significant volumes of water sales
each year to sustain pasture production through the spring, summer and autumn months.
The total seasonal entitlement each year is expressed as a percentage of the water right
allocation for every property.
Because the Water Act requires the Water Commission to provide for delivery of water
rights, domestic and stock allowance, and other fixed commitments before allocating water
as sales, the assessment of annual water availability is a complex process. It is a process
which also takes into account a number of factors including volumes of water held in
major irrigation storages, probabilities of achieving certain levels of storage inflows based
on historic records of river flow, prevailing climatic conditions and consequent water
demand levels and river distribution losses.
Diversion licences, on the other hand, apply to irrigators outside irrigation areas who
are supplied directly by pumping from rivers. A diversion licence volume is very similar
to a water right in respect of security of supply. However, the scale of diversion licence
allocations is somewhate higher per unit area than water rights and seasonal sales
entitlements are somewhat lower.
Honourable members will note that the Bill contains a sunset clause; the Act ceases to
have operation after 30 June 1986. Thus, this emergency option is not seen as prejudicing
the preparation of the State water plan; that plan will address the implications of this new
aspect of consumer demand.
As any farmer will admit, climatic conditions are the most significant factor in all his
operations. It is climatic conditions which have caused irrigators and diverters their
present problems. It is climatic conditions which prevent the Rural Water Commission
from increasing the 1984-85 seasonal entitlement because this would involve a significant
risk of it not being able to meet the 1985-86 water right requirements.
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Under the Bill, prepared in response to requests from farmer organizations, the proposal
to make a supplementary allocation in 1984-85 as an advance of 1985-86 entitlements on
the same property recognizes the risk inherent in increasing present allocations. It confines
the effect of that risk to those who avail themselves of the chance to take the water now.
Each individual irrigator can, therefore, exercise the choice of whether to utilize water
now or retain it until next year after making his own assessment of the business risks
involved.
Before concluding, I draw to the attention of honourable members some broader issues
of principle of which the Bill raises implications. They relate to the rigid and inflexible
framework of regulation under which water is distributed to primary producers. In this
instance, it has been necessary to change the law simply to permit a flexible response by
the Rural Water Commission to a reasonable request from a small group of its "customers".
The regulatory framework imposed by the Water Act is of long standing. It severely
limits the flexibility open to the Rural Water Commission in responding to customer
demands. That in turn reduces the flexibility available to the customer, the primary
producer, in management of the farm, and in many circumstances curtails the income
available to the farmer.
The restriction which the Bill temporarily removes is just one of a multitude of statutory
restrictions on the ability of the Rural Water Commission to tailor its product to the needs
of the consumer. The Government intends to overhaul comprehensively the Water Act
and associated legislation to remove unnecessary regulation. This will permit agencies in
the water sector to respond far more sensitively than hitherto to the demands of the rural
sector.
A process of consultation is already under way on matters such as transferable water
entitlements and this will be extended in the coming months to many other matters. I
commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr DELZOPPO (Narracan), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 30.

MOTOR CAR (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is to introduce several miscellaneous amendments to the Motor
Car Act 1958. All the amendments proposed will further the Government's stated policy
of increasing road safety and reducing road trauma. The proposed amendments are as
follows:
UPGRADED WRITTEN TEST FOR DRIVERS
Section 23AA of the Motor Car Act 1958 currently specifies the tests required to be
undertaken by an applicant for a learner's permit. One of the tests specified is a road law
knowledge test, which includes a test of the applicant's knowledge of the minimum
distance within which a motor car travelling at speed may be stopped. This test is limited
to only one aspect of road safety. The proposed amendment broadens this test by
introducing a more comprehensive test covering "Safe Driving Practices", which includes
a knowledge of defensive road law and road craft, and will be backed up by a most detailed
explanatory booklet that will be available not only to learner drivers but also the whole
driving community.
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MOTOR CYCLE SIDE-CAR PASSENGERS
Section 31 of the Motor Car Act 1958 currently requires motor cycle riders and their
pillion passengers to wear protective helmets of a type approved by the authority. When
this legislation was passed in 1960, the question of protective helmets for side-car passengers
was overlooked, probably because very few cycles with side-cars existed.
The Police Force expressed concern about this anomaly, especially as the number of
motor cycles with side-cars is now increasing. The proposed amendment corrects this
anomaly by requiring motor cycle side-car passengers to wear protective helmets.
DRIVER ONUS FOR THE WEARING OF SEAT BELTS BY PERSONS UNDER 18
YEARS OF AGE
Under section 31A of the Motor Car Act 1958, the driver is responsible for ensuring that
children under eight years of age are correctly restrained and, for those eight years and
over, restraint wearing is the responsibility of the person concerned.
Between 1971 and 1982. seat belt wearing rates for drivers and front outboard passengers
increased from approximately 50 per cent to 95 per cent as measured in the annual Rosta
survey. In contrast, wearing rates for eight to thirteen-year-old passengers were measured
in special surveys as 34 per cent in 1975, 33 per cent in 1979 and 42 per cent in 1980.
Subsequent seat belt surveys in 1981 and 1982 examined wearing rates by age group in
more detail, and it became apparent that the problem of lower wearing rates extended to
the fourteen to seventeen year age group.
The results from the most recent restraint use survey in March 1984 are presented
below:
Age
Group

Wearing Rate

(%)

0-7

80·8

8-13

62·7

14-17

62·2

18-29

82·6

30-49

90·4

50+

91·4

It can be seen that the eight to thirteen and fourteen to seventeen year age groups have
substantially lower restraint wearing rates overall.

The police have advised that frequently children and their drivers are warned if young
passengers are not wearing restraints. However, while there have been prosecutions of
drivers for non-compliance by nought to seven-year-old passengers, prosecution of children
aged eight to seventeen involves proceeding in the Children's Court and is rare.
To overcome this problem, the proposed amendment creates a new offence making a
driver responsible for ensuring that passengers between the ages of eight and eighteen
years are properly restrained where a restraint is available for their seating position. The
amendment permits the driver the defence, which currently exists in respect of passengers
under the age of eight years, to prove to the satisfaction of the court that contravention
occurred in general or particular circumstances that rendered compliance unreasonable or
impracticable.
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This proposed amendment, supplemented by appropriate education programs, such"as
the recent "Buckle Up in the Back" campaign, will encourage restraint use.
KUSTOM FALCON RADAR GUNS
Section 91A of the Motor Car Act 1958 at present provides for the speed indicated by
four speed measuring devices to be prima facie evidence of the speed ofa motor car. These
devices are:
(i) The Amphometer;
(ii) The Digitector;
(Hi) The Kustom HR-4; and
(iv) The Muni-Quip MDR-l Track Radar.
The Kustom HR-4 is no longer being manufactured and has been superseded by the
Kustom Falcon.
In December 1984 the police ordered 60 new Kustom Falcon Radar Guns for use in
determining the speed of motor cars. After testing these devices, the police started using
them to detect speeding drivers on 7 February 1985.
When prosecuting speeding offences detected by a speed measuring device, unless a
policeman in court can rely on section 91A, it would be necessary for him in each case to
bring along a technical expert to persuade the court that the device used was an accurate
device. To avoid this, it is necessary to amend section 91A to include the Kustom Falcon
radar gun. The amendment will enable new speed-measuring devices such as the Kustom
Falcon to be prescribed by regulation. This will avoid the need to seek an amendment to
the Act each time a new device is purchased.
The proposed amendment is retrospective in its operation to facilitate prosecutions
arising from the use of the Kustom Falcon radar guns from February of this year. This will
save considerable police resources and court time.
As honourable members will appreciate, the first line of the defence in preventing road
accidents rests solely with the driver. It is the responsibility of the driver to ensure that all
care is taken in observing proper road safety measures. There has been a decrease in the
road toll so far this year compared to 1984. The Government is concerned to ensure that
this trend continues. The proposed amendments, which go to various aspects of road
safety, will result in increased road safety. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr DELZOPPO (Narracan), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 30.

VICTORIAN ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
(AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of the Bill is basically twofold: Firstly, it provides a definition of preferred
industry and, secondly, it provides further powers for the corporation to operate as an
efficient financial institution.
In this context, it is important to note that the economic strategy of the Government
clearly indicates that the role of the Victorian Economic Development Corporation is
central to its implementation. The corporation's efficient performance is important to the
competitiveness of the Victorian economy. These amendments reflect the Government's
commitment to strengthening the -Victorian Economic Development Corporation as a
financial institution.
Session 1985-11
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I shall deal with each of these aspects of the Bill separately.
PREFERRED INDUSTRY
In mid-1982, a Bill was introduced and passed, amending the definition of "preferred"
industry. It redefined preferred industry as meaning "an industry declared to be preferred
industry under section lOB". Section 1OB provides, in substance, that the Governor in
Council can, by order, declare an industry to be a "preferred" industry. The definition of
"preferred" industry was considered to need amending because the definition contained
in the principal Act, which still exists, was too restrictive in that it limited "preferred"
industries to high technology and export oriented industries.
The Government indicated during the second reading of the Bill that it would not
immediately proclaim the definition relating to preferred industry and development regions,
as it intended to give detailed consideration to the question of which industries and areas
ought to be declared under the Bill in the course of developing its over-all economic
development policies and strategies for Victoria. Until the work was completed and the
list of preferred industries and development regions finalized, the provisions of the Bill
relating to preferred industry, development regions and regional industry were not to be
proclaimed. The Minister then responsible for the Victorian EconomIC Development
Corporation Act indicated that, for the immediate future, the Victorian Economic
Development Corporation would continue to be able to give assistance to "country"
industry and "preferred" industry as those terms were defined in the principal Act.
A year ago, the Government's economic strategy was announced. It was confirmed
during the development of the economic strategy that the definition of "preferred" industry
as contained in the principal Act was too narrow and unnecessarily restrictive. It was also
concluded, in preparing the economic strategy, that the amending definition contained in
the 1982 amendment Act would prove to be unsatisfactory as it determined preferred
industries on an "industry" basis and not on a "firm" basis.
For these reasons, the definition now set out within clause 4 defines "preferred" industry
as a person or a firm, and therefore overcomes the fundamental problem that an entire
industry must otherwise be determined as a "preferred" industry.
Honourable members will appreciate that the concept of "preferred" industries is directly
relevant to the objectives of the State economic strategy. The main objective of the strategy
is to increase the trend rate of growth of income and employment, in particular, by
improving the international competitiveness of the "trade-exposed" sector.
The key concepts underlying the definition now put forward are therefore that "preferred"
industries should demonstrate or be capable of international competitiveness and that
they should be in the "trade-exposed" sector.
In considering the definition of "preferred" industry, it is important to realize that our
purpose is not to try to pick "winning" industry sectors. Our aim, instead, is to single out
and concentrate support to individuals or firms which can demonstrate clear commercial
competence both currently and for the future. I make the point that this objective does
not detract in any way from our ongoing commitment to encourage manufactunng industry.
"Activities", as used in the definition, can cover improvements to marketing, technology,
management capabilities and manufacturing effectiveness and other performance
improvements. Defining these activities as likely to increase sales implies a "forward
looking" bias to considering a preferred industry rather than reliance on a past performance
record.
"Efficiently competing against imported goods or services" means that preferred
industries should be those with at least low to medium tariff protection levels. For example,
the Government's State and regional industry policy suggests 25 per cent effective protection
as an upper bound.
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"Efficiently competing" refers to improved international competitiveness. The real test
here is whether firms consider that competing against imports is a first step towards
moving up a market hierarchy into national and international sales.
In arguing for a general thrust to improve the international competitiveness of Victoria's
trade exposed sector, the economic strategy identifies nine areas of competitive strength.
One of the areas identified is the availability in Victoria of a wide range of tourist
opportunities which can be further developed.
The definition of "preferred" industry specifically refers to encouraging tourism because
of its importance in the Victorian economy. The State economic strategy and its subsidiary
State tourism strategy both emphasize this.
The tourism strategy sets out a coherent long-term plan to encourage Australian and
international travellers to visit and spend more time in Victoria. In this regard,
"encouraging tourism" is more concerned with development of "attractions" than with
kiosks, motels and other general tourist facilities.
I am sure honourable members will agree that the definition of "preferred" industry
contained within the Bill is much clearer and significantly less limited in scope than the
definitions contained in the principal Act and the 1982 Act, both of which will be repealed
by clause 4.
EXPANSION OF CORPORATION'S POWER
Currently, the Victorian Economic Development Corporation has no express power to
deal in bills of exchange, promissory notes or other negotiable instruments. These are
essential modern financing techniques, and are expressly provided for by clause 5 of the
Bill. Also, the corporation has no express power to indemnify; clause 6 provides such a
power.
These powers have rightly been sought by the corporation and properly included in this
Bill. This is indicative of the Government's commitment to strengthening the corporation
as a major financial institution.
CONCLUSION
This Bill will ensure that Victoria is served by a development corporation that has the
financial structure, clear guidelines and range of powers it needs to operate effectively.
This Bill removes some difficulties that have unnecessarily beset the corporation in the
past. It will further equip the corporation to play a leading role in the economic development
of our State as envisaged in the economic strategy. I commend the Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr HAYWARD (Prahran), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Tuesday, April 30.

ADJOURNMENT
Bingo tickets-Rental increases at Wonthaggi-State Superannuation Board medical
classifications-Police station closures-Clerical assistants-Supply of carpet for
Geelong Hospital-Mornington pier-Gymnasium at Highvale High SchoolCheltenham train services
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation concerns the availability of bingo tickets. The set of tickets that has
been directed to my attention contravenes the Lotteries Gaming and Betting Act in many
areas. It appears the tickets are available on a widespread basis. The set I have was
purchased in Ballarat. The Act provides that a person may conduct a raffle of prizes up to
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a value of $200 without a permit. For raffles involving prizes totalling between $200 and
$500, the Raffles and Bingo Permits Board must be advised. When the value of prizes is
more than $500, the game must be registered.
The ticket I refer to involves four prizes of $1 00, four prizes of $25, four prizes of $1 0,
twelve prizes of $5 and 200 prizes of $1. The total of the prizes is $800, which is in
contravention of the Act on that basis alone. I understand that sets of these tickets are
available for $50 to vendors or proprietors of businesses. After paying out $800 in prizes,
a set of 200 tickets yields a proprietor $150 in profit. The other point I make about the
tickets is that the prizes must be to the value of the amount indicated, rather than a cash
prize. However, I am aware that cash prizes are being awarded to winners of these lotteries.
The Minister should investigate the matter, although I understand it has been referred to
the Raffles and Bingo Permits Board. Apparently, the turnover involved is approximately
$6 million to $10 million in the State. The public must be protected from this insidious
form of gaming.
Currently, charities, sporting clubs and other organizations have available to them the
benefit of what are called beer tickets. Because better prizes are available via the bingo
form of gaming, the sales of beer tickets and other types of raffles are declinin~ rapidly. I
also mention the video-poker machines, which I am aware the Minister is haVIng trouble
outlawing because of his inability to enforce an Act that was passed in Parliament prior to
the last election. I ask the Minister to advise me forthwith of the legality of these forms of
gambling; if they are illegal and contravene the Act, as I believe they do, I ask that they be
outlawed immediately.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Transport, who I am pleased to note is in the Chamber. It concerns a letter, a copy of
which I have received, from the Borough ofWonthaggi, which makes reference to railway
land known as Lot 79 Murray Street, Wonthaggi, and states:
Council has been advised by the Ministry of Housing, that the rental on the above land, on which are built 48
low rental units, has been increased from $576.00 p.a. to $7600.00 p.a.

Council strongly protests at this increase, which is not in the spirit of the lease agreement which council and
Victorian Railways entered into in 1974.
As no advance notice was given of this exorbitant increase in rent, provision for such has not been made in
council's 1984/85 estimates.

I also direct to the attention of the Minister the adjoining property, upon which are
situated the Wonthaggi senior citizens' club-rooms. The senior citizens have recently been
notified that their rental is to increase from $232 to $1920, which is an increase of $1688
over a twelve-month period. Both properties are owned by V/Line. They are both controlled
by the Government which came to power in this State claiming that it would look after
the interests of the Victorian community. The facilities that exist on the property are
occupied by senior citizens. They have made lifetime contributions, and some would be
known personally to the Minister, as he has visited the town on a number of occasions in
past years. It is true and fair to say that this land was of absolutely no value to anyone
until the local community did something about it. It was low-lying swamp land that was
infested with blackberries, and it became a reasonable facility only because of the activities
of the local community and the local service clubs, which took it upon themselves, with
the permission of the Crown at the time, to fill the land-and a tremendous cubic amount
of filling was required.
The local community.turned the swampland into an asset. However, now that the area
is exclusively occupied for the use of senior citizens, there has been a massive hike in
rental fees. That is so in both cases. I repeat: The annual fee for the low rental units has
increased from $576 to $7800. I shall not speak at length, because what is required in this
case is self-evident. There is a need for sensible logical and compassionate consideration
of this case by the Minister. It has had an adverse effect on the senior citizens involved
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because they will now have to make up the massive difference the increase in rental has
created and smaller amounts of money will be available from the Borough ofWonthaggi
to run the club-rooms.
If it came to a decision about which property should be assisted first, I would make the
plea on behalf of the senior citizens that the rental for the land on which the senior citizens'
club-rooms are situated should be reduced to a sensible amount. Of course, it is also
important for the rental on the other allotment in Murray Street, which is also owned by
V/Line, to be reduced as well. However, it is only fair and reasonable that the senior
citizens' facility be attended to first.

The senior citizens involved deserve a better deal. As I pointed out, they have been
lifetime residents in a community which has known hard workers in the past. They all
enjoy the benefits of the facility. For this Government to stand up, face the people, and
say it will look after them, and to then increase the rents by such outrageous amounts is
not in the interests of the senior citizens or the rest of the community. The property is a
community asset, and I ask the Minister to consider this matter immediately and to
review it on the basis of a more reasonable rental increase.
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-I direct my remarks to the Treasurer and refer him to a letter
that I received from a constituent-a teacher in the Education Department-relating to a
problem with a medical classification she received from the State Superannuation Board.
In 1983, the constituent's medical classification was determined and it entitled her to
limited benefits. In November 1984 she was required to attend a further medical
examination for reassessment of her classification for superannuation purposes. The
examining doctor indicated verbally to my constituent that he could "in no way see why
she had been previously assessed on limited benefits".
On 27 March 1985, a statement was sent by the State Superannuation Board to the
teacher indicating that the board still regarded her classification as being one entitling her
to limited benefits. My constituent contacted the board to determine why but she was
unable to obtain that information.
Previously, the policy of the board had been to provide information of a medical
examination to the contributor's own doctor but I understand that this is not now the case
and no information is provided to the contributor or her doctor. Under the Commonwealth
superannuation scheme, where a person is classified on limited benefits as a result of a
medical disability, that person receives a certificate giving the reason for that limited
benefit classification.
I am sure other honourable members have received complaints from constituents about
the policy of the State Superannuation Board not releasing information. The report of the
Ombudsman reveals that this has been a cause of complaint over some years. During the
superannuation inquiry recently, of which I was chairman, the submission from the
Ombudsman drew this complaint to the attention of the Economic and Budget Review
Committee.
The Government should address the matter of eligibility of superannuation and the
matter of medical classification. If people are fit enough to be employed as teachers,
policemen, policewomen and so on, they should be eligible for superannuation entitlements.
At the least, if they are to be classified on limited benefits, they should receive the report
of the examining officer and be informed of the reason for this classification so that
opportunities are available for appeal and for subsequent classification reassessments and
reviews.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-I direct a matter to the attention of the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services. The March edition of the Police Association journal highlights
growing community concern at the threatened closure of a number of smaller police
stations. I understand that police stations at Mentone, Black Rock and Beaumaris already
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have been closed and that those at Royal Park, Glenhuntly, Murrumbeena, Newport,
Yarraville, Glenroy and Westmeadows are next on the hit list.
The Minister ought to know that there is grave disquiet among residents in those areas
at the likely consequences of this policy. Judging by the unhappy experjence in Altona-I
do not doubt that the Minister has been advised by his colleagues, who are the local
members-these fears would seem to be well justified.
The Neighbourhood Watch program is working well in those areas where it has been
introduced. It clearly relies for its continuing success on the reasonable availability of an
effective police presence. The Government's policy appears to be headed in precisely the
opposite direction and virtually guarantees that Victoria's leading growth industriesthose of housebreaking and vehicle theft-will continue to prosper. Honourable members
opposite may be interested to learn of a few statistics. Last year there were no fewer than
46 404 house break-ins, 2627 factory break-ins, 8506 shop burglaries and 21 036 vehicle
thefts. These are impressive statistics in any league.
In the light of that fairly dismal background, I ask the Minister to re-examine this policy.
I certainly invite him at least to give the House an assurance that no further closures of
any local police stations will take place without effective and meaningful community
consultation.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer the Minister for Education to the pending
termination of employment of part-time clerical assistants who are currently being provided
to 62 small schools in the Goulburn and north-east education region.
In September last year thirteen shared clerical assistants were employed to serve the 62
small schools in the region under a Community Employment Program funding project.
All honourable members representing north-eastern Victoria and the Goulburn Valley
area will be aware of the excellent work undertaken by those clerical assistants.
Unfortunately, the service provided by the clerical assistants is to be terminated at the
end of this term, which is only a couple of weeks away. Many schools have written to
members of Parliament in the region pointing out the importance of this service.
Honourable members should remember that the system of shared clerical assistants means
that assistance is provided on the basis of one day or half a day a week to assist principals
and teachers. The service allows teachers to devote additional time to the class-room.
Many of the schools have well in excess of the 363 students required for the provision
of a full-time clerical assistant, as determined for grade A schools and as advertised in the
memorandum of 10 April 1984. In other words, if a school has an enrolment of more than
363 students it is provided with a full-time clerical assistant. As I pointed out, many of the
62 schools in the region have enrolments in excess of 363 students. For example, the
Katandra West school has 380 students, but has a shared clerical assistant.
The system has been in effect since September last year and is to continue until the end
of the first term in 1985. It has been extremely effective in providing schools with clerical
assistance.
I ask the Minister to investigate the continuation of the shared teacher scheme on a
permanent basis, recognizing its importance for small country schools, particularly in the
northern region of Victoria.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-I ask the Minister for Sport and Recreation t-6
bring to the attention of the Minister for Health a matter concerning the construction .}f
the north wing of the Geelong Hospital. Tenders are being received for the carpeting of
the hospital, and the Geelong manufacturers of Godfrey Hirst Australia Pty Ltd and
Brintons Pty Ltd have been excluded from that process because the type of carpet required
is available only in New Zealand. The Geelong manufacturers would welcome the
opportunity of supplying the carpet, and anything the Minister can do would be appreciated.
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Mr COOPER (Mornington)-The Minister for Transport may be aware that a fierce
storm occurred last night at Mornington harbour and two scallop boats broke away from
the Mornington pier and ran aground. The pier has suffered severe damage and, during
the course of the scallop boats' rampage, eight yachts were damaged.
The Minister may recall that the pier was severely damaged last year during a massive
storm which received wide publicity throughout the nation. After that storm, the then
Minister for Public Works inspected the pier and made several public announcements
that were reported in the press in the Mornington district. He stated that the Government
would immediately rectify the damage to the pier and make it safe for all time. It is quite
apparent to anyone who walks along the pier that a bandaid job has been done using the
same type of bandaid that applies to so many things done by the Government-they come
adrift after a while.
On 2 March this year-a day that will go down in the annals of infamy as the day in
which the Cain Government was returned to power-the pier was again damaged by a
storm. It is apparent that this major economic and tourist attraction is being ignored by
the Government. It is important that the pier is not allowed to be dragged into the sea by
storms or by vessels tied up to it.
The Mornington pier is one of only three safe anchorages on the eastern coast of Port
Phillip Bay; the others being at St Kilda and Sandringham. Certainly a need exists for
other safe anchorages on the eastern side of the bay and elsewhere. Victorians cannot
allow this asset to be damaged through lack of attention.
I ask the Minister to urgently investigate the matter. This morning, I received telephone
calls from a number of organizations in Mornington which depend on the pier for both
protection and their income. They are pleading with the Government to urgently take
action to ensure that the pier is immediately repaired.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-The matter I raise with the Minister for Education
concerns the gymnasium at Highvale High School. Two months ago an announcement
was made that $500 000 would be expended on the erection of a new gymnasium; $200 000
was to be allocated by the State Government, $200 000 by the Waverley City Council and
$100 000 by residents and supporters of the school. Subsequently it was discovered that
they were short-changed and the school needed, I gather, $670 000.
This week a delegation was graciously met by the Minister. I seek confirmation that the
shortfall will be met by the Government. Can the Minister indicate whether the money
will be made available and when?
Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I raise with the Minister for Transport certain questions
about rail services from Cheltenham.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Sandringham that he can
raise only one matter on the debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting.
Mr LEA-Thank you, Mr Speaker, for your guidance. I refer a matter to the Minister
for Transport about the provision of railway services to Cheltenham. I understand the
Government already runs non-commercial organizations at a loss and I suggest the railways
are losing $1 million a day. I shall comment on the rail services being provided by the
Minister for Transport through his Ministry.
On the Cheltenham line, the trains do not run on time. They are cancelled or they do
not run at all. The accommodation in the trains is deplorable; seats are slashed and
passengers have to sit on the metal bases and read obscenities written on the walls and
seats. Members of the Government may well laugh. Since being a member of Parliament,
I have travelled six times on the train from Cheltenham to Melbourne. These terrible
conditions apply not only to the blue trains but also to the new silver trains.
I ask the Minister for Transport how many blue trains are still running. If they are, in
what condition are they? How often does the Minister for Transport examine the state of
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the trains? The Minister for Transport may well smile and laugh but I assure the honourable
gentleman that those commuters from Cheltenham are not smiling about this noncommercial enterprise. The Minister should look to his transport portfolio and try to
improve the situation.

It is apparent that members of the Government do not take the matter of public
transport seriously; they are not concerned about the services the Government provides
to the State. The honourable member for Richmond should take more notice of my
remarks about public transport in Cheltenham. Ifthe situation at Cheltenham is indicative
of the services generally of the public transport system-run by the Government at a loss
of$l million a day-the public of Victoria has been sadly let down.
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-The honourable member for
Gisborne raised a matter concerning bingo tickets being sold in Ballarat. He claimed that
the tickets appeared to contravene the terms of the Act. The Director of the Racing and
Gaming Division is now investigating the bingo tickets in conjunction with the Raffles
and Bingo Permits Board. I am expecting a report from the board soon so I shall direct the
attention of the board to the matter tomorrow and ask for an immediate report on the
bingo tickets. As soon as I have the information I shall pass it on to the honourable
member for Gisborne.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The honourable member for Essendon raised the problem
that is experienced by a number of contributors to the superannuation scheme in respect
of medical reports held by the State Superannuation Board. It is a matter that has been
drawn to my attention on a number of occasions and I have discussed the issue with both
the State Superannuation Board and the Ombudsman.
I am concerned that a number of contributors do not have access to information on
medical examinations and, as the honourable member for Essendon noted, in the past the
State Superannuation Board, of its own volition, followed a policy of providing information
to the general practitioners of contributors. In more recent times, it has discontinued this
practice.
.
However, I should point out that the issue that has been brought to the attention of the
House is subject to legal proceedings at present because the right of the State Superannuation
Board to withhold this information is currently the subject of a legal challenge.
I assure the honourable member for Essendon that, at the conclusion of the case presently
before the court in relation to the availability of medical records, I shall be considering a
more effective way so contributors can be informed about medical conditions. I note that
other States and the Commonwealth provide information on medical conditions to
contributors and I agree that this is an issue that needs to be resolved.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The honourable
member for Portland should understand that, like my precedecessor from his party and
persuasion, from time to time I receive recommendations from the Chief Commissoner
of Police for the closure of existing police stations and, for that matter, for the provision
of new ones.
The Chief Commissioner is entrusted by law with the superintendence of the Police
Force. He is superbly placed to be the judge of its requirements and resources and, I
believe, his recommendations should be disregarded only in extreme and extraordinary
circumstances.
Nevertheless, having said that,' I thank the honourable member for his comments. Like
him, I attach a high value to the concept of community policing. By and large, communities
are policed better when the Police Force is situated locally and able to be close to those
communities. I envy those communities in rural areas which still possess one member
police stations.
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In an ideal world, our policing system would be structured along those lines. However,
we are far from living in an ideal world. The public purse is not bottomless, as some
people seem to suppose, and the Police Force is, like other areas of the public sector,
obliged to seek its share of public resources in competition with other areas of the public
sector.
Mr Maclellan-Heaven help them!
Mr MATHEWS-The honourable member for Berwick says, "Heaven help them",
but the police have done very well indeed over the past three years.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr MATHEWS-I suggest that the honourable member for Doncaster should be quiet.
Consorting laws are still in force and they should be a matter of concern to him.
Mr Speaker, the honourable member for Berwick interjects "God help them".
Mr Maclellan-That is not what I said, I said, "Heaven help them".
Mr MATHEWS-The police have done considerably better over the past three years
than in any comparable period under previous Governments in this State. Both the
authorized strength of the Police Force and its effective strength currently stand at the
highest point ever in the history of Victoria.
Mr Maclellan-It is below what you promised.
Mr MATHEWS-There have been increases in the strength of the force over the past
three years, which means that Victoria is incomparably placed on a per capita basis over
either Queensland or New South Wales. In the past three years there has been the largest
ever program of construction of new police facilities and capital works programs, including
the renovation of existing facilities, than previously in the history of this State-as the
honourable member for Murray Valley has good reason to attest.
For the first time the Victoria Police Force has been equipped with the proper forensic
science resources that it sought for so long and so unsuccessfully under the previous
Liberal Government. The force is equipped for the first time with new electronic data
processing equipment. It is a $19· 3 million package which matches the requirements and
places the force in the forefront, not only in Australia, but world-wide, in its fight against
crime.
Mr Maclellan-N0 cars!
Mr MATHEWS-The honourable member for Berwick interjects "No cars". The fact
is that the Police Force has more vehicles at its disposal today than at any time in the
history of the State.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that althou~ these proceedings are coming
to a close I shall have no hesitation in taking the appropnate course of action against the
honourable members for Berwick or Frankston South if they continue to interject.
Mr MATHEWS-The results of the package that the Cain Government has given to
the Police Force in this State are clearly apparent in the fact that housebreaking statistics,
the area that the honourable member for Portland referred to as one of our leading ~owth
industries, has been reduced by no less than 10·8 per cent over the most recent penod for
which figures are available.
The honourable member for Portland and I are on common ground as to the value we
attach to community policing. The honourable member refers to the fact that the police
station at Mentone was converted from a normal police station to a local headquarters,
but it still remains open and will continue to remain open. The honourable member
should note that that change occurred only after extensive consultation between the police
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and the local community. I know some people define consultation as a process which is
completed only when they have got their own way. That is not the view taken by the
Victoria Police Force and I support them in the stand they take. After that process of
consultation had been worked through thoroughly, the Chief Commissioner of Police
made his recommendation to me and I accepted it as I believed it was appropriate for me
to do so.
I say to the honourable member that the changing role of the Mentone police station
has been an occasion for the Government to take a new initiative which, I hope, will lead
to good things for community policing throughout Victoria.
A shop front police service has been opened up in the Mentone area for the first time
and it is warmly welcomed by Mentone residents. It is a completely new type of police
facility and it will be monitored and evaluated closely. The Government will build on it
in the event of its proving to be sound.
I thank the honourable member for his remarks and I believe there is room for us to
proceed further on a shared and common basis.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The honourable member for Murray Valley
raised the need for clerical assistance for 62 small primary schools in north-eastern Victoria.
He indicated that shared clerical assistance is being provided through Community
Employment Program funding. As the honourable member would know, it was always
understood that that would be short-term funding and was not a guarantee that the jobs
would continue.
It is the hope of all involved with Community Employment Program funding that the
experience gained through these jobs will enable those people to obtain full-time
employment in the community. Many examples of success in that area have occurred. I
am aware of the need to provide further clerical assistance to primary schools.
When the first Cain Government came to office, only primary schools that had a staffing
establishment of more than 500 were entitled to full-time clerical assistance. At the end of
the first Cain Government that figure had been reduced so that all primary schools with
an establishment of more than 200 were entitled to full-time clerical assistance.
The Government has made a commitment to ensure that over the term of the second
Cain Government some form of clerical assistance will be provided to all primary schools
in Victoria. I assure the honourable member for Murray Valley that the commitment the
Government entered into will be implemented.
A number of possibilities for the next financial year are available for Community
Employment Program funding, together with the examples provided by the honourable
member. With respect to the youth guarantee scheme, both the TAFE sector and the
Education Department have identified approximately 400 work study programs that can
become part of that youth guarantee scheme. There is a further option of examining the
budgetary process and the Government will consider extending that commitment in the
next Budget to increase the number of clerical assistants in Victoria's primary schools.
The honourable member for Glen Waverley raised the need for a new gymnasium for
Highvale High School. I received a deputation consisting of representatives from the City
of Waverley and parents of students from that school who presented a well-documented
and strongly researched case. I was convinced of the justice of the claim that because other
schools in their district had been fully funded for having such a facility, the Government
should commit itself to meeting some additional costs that occurred after the original
planning. The original cost was $620 000 and the additional costs will be shared between
the parents and the council, and the Education Department will commit a further $100 000
to the project.
The deputation was pleased with that result and I assure the honourable member for
Glen Waverley that the Government will implement its commitment as soon as possible.
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Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I shall deal firstly with a matter raised with me
as the representative in this place for the Minister for Health concerning the carpeting of
the north wing of the Geelong Hospital. It is with pleasure that I hear members opposite
speak about carpeting of the north wing. If there had not been a change of Government in
1982 there would not be a north wing to carpet. This is a significant project that was
obviously considered good in the 1970s when it was promised by the previous Liberal
Government. The $16 million cost of the original project is running effectively and I shall
raise with the Minister for Health the carpet tender for the north wing.
A number of matters were raised by honourable members concerning transport. The
first one was raised by the honourable member for Gippsland West concerning V/Line
increasing rents to various organizations in Wonthaggi. Honourable members would be
aware that V/Line, under the Act passed by the previous Parliament, has a far greater
responsibility to ensure that it runs as efficiently and effectively as possible, particularly in
an economic sense and especially in country passenger service areas where it has a strict
economic role.
I shall ask V/Line the reasons for the rise in rent. It probably reflects an increase in
valuation and it has charged accordingly.
Mr Brown interjected.
Mr ROPER-It may have been because of the previous uneconomic rent, but I shall
raise the matter with V/Line and respond to the honourable member.
The honourable member for Mornington raised the matter of two scallop boats that
broke free of their moorings last night during a storm at Mornington. This matter is being
dealt with by my colleague, Mr Jack Simpson, who was the former Assistant Minister of
Transport. He was working on costings for remedying the problem.
However, I indicate to honourable members opposite, in the light of today's suggestion
that it could involve well over $10 million worth of additional expenditure that the
estimate of providing that kind of protection at Momington may well approach $5 million
and that would mean that the cost of mooring a yacht or a scallop boat at Momington
could be up to $3000 a year, which would mean that virtually no one could afford to moor
his boat at Mornington.
A number of major developments are occurring in the area. I have said that I will meet
with the Commodore of the Momington Yacht Club and that meeting is being arranged
so that we may go through the options and the economic consequences that may result.
The honourable member for Sandringham raised a matter relating to complaints about
trains from Cheltenham. The honourable member may be only a recent convert to train
travelling.
An Honourable Member inteIjected.
Mr ROPER-Someone has suggested that he is a born complainer. I do not believe
there is any relationship between being a recent convert to train travelling and a born
complainer but, naturally, there may be a relationship between being a Liberal backbencher and being a born complainer. The honourable member might recall the red
rattlers that used that line and most other lines in Victoria until last year. By the expenditure
of significant sums of capital those red rattlers have now been replaced. They may be of
interest to train buffs, people interested in railway history and tourists, but they are of no
interest to rail passengers because they have been replaced in the same way that the blue
Harris trains are in the process of being replaced by more modern trains.
I am aware of the difficulties caused by vandalism; it is a constant problem to the
railways but it is a problem that reflects the difficulties of society rather than of transport.
The Government welcomes any suggestions on how vandalism on the suburban network
can be reduced. There has been substantial improvement in the train services to the area
represented by the honourable member. The trains on the Sandringham line now have
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access to the loop at peak time. Originally, when the loop was bein~ developed the
Sandringham line was not to have access to it. The Cheltenham line WhICh is now being
developed is the third line in the Moorabbin area, although it was delayed by the previous
Liberal Government. Other improvements, such as upgrading of car parking facilities and
boom gates, have also occurred in the Cheltenham area.
The Government is considering complaints about the rail service so that it can be
improved. The railway service will continue to be improved, as it has been. More people
are using it than were doing so four years ago and that is the best test.
The way in which the public has responded shows that they will continue to respond
positively to improvement and the Government will continue to work to ~ve the public
more to respond to. It wants to continue to increase patronage of the radways in both
metropolitan and country areas.
In the past year, V/Line has increased its patrona~e by 8 per cent, which is a significant
increase, and country people are extremely pleased WIth that. In relation to the Cheltenham
complaints, the Government will consider them and examine further improvements that
might be possible on the Frankston line.
The motion was agreed to.

The House adjourned at 6.25 p.m. until Tuesday, April 23.
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The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 2.5 p.m. and read the prayer.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER-I am advised that the Minister for Sport and Recreation will be absent
during question time.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I refer to the claim by the Premier on
21 January that Essington Ltd and its principals passed the vetting process with flying
colours. In light of the revelations last week of the current investigation by the AttorneyGeneral, I ask the Premier: What was the nature of the Premier's January vetting process;
who carried it out; and will the Premier table in the Library the full report he received
with regard to that vetting process?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-As I explained to the House last night-Honourable members interjecting.

Mr CAIN-It was last week. I said it so clearly that it is fresh in my mind and it seems
that I said it last night. It seems that everyone in this House, except the Opposition,
understands the position, that, in accordance with the heads of agreement, the final
development agreement will not be signed until a thorough examination has been made
of all of the planning processes.
There has to be an examination which satisfies the Government that the developer can
fulfil the project and has the ability to fulfil all of the obligations in it. A detailed examination
has to be made of the financial obligations, commitments and sources of finance.
The Government has to be satisfied of the appropriate financial support from the parent
organization. All that is being done, and I made it clear in January that that was being
done.
Mr Kennett-You are misleading the House.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Leader of the Opposition used an expression which I find
unparliamentary. I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-You are referring to "misleading", Sir?
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw the expression
he used.
Mr KENNETT-"Misleading", is that the word you want me to withdraw, Sir? I want
it clarified. Is it the word "misleading"?
The SPEAKER-Order! Ifl heard the Leader of the Opposition correctly, he said that
the Premier was misleading the House.
Mr KENNETT-Mr Speaker, are you asking me to withdraw the word "misleading"?
The SPEAKER-Order! I am asking the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw the
expression he used. I understood him to say that the Premier was misleading the House.
Mr KENNETT-Mr Speaker, if you find that offensive, I shall withdraw it.
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Mr CAIN (Premier)-As with other major projects, the Government will rigorously
apply the provisions of the Companies Code. In general terms, those provisions-if the
Leader of the Opposition does not know-disqualify persons convicted of offences
involving fraud or dishonesty. The inquiries by the Attorney-General so far show that no
director of EKG Developments Ltd, to which he is referring, has convictions which
disqualify that person from being a director of the company or from participating in the
management of the company.
If the Opposition has any information that it believes would impose any obligation on
either the Government or any other agency to examine this matter, let it say so. Let the
Opposition furnish any information that it has so that it can be investigated. It is time the
Opposition either put up or shut up on this matter.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-The Opposition has been tryin~ to knock this and any other project that
shows that Victoria and Melbourne are developIng under the Government. The Opposition
wants to knock these projects. It appears the Opposition is not interested in creating jobs.
The Opposition is now knocking the Portland smelter project which will either directly or
indirectly involve 1500 people in jobs in Portland. The Opposition consistently knocks
any project or development which is good for the State.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, the Premier is
obviously debating the question in defiance of your previous rulings, and I submit that
you should ask the Premier to answer the question.
The SPEAKER-Order! I do not have the power to ask the Premier to answer the
question. It has been the longstanding practice over many years in the House for Ministers
to answer questions in any manner they see fit, and that practice has not changed. I ask
the Premier not to debate the matter, and I uphold the point of order.

INCIDENTS AT AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY CONFERENCE
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-Can the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services advise the House whether charges are to be laid following many
of the assault incidents that took place both inside and outside the Coburg Town Hall last
Saturday and Sunday and, in particular, the assault on Mrs Shapiro, the Vice-President of
the Victorian branch of the Australian Labor Party?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I am not aware of any
complaints having been laid arising from incidents over the week-end, and whether charges
are laid is a matter for the police. With regard to the second matter to which the Leader of
the National Party referred, I understand that the police regard it as a traffic incident.

PORTLAND SMELTER PROJECT
Mr SIDIROPOULOS (Richmond)-In view of the statements made yesterday on the
future of the Portland project, can the Premier advise the House of the detailed progress
being made in this development?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am pleased that considerable progress has been made despite
the best endeavours of some members of the Opposition to try to undo that progress. In
August the Government got the project restarted, despite the protestations of the
Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition knows so much about the agreement and the
project he said it would never restart. I know the Leader of the Opposition is miffed
because the Government was able to arrange a proposition, a program and a development
that enabled the company and the Government to get together and ensure that the project
was restarted in August.
As I said a short while ago, approximately 1500 people in Victoria are either directly or
indirectly dependent on that project for their jobs. Shortly, 2000 people will be dependent
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on that project for their jobs, and approximately $120 million worth of contracts have
been let. The honourable member for Portland is interjecting, but he should indicate
where he stands on the issue because he has been distinctly silent for a long period. It is
time one knew whether or not the Liberal Party wants those jobs. Does the Opposition
want people to be in work at Portland and elsewhere? Does the Opposition want the
project to proceed? There is no evidence that that is what the Opposition wants.
Every time any development occurs at Portland, the Opposition wants to say that the
project is finished. What I said before speaks eloquently of the accuracy and cogency of
the Leader of the Opposition. He said it would never proceed. He has never been right
about any aspect of the project and he is not likely to be right in the future, either.
The difference between the Government and the Opposition is that the Government
wants the project to proceed and it is working to ensure that it does. Work in Portland is
booming. The project is an attractive investment for Victoria, Alcoa of Australia Ltd and
any other organization that wants to be involved. The real rate of return is even more
attractive now because of currency fluctuations. As the Minister for Industry, Technology
and Resources is saying by way of interjection, Opposition members must be patient. All
along they have wanted the project not to proceed.
The Opposition has the syndrome of knocking everything that is good for the State,
including every project being undertaken in Melbourne or elsewhere in Victoria that is of
real benefit to the State. That is why the electorate rejected the Opposition last March and
will continue to reject it. The Government is determined that the project will go ahead.
I hope the attitude of the corner party is reflected by the attitude of Cr Patterson, the
National Party candidate in the Portland electorate, who was unsuccessful in the election.
He said this morning that the latest development would not affect the project. I know he
is right. I hope that statement reflects the attitude of the National Party. At least then there
will not be unanimity amongst the parties, in knocking the project day after day, week
after week and month after month. I hope the people of Victoria see the Opposition for
what it is.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-Will the Premier confirm that the original option of
the Hyundai Corporation for taking up a 10 per cent equity in the A1coa project expired
in mid-February 1985, that Hyundai then indicated that it would not take up an equity
share in the project and that the Government extended the Hyundai option until 30 June
1985?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The information that the honourable member for Gippsland
West has is about as bad as that presented by the Leader of the Opposition. The facts are
that in February the Hyundai Corporation sought an extension of the three-month period
for taking up the option.
Mr Kennett-Rubbish!
Mr CAIN-That is not rubbish; those are the facts. The extension was requested by
Hyundai and agreed to by A1coa and the Government. An offer was made by Hyundai on
19 March to take up the 10 per cent equity, but to take it up totally by payment in kindthat is to say, work on the project. The company had previously suggested that it wanted
some offsets. That suggestion had been examined and attempts made in that regard.
On 19 March Alcoa and the Government were totally taken by surprise at the suggestion
that the whole of the capital entry price be paid by way ofa contribution in kind. That was
the first time the suggestion was made. I repeat that the request for the extension was at
the initiative of the Hyundai Corporation and was accepted and agreed to by the
Government and Alcoa.
If the Opposition persists with its attitude of talking down the project and saying that
every event associated with the project will mean that it will not go ahead, the public will
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judge it accordingly. The honourable member for Portland knows full well that the people
who live in his town and the surrounding areas want the smelter to go ahead.
The people of the Portland area also know that the former Liberal Government made
every wrong decision that it was possible to make and that there were two false starts of
the project under the previous Government. The honourable member for Portland was
the person responsible for those false starts because he was then the Minister for Minerals
and Energy in another place. He made a lot of bad decisions, and that was the reason for
the false starts. Honourable members opposite are all silent now. I cannot hear a single
word from them. I suppose the Government of the day had to collectively wear what the
honourable member for Portland did to it. That was its obligation under the system. He
was the person responsible; he made the bad decisions and the mistakes, and the
Government of the day had to wear it.
The difference between the decisions of this Government and those made by the previous
Liberal Government is that our decisions were well-founded.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I shall tell the Leader of the Opposition how our decisions were wellfounded. We did not go into this project off the tops of our heads as did he and his party.
This Government spent some eighteen months making sure that a package was put
together both in regard to the price of electricity and all of the fine variations in a very
delicate exercise to make it the most attractive green field smelter site in the world. That
is the reason.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker. I know I take you by
surprise in raising a point of order and saying that this answer of the Premier has no
relation to the question asked by the honourable member for Gippsland West. I ask you,
Sir, if you would not agree with me and other honourable members that the Premier is
debating the question, in defiance of your previous ruling.
The SPEAKER-Order! I am not prepared to rule on the point of order. As honourable
members are aware, I have endeavoured to control the proceedings this afternoon. The
Leader of the Opposition is continuing to badger the Premier, and until such time as
interjections cease and I can hear what the Premier is saying, I cannot rule on whether he
is debating the subject.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order!
Mr CAIN (Premier)-All I can say is that the difference between what this Government
was able to achieve to restart the project and what was occurring under the previous
Liberal Government is that it has put together a package of proposals that ensures that
this project is viable and provides a very attractive real rate of return in the long term.
An Honourable Member-Over how long?
Mr CAIN-It will be over 30 years, because this Government happens to think ahead
in terms of projects and planning, which is more than the Liberal Party ever did. All the
Liberal Party is concerned about is tomorrow's headlines and the next day's vote. It has
never thought about anything in its life-next time will be the first time! That is the
difference, and that is why the project will succeed and why I believe the people of this
State are behind what the Government is doing.

NATIONAL DAIRY PLAN
Mr HANN (Rodney)-My question is directed to the Treasurer, who represents the
Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs in this place. In view of the fact that the Federal
Minister for Primary Industry rejected a proposal put forward by the State Minister for
Agriculture and Rural Affairs concerning the modifications to the national dairy marketing
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plan, what actions, if any, does the State Govemment now propose to take to support this
vitally important industry?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I thank the honourable member for the question. As he
probably read in the press today, the Government announced a package of measures
amounting to some $5 million which will assist the dairy industry in this State. This is in
addition to the amounts that have been allocated by the Federal Government. The approach that this Government has taken in this matter is that it has two major thrusts. First
of all, on the price increase recommended by the Deputy President of the Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission, Mr Justice Robinson, the Government has agreed to make that
payment to farmers in the dairy industry retrospective. That involves a cost of $1·6
million.
In addition, in recognition of the need for the industry to restructure, and to assist those
who have recently moved into the industry, the Government will make available, through
the Rural Finance Commission, funds to enable a debt restructure to take place on an
individual farm basis. This is designed to encourage the more efficient producers who
have recently entered the industry to flourish and to assist those farmers who would like
to move out of the industry into other areas of the economy. Overall, the State Government
has injected an additional $5 million into the dairying industry and, as a result of the
decision of Mr Justice Robinson, a further price increase will flow to dairy farmers in this
State.

HAZARDOUS CHEMICALS AND INDUSTRIAL MATERIALS
Mr KIRKWOOD (Preston)-Can the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs
inform the House what action is being taken by the Government to protect the community
from hazardous chemicals and other industrial materials?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-AlI honourable members
would be deeply concerned, as I am, at the implications of the disastrous fire in Footscray
some ten days ago. As a result, it is appropriate to inform the community what steps are
being taken to bring order into the storage, transport and handling of dangerous goods.
The regulations concerning the placarding of premises where dangerous goods are stored
will be finalized at a meeting of the tripartite committee tomorrow and will be presented
to the Governor in Council a fortnight from today. Those regulations will render it
mandatory that, where dangerous goods are stored on premises, that information is
indicated by an agreed code outside the premises concerned so that firemen and other
emergency workers will know immediately what hazardous materials and dangerous goods
are stored on the premises.
Simultaneously with the introduction of those regulations, the Government will embark
upon an advisory and education program to indicate to people in the industry how they
ought to store and segregate those dangerous goods. That program will involve extensive
production of pamphlets and posters, the conduct of seminars and an extensive press,
radio and television campaign.
Further, within four weeks from now, the Government will present to Parliamentary
Counsel the draft regulations to enable the Dangerous Goods (Road Transport) Act to be
put into effect. That Act was passed late last year. I expect those regulations to be in force
some weeks from now.
Finally, the dangerous goods Bill, which has had a long and tortuous consultative
process, is now in a situation where I expect to be able to amend the draft Bill which was
prepared last year and present it to Parliament during the current sessional period.
Criticism has appeared in the media of why it has taken so long for a Government to
deal with these matters. I place on record my commendation of my predecessor who
brought the situation from a position where nothing had been done by previous
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Governments in respect of chemicals and other hazardous materials to the situation
where, by the end of the current session, Victoria will have the most effective dangerous
goods legislation in the world.

VICTORIA PROJECT
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-Can the Premier confirm reports that the Victoria project
investigations include inquiries into the activities of one or more persons who are on a
public sector pay-roll?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have already indicated the extent and the ambit of the inquiries
that are taking place pursuant to the heads of agreement. I should have thought that when
I gave that information, chapter and verse, last week, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and even the Leader of the Opposition would have understood the extent of that inquiry.
It is in the hands of several agencies and I do not intend to intrude into every nook and
cranny and every stone under which they look. The Government will receive their response,
which will then be evaluated. The Government will ensure that the terms of that agreement
are carried out-that is important. Members of the Opposition should be patient and
should await the outcome.

POLITICAL INCIDENTS
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-Is the Minister for Police and Emergency Services able to
give the House any information about criminal offences committed against Leaders of
political parties?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I have received information following some particularly cruel and untruthful innuendos through which the
Leader of the Opposition, over the week-end, sought to exploit three instances of criminal
offences against Leaders of political parties and one of personal tragedy on the part of the
Leader of a political party. I say no more about the incident in which the Premier and his
wife were jostled during the recent election campaign other than to say that-Honourable members interjecting.

Mr MATHEWS-Listen for a change! The Leader of the Opposition could not have
been more crooked over this matter ifhe had been conceived in a corkscrew factory.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Minister has resumed his seat. Has he completed his
answer?
Mr MATHEWS-I have not finished the answer, Mr Speaker. I say no more about the
incident in which the Premier and his wife were jostled during the recent election campaign
other than that the video tapes are available. Anyone can peruse them and any fair-minded
person would draw a conclusion very different from that drawn by the Leader of the
Opposition. Nor do I say any more about the occasion on which the Prime Minister's wife
appeared on television last year to discuss the drug problems in which one of her daughters
had been involved, other than that the vast majority of decent Australians felt a mixture
of admiration and sympathy for her and her family. It ill-behoves any parent in this place
and in these times to exploit such a situation in the way in which the Leader of the
Opposition did over the week-end.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr MATHEWS-The Opposition is welcome to this clockwork Goebbels. Wind him
up as was done at the Liberal conference over the week-end, and he lies his head off about
anything in sight!
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Mr Harrowfield-The Leader of the Opposition is a larrikin.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Mitcham used an unparliamentary
expression and I ask him to withdraw it.
Mr HARROWFIELD (Mitcham)-I withdraw.
Mr MATHEWS (Mini~ter for Police and Emergency Services)-I withdraw my remark,
but the provocation was very great. Members of thf~ Opposition have no stomach
whatsoever for the truth. They will get up and applaud the fantasies that this man utters
at his party conference but they have no stomach whatsoever for the truth. The Leader of
the Opposition alluded to two further matters.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! Will the Minister for Police and Emergency Services continue
his answer to the question?
Mr MATHEWS-In his remarks over the week-end, the Leader of the Opposition tried
to create doubt in the mind of the community about the genuineness of an incident that
took place prior to the 1982 election where the wife of the Premier was menaced outside
her home in Magnolia Road, Ivanhoe.
I have checked the circumstances of the incident and the matter was investigated with
the utmost thoroughness by the police. Because I have checked the matter I shall quote
from the police record, since the Leader of the Opposition seems to doubt that such a
record exists. It states:
Complainant who is the wife ofthe Parliamentary Leader-

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-On a point of order, the Minister is
quoting from a document. I ask that he indicate the source of the quotation that he is now
reading, and name the member of the Police Force concerned. I ask that the Minister table
the document.
The SPEAKER-Order! That is not a point of order; it is a request for the Minister to
make available the document from which he is quoting.
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-On a further point of order, there are plenty of precedents
in this place where honourable members and Ministers have quoted from documents or
have had documents which they have displayed in the House and have been compelled
by the Speaker to table those documents. The point of order is that your ruling, Mr
Speaker, should adhere to those precedents and the Minister should table the documents
and quote the source.
The SPEAKER-Order! I do not uphold the point of order.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-If the honourable member finds it amusing when I rule on his point
of order, that is his prerogative.
As the honourable member for Polwarth is well aware, since he came into this place
initially at the same time I did, if a document is official, it can be ordered to be tabled. If it
is a document that the Minister is prepared to make available and not an official document,
that is also the general rule upheld in this place. I ask the Minister if he is prepared to
make the document available to the House.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The document consists
of handwritten notes on the matter, and I am perfectly willing to make it available. I shall
quote from the document that I hold in my hand, which states:
Complainant who is the wife-

Honourable members interjecting.
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Mr MATHEWS-Honourable members opposite seek to cover up for this man with
his reckless mendacity.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! 1 ask the Minister to withdraw the expression which he just
used, which is unparliamentary.
Mr MATHEWS-I withdraw.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-On a point of order, 1 draw your attention, Mr
Speaker, to May and the words contained under the heading "Oral Answers and
Supplementary Questions", which states:
An answer should be confined to the points contained in the question, with such explanation only as renders
the answer intelligible . . .

1 put it to you, Mr Speaker, that the Minister is exceeding the instruction contained in
May.
The SPEAKER-Order! As honourable members will be aware, the House is quite
unruly and 1 am having difficulty in hearing the proceedings from where 1 am seated.
Other honourable members may have a better opportunity of hearing than 1 do. 1 do not
uphold the point of order. 1 ask the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to answer
the question.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-1 was asked to provide
information about criminal offences against Leaders of Parliamentary parties. For the past
5 minutes, 1 have been attempting, against a barrage of intetjections from honourable
members opposite, to read the police reports on these matters.
This is the summary of the offence committed against the then Leader of the Opposition
and his wife on 9 October 1981. The report states:
Complainant who is the wife ofthe Parliamentary leader had reversed her car out of her garage. She got out of
the car to close the garage door, when a masked man driving a maroon station wagon pulled across her drive. He
pointed what she thought was a rifle at her. Told her to "hold it". She then screamed and he decamped.

This terrifying incident for a woman was what the Leader of the Opposition tried to use
over the week-end for political capital. He tried to create in the public mind the thought
that the incident never occurred.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Minister will leave me no recourse but to rule him out of
order ifhe does not address the Chair.
Mr MATHEWS-On the second matter, the breaking and entering of the Prime
Minister's home at Sandringham, the police report reads:
Between above times and dates, unknown offenders have entered via window (flywire cut) in livingroom,
opened door and stolen video cassette recorder which was in TV room. Then entered study, ransacked same and
stole camera from same.

The point 1 make is that those offences were committed against the Prime Minister and
the Premier, who was, at the time, the Leader of the Opposition. The offences were the
subject of police investigation and it is utterly disgraceful and untruthful for the Leader of
the Opposition to try to create the impression in the public mind that they were contrived,
imaginary or "jumped up" for party political purposes.

PETROL PRICING
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-Is the Premier aware that the Government's proportion
of taxation on petrol is now 4 cents a litre? 1 ask the Premier what proportion of that
increase he will forfeit to support the remarks he made in the press today.
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Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have expressed concern about a large increase in petrol prices.
The Government, unlike its predecessors, moved in September 1982 to exercise control
over petrol prices. The Government later withdrew from that arrangement at the request
of the Federal Government. In that time, the Government has been able to ensure that
Victorian motorists have not been subjected to the worst excesses of price fluctuations.
The Government believes the recent decision should not have been made in the terms
that it was. Last week I telexed tht: Prime Minister, and others, suggesting that there should
be an attempt to phase in an increase and cushion any effects. It will have a devastating
effect on the cost of living in this State and elsewhere, and the Government, unlike the
Opposition, wants to do something about it.
That has an effect on the wages accord which is fundamental to ensuring that Victoria's
economic recovery continues. The Government sees the retention of the wages accord as
a high priority. It will examine what can be done, and that will be considered by the
Government in the light of its determination to protect Victorian motorists from high
petrol prices.

CHIEF OFFICER OF THE COUNTRY FIRE AUTHORITY
Mr McNAMARA (Benalla)-I direct the attention of the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services to the recent retirement of Mr Ron Orchard, Chief Officer of the
Country Fire Authority, who has been widely applauded for his services to the authority
and for installing confidence in it. I ask the Minister whether he has made provision for
the replacement of the chief officer following Mr Orchard's retirement; if so, will the
Minister inform the House who that will be?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-I take this opportunity
of paying tribute on behalf of all honourable members and Victorians generally to Mr
Orchard in his capacity as Chief Officer of the Country Fire Authority. He served the State
magnificently. There is no shadow of a doubt that he has been one of the great public
servants in the history of the State. Anything that can be done to publicly acknowledge
that service should and will be done.
It is a tragedy for the State that ill health has forced Mr Orchard to prematurely retire
from his position as chief officer. The authority has not at this stage proposed a
recommendation for his replacement. I look forward to receiving that recommendation at
an early date because it is essential that the appointee be given the opportunity of settling
into his responsibilities prior to the next fire season.

PRIVATE SECTOR INVESTMENT
Mrs GLEESON (Thomastown)-Can the Treasurer provide the House with the latest
information on private sector investment in Victoria and indicate how Victoria's figures
compare with other Australian figures?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The question is important because it enables one to contrast
Victoria's economic policies with those of other Governments throughout Australia. With
respect to the Australian position, one finds that in the past twelve months to the September
quarter 1984 the increase in private sector investment was 2·3 per cent. When one examines
the Victorian position during the same twelve months, one discovers the increase was 6·8
per cent. Those national figures clearly indicate that Victoria is far ahead of the national
increase.
It is more important to recognize how different economic policies at a State level affect
private sector investment. The Government has followed a policy in industrial relations
of co-operation and conciliation and, as a result of that policy, Victoria has the best
industrial relations climate in Australia. There is no doubt about that.
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In addition, the Government has a long-term economic strategy that contrasts with that
of the National Party Government in Queensland, which has an ad hoc approach to
economic policy. In answer to the question, it is important to take those factors into
account. I repeat: Victoria is leading the nation in private sector investment; it is up 6·8
per cent. In Queensland, where the economic policies are disastrous, there has been a fall
in private sector investment of$150 million over the past twelve months.
When one converts that figure to percentage terms it represents a decline of 20·6 per
cent. The Leader of the Opposition wants to know what is going on in Victoria. It is about
time he learnt. I have indicated that during the past twelve months to the September
quarter there was an increase in private sector investment in Victoria of 6·8 per cent,
which compares well with a decline in Queensland of more than 20 per cent.
In the current financial year, the Government is projecting that private investment will
increase in real terms by 10 per cent. The Leader of the Opposition asks what about the
position in Victoria. The growth in primary investment to the December quarter was 6·8
per cent and it will be 10 per cent in real terms in the financial year 1984-85.
It is clear that the policies of the Government have meant that not only is Victoria
leading the economic recovery and growth but also it is leading in private investment. It
is about time the Leader of the Opposition recognized that and recognized also that Liberal
Party policies are in fact similar to the policies of the Queensland Government ad hoc,
confrontationist and having no idea whatsoever of sound economic policies.
Victorian people are fortunate that the Government has a long-term economic strategy.
It means more jobs and the lowest unemployment rate in Australia.

UNPARLIAMENTARY EXPRESSION
The SPEAKER-I advise the House that I requested the Leader of the Opposition to
withdraw an unparliamentary expression which I thought he had made. I have subsequently
had the record checked and he did not use the words "deliberately misleading the House",
he used the words "misleading the House". I ruled in error.

PETITION
Mr Frank Penhalluriack
The Clerk-I have received the following petition for presentation to Parliament:
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER, AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE AsSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition ofthe undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria showeth our concern for section 80 of
the Labour and Industry Act which prevents certain shops trading beyond one o'clock Saturday afternoon and
all day Sunday.
Your petitioners therefore pray that Mr Penhalluriack of the Handyman Supermart of 343 Hawthorn Road,
South Caulfield, not be jailed for a period of 84 days for alleged breaches of the Labour and Industry Act, that the
charges be dropped and that the draconian and discriminatory sections ofthe Act be revoked.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Tanner (1488 signatures)
It was ordered that the petition be laid on the table.

PAPERS
The following papers, pursuant to the directions of several Acts of Parliament, were laid
on the table by the Clerk:
Latrobe Regional Commission-Report for the year 1983-84.
River Improvement Act 1958-Notice of intention to unite Seymour Shire River Improvement District and
King Parrot Creek Improvement District.
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Statutory Rule:
Metropolitan Fire Brigades Act 1958-No. 102.

The following proclamations fixing operati ve dates for Acts were laid upon the table by
the Clerk, pursuant to an order of the House dated 3 April 1985:
Alpine Resorts Act I 983-Sections 44 (1), 45 and 46-17 April 1985 (Gazette No. 36, 17 April 1985).
Judgment Debt Recovery Act 1984-1 May 1985-( Gazette No. 36, 17 April 1985).

SUPPLY (1985-86, No. 1) BILL
The debate (adjourned from April 4) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-The Bill provides for Supply for the first five months of
the 1985-86 financial year. It is in the usual form except that,as was the case last year, for
the first time, the Bill is expressed in program budget form. The Opposition welcomes the
introduction of program budgeting, a program initiated by the previous Government and
continued by this Government.
The Government has carried on one of its major objectives, said to be to provide more
meaningful data which can be compared across the Budget Papers and the Supply Bills.
Last year the Supply Bill was in the program format for the first time. No comprehensive
data was provided which would enable a comparison with previous years and that was a
feature of the Bill upon which the honourable member for Balwyn made comment in his
address on the Bill, stating that it would be desirable for comparative material to be
included in the Supply Bill so that within the one document comparisons could be made
from year to year. It is regretted by the Opposition that that suggestion has not been taken
up and, again this year, although this is the second occasion the Bill has been presented in
program form, it is not possible from within the Bill to compare the itemized program
provisions with either the Budget from which it originally came or with the preceding
Supply Bill.
As was stated on the last occasion, there is a need for further development of proper
procedures for monitoring and evaluating progress in achievement of goals. No comment
has been made in the Minister's speech, nor in the memorandum accompanying the Bill
on the pro~ess in relation to this matter and, so far as the House is aware, there had been
no further Indication since the last Budget Papers of the extent of monitoring and evaluating
procedures that have been carried forward. It is obviously important and, indeed, the
whole basis of the progression over to program budgeting, that a means be available to
monitor more closely the achievement of the goals of the various programs of the
Government, as reflected in the Budget Papers and in the Supply Bill.
The Opposition suggests that it is of critical importance and ought to be undertaken as
a matter of priority that the Supply Bill and the Budget Papers and the program budgeting
papers, generally, the supplementary papers, give attention to the manner of evaluating
and monitoring the performance of programs.
It is said by the Government that the adoption of program budgeting is part of open
government and it is suggested that it gives the House and the community at large more
meaningful presentation of the financial statements of the State. This sits uneasily as an
objective with the Government's record of misleading reporting and accounting procedures
in the Budget Papers generally. Notwithstanding the movement in the Budget Papers and
in the Supply Bills to program budgeting, and much touting of the benefits in terms of ease
of comprehension, the history of this Government and the Treasurer in the administration
of the Budget Papers is one of concealment and reclassification of items from year to year,
reclassification not only across departments and areas of Ministerial responsibility, but
even within the national accounting figures to distort comparisons from one year to
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another and to give a more favourable impression than would have been given had the
previous year's recording procedures been maintained.
I give two small examples of this. The first example concerns the allocation of costs of
the 150th anniversary celebrations. It is a relatively small sum, but it does illustrate the
methods the Government has employed. In the 1983-84 Budget the allocation for the
funding of the 150th anniversary celebrations was included in the budget for the Department
of the Premier and Cabinet. Only a sum of $213 600 was included under the Ministry for
the Arts and, most significantly, it was included not as part of the Ministry'S own budget,
but as part of the allocation from the Treasurer's advance.
Therefore, it was an irregular item in that sense and not part of the Budget. The whole
of the expenditure was included in the budget for the Department of the Premier and
Cabinet. In the following year the situation changed, and it appears from information
obtained by the Opposition in investigating the discrepancy that, from April 1984, costs
associated with the 150th anniversary celebrations were switched from the Department of
the Premier and Cabinet to the allocation for the Ministry for the Arts. The result was an
apparent rise-and I use "apparent" advisedly-of 13·8 per cent in the arts program
expenditure as shown in the Budget for the Ministry for the Arts. That did not present any
actual change in the expenditure for the arts.
The reality was that the same amount of money was expended that would have been
expended had the expenditure been kept within the budget for the Department of the
Premier and Cabinet. The purpose of the entry was, on the one hand, to enable the Premier
to claim that his department's budget exhibited restraint in containing the rate of increase
in expenditure and, on the other hand, for the Government to claim that it had significantly
increased an important area of expenditure-for the arts. Therefore, what was sought was
not a real funding increase but simply a reallocation of items in the Budget Papers to make
matters look better than they were. That action is typical of the record of the Government
in managing the practices of which it is so proud which have been much touted in the
Supply Bill. However, when it comes to the Budget Papers, on the same format as adopted
in the Supply Bill, the Government does not hesitate in moving funds around to distort
the picture.
The same principle was followed in the expense item of statutory authority payments in
the Budget Papers. Between 1983-84 and 1984-85, elements within the classification
statutory authority payments were redirected into rents, royalties and dividends. The end
result had nothing to do with changes in the total outlays of the Government. Instead, it
deflated artificially what would otherwise have been the figure under the heading "taxation"
in the Budget Papers. By removing the element from statutory authority payments and
putting it outside the taxation table into another item, without any explanation, the
Government created the illusion of having contained the rate of increase in taxation.
Those are two examples where the Government set out to distort the picture which is
so proudly contained in the projections of the Supply Bill and in the effectiveness of
program budgeting in providing information to this House and to the community about
what is going on in the financial administration of this State. The reality is that the
Government deliberately created a position in which those members of the population
who were not sufficiently discriminating and who did not make an adjustment and search
into the figures would be misled. In the context of the national accounting statement table
there are numerous other examples of what I would refer to as figure juggling.
The second broad comment I make in relation to the program budgeting Supply Bill
concerns the inadequacy of the presentation of information in two key respects, both of
which were highlighted by the Opposition during the debate on the equivalent Bill last
year. Firstly, there is by way of coverage from the Advance to the Treasurer increased
salary costs as a result of the national wage increases which were imminent at the time the
Supply Bill was introduced into Parliament.
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The national wage increase was supported by this Government, and ~yet, for the second
year in a row, no attempt has been made in the Bill to quantify the effect or likely effect
upon the supply provisions of the imminent national wage case.
Again, exactly as occurred last year, a national wage case has commenced immediately
after the introduction of the Bill, before the Bill is voted upon, before it is passed and long
before it is due to come into effect on 1 July. The wage case will increase wage rates and
salaries payable under the provisions of the Bill by the amount provided in the last
national wage case, but that is not apparent from the Bill and it is not apparent when a
comparison is made with previous years, as the rates of the national wage increases differ
from year to year.
If the objective of the introduction of program budgeting is to provide better, more
accurate and intelligible information, it is time the Treasurer included an indication of the
likely effect upon the figures in the Bill of imminent national wage increases, especially
where those national wage increases occur as a result of policy decisions of the Government
of the day.
The second provision, which was also the subject of comment in the last debate,
concerns the health allocation. Again this year, as an exception to other elements of the
Bill where the allocations are provided on the basis of programs and clearly defined, in the
case of the Health Commission they are expressed in regions and not in programs. If it is
sought to introduce program budgeting to provide more intelligible figures and those of
more use to the community and honourable members, an area as significant as the Health
Commission ought to be properly presented. The Opposition would suggest that again, as
a matter of priority, the Health Commission allocation should be expressed on the same
basis as that of other departments.
I turn to the question of the over-all significance of the Bill. It represents expenditure of
almost $3·5 billion; a continuation of the disastrous spending policies that the Government
has pursued for the past three years and a continuation of the mad-grab financing of that
spending by the greatest assault on the Victorian taxpayer in recorded history.
The Government is a high-spending and high-taxing one. The Bill is indicative of that
description. Honourable members should look forward to the day when a Minister will be
condemned in the House when he introduces a Bill with provisions for increases in
expenditure. Honourable members should look forward to the day when the Minister
enters the House to cries of "Hear, hear!" and the plaudits of all honourable members
because the Minister exercises restraint and can demonstrate that he is spending the
taxpayers' dollars more efficiently and that before he again puts his hand into the pockets
of the taxpayers he can demonstrate that the Supply Bill represents value for money.
Last night I had the privilege of listening to the Chairman of the American President's
Committee on the elimination of waste in government. He made it clear that that
committee, working on a volunteer basis for two years, had achieved a reduction of 13 per
cent in the cost of Government administration in the United States of America simply by
eliminating waste. There is no evidence whatsoever in any of the documentation put
before the Parliament by the Treasurer in either this Bill or any of its companion papers
that any attempt has been made in Victoria to eliminate the squandering of public funds.
I turn to two areas in particular. The first relates to the question of broken promises that
have been revealed already in the Parliament, which must raise the question of what this
Bill represents in terms of spending and how it is to be financed. The Government went
to the people with programs which were already locked in-and which are represented in
this Supply Bill by the sum contained in the Bill-and offered new policies which are not
reflected in the Bill.
The Government went to the people on the fundamental promise that increases in taxes
and charges would be kept within the movement in the consumer price index. However,
honourable members were not in this Parliament for more than a day or two when a
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Minister of this Government announced that that undertaking did not apply to Melbourne
and Metropolitan Board of Works rates and indicated that, because of the rating system
that applies to the fixation of those ultimate rates, the Government could not guarantee
that the increases would stay within the movement in the consumer price index.
I take the opportunity of the debate on this Bill, through which the money is being
spent, of raising the question of whether that means that the Government will apply the
same principle to land tax and municipal rates. The Government is now indicating, via
the statement by the Minister that, in respect of land tax, the community cannot expect
the Government to keep the promise it made; that because it is fixed on a rating basis,
increases in land tax payable by citizens in this State-contrary to the promise of this
Government, upon which it was elected-will exceed the movement in the consumer
price index.
As a result of the Government continuing its policy of increasing the burden on local
government, will the same situation apply in respect of municipal rates which are also
fixed on a rati.n~ basis? The Government will. probably again. say th~t its promise does.not
apply to munIcIpal rates because they are amved at 'on a ratIng basIs. Before the electIon,
there was no exclusion in any printed document, in the policy speech or in any
advertisement of land tax, of Board of Works rates or of municipal rates, because they are
arrived at on a rating basis. There was no mention of that until.a month after the election.
The Victorian community then knew, just as it knew in the case of the dairy farmers'
dispute, the State Insurance Office and so on, what was actually to occur. It was only after
the election that the community was told the truth about the Government's election
promises.
The second area to which I refer is bureaucracy and waste. The Government is giving
priority to burgeoning bureaucracy and wasting of public money at the expense of delivery
of services to the community, and I shall give only two broad areas of example. The
Treasurer, who inteIjects, will have his chance at some later stage to explain to the House
the Government's broken promises; he will have an opportunity of explaining to the
Victorian community and being held to account for the blatant breach of a promise; a
promise obviously ~ven in the expectation that it would be broken and which, at the first
opportunity in ParlIament, has been broken.
The first point relates to the Education Department and to the steady and dramatic
reduction in enrolments in public and/or Government schools in this State. However,
there has been no equivalent reduction in the number of teachers. There has been no
decision to alter the student-staff ratios. Therefore, it follows that, on the manning scale
of the preceding year, the Education Department is currently overstaffed with teachers.
The Opposition asks: What is being done to eliminate this unnecessary burden on the
taxpayer? What is being done to wind down the number of teachers? What is being done
to reallocate teachers to areas where they are needed from areas where there is a surplus of
teachers? That will be dealt with at greater length during the debate.
The second matter on education is one I raised earlier in this place, and that is the
employment of science laboratory assistants. I do not seek to discuss it again in detail but
I simply point out that it is another example of an area where the Government prefers to
provide money for employing bureaucrats at the expense of providing teachers aides in
the class-room, which would actually improve the quality of education in Victoria.
The third is the greatest waste of all-regionalization; the concept that one bureaucracy
was not enough and that dozens and dozens of sub-bureaucracies are needed so that the
Government can waste money at nine times the rate instead of once the rate! The way
regionalization is being achieved now is nothing more than an interference with the proper
administration of the actual delivery of services at the level of schools.
The reality is that regional offices predominantly stand in the way of having matters
resolved and, ultimately, when anything is to be resolved, it must be taken to head office.
There is no need for the duplication, quadruplication, and for the creation eight-fold of
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