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ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 23 April 1985
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.

333

2

Questions without Notice

ASSEMBLY 23 April 1985

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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poor administration where it is carried out, as it is in this case, at the expense of delivery
of services.
In the Health Commission, again there is the great spectre of regionalization, but the
Government is not content here with the waste that can be achieved by squandering
money on regionalization throughout the State-the Government has embarked on a
course of establishing district health councils funded by taxpayers with merely advisory
roles and, if one pleases, the objective of identifying the real health needs of the Victorian
community. If the Government cannot tell from the length of the waiting lists in public
hospitals what are the needs of the community, it has no right to occupy the Treasury
benches in this place.
There is in existence a consultative program whereby officers of the Health Commission
are holding meetings of interested organizations throughout the State, touting the
establishment of district health councils and, at a meeting at which I was present recently,
announcing that the proposal for the southern region, an area within which the electorate
that I represent falls and, granted, the biggest region, is to establish no fewer than nine
district councils.
An undertaking was given at the meeting that each of those district health councils
would be resourced with staff and with other facilities, so that in the southern region
within the coming period there are to be established nine new bureaucracies paid for by
the taxpayer but for which the taxpayer will receive nothing. These new establishments
will not reduce the waiting lists at public hospitals by one-bed day, but the taxpayer will
have to pay for them. That is an absolute squandering of public funds and one which
indicts the Government.
There is the question of what the Supply Bill represents and where public expenditure
is headed. The past three years have seen an increase in Government expenditure within
the Budget of 57·6 per cent in money terms. The Treasurer boasts that he has tapered off
the rate of increase but the reality is that there have been substantial real increases in
Government outlays in each of the last two years at a time when the private sector was
being forced to retract its sphere of operations as a result of the ever-growing burden
placed on it by Government taxes and charges in a time of economic recession. The cost
of the faltering economic recovery in this State is the Government placing onto the private
sector the burden of a 57·6 per cent increase in public outlays in a space of only three
years.
In addition, the Government has gone on a carpetbagging adventure around the worldthere are lease-back arrangements, overseas borrowings, the hidden deferral of costs through
the non-reporting of losses in the third-party insurance area and, further, there are plans
for a Government monopoly in workers compensation. Everywhere it can, the Government
is greedily grasping the cash and deferring the liabilities, thus mortgaging the lives of the
next generation and the future of Victoria. This is the tactic of the Government. At least
in the days of the Whitlam Government, it was the "Khemlanis" who brought their
carpetbags to Australia with supplies of dirty pictures and lots of money.
The Treasurer is now taking his carpetbag all around the world. He is carpetbagging an
untrue picture of the economic condition of the State and raising money wherever he can,
from whomever he can, under whatever circumstances he can. Victoria has a carpetbag
Treasurer-the Khemlani of Australia. He is not content for foreign investors to come
here and offer deals; he goes over there and touts them wherever he can.
The public debt over the three years from 1982 to 1985 has increased from $11·2 billion
to $16·6 billion. That is the greatest money increase in the level of debt in the history of
Victoria. It is a 50 per cent increase on the accumulated debt in the history of this State up
until 1982. That is what the Treasurer has achieved; that is the extent of the mortgaging of
our children's lives and the mortgaging offuture Victoria for present consumption.
The Treasurer is not content with that as he uses other devices such as borrowings
outside the Loan Council and borrowings off the Budget. A situation exists where, for the
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past two years, the Auditor-General has commented on Government maladministration.
I quote from the first report of the Auditor-General for the year ended 30 June 1984. The
comment relates to an observation made the previous year, which was not addressed by
the Treasurer in the subsequent Budget Papers.
The report states:
In my 1982-83 report on the Treasurer's statement I pointed out that State borrowings as disclosed in the
statement did not include direct borrowings of statutory authorities and that I was therefore unable to detern'line
the total public debt of the State. I expressed the view that action should be taken to include information on the
total public debt of the State in the Treasurer's statement. No action has been taken on this suggestion, although
information on major statutory authorities' works programs and associated borrowings is now provided in the
Budget Papers (1983-84 Budget Paper No. 3).
It is therefore not possible to readily determine from any comprehensive or consolidated report:
-the total public debt of the State covering both the inner and outer Budget sectors.
-the total annual debt servicing charges of the State comprisin.g both interest and loan redemption.
-the extent to which each year various State revenues are applied to debt servicing, both interest and loan
redemption.

The Auditor-General then states:
In my view, Parliament should be provided with this information each year.
Further, the increasing use of financing arrangements such as leveraged leasing and deferred payments, which
create future liabilities for the State in a similar way to borrowing makes it important that they also be included
in any information provided on the public debt.

The Treasurer has failed to address the statement repeated by' the Auditor-General in the
past two years in the Budget Papers. Why has the Treasurer faded to do so? Simply because
the borrowing record of the Government will not bear the full light of public scrutiny. The
Government is not prepared to disclose to the community the full extent of its borrowings
and the extent to which it has mortgaged the future of Victoria. The public debt currently
stands at $16·6 billion plus the $1300 million or $1400 million of undisclosed losses at the
time the documents were produced, and at the time of the recent election, as a result of
the mismanagement by the Treasurer of the State Insurance Office.
I turn to the much repeated claim of the Government that it has a mandate; in the
conception of the Government, it has a mandate for everything it ever thought about. It is
a misconception of the nature of modem democracy and of the physical processes of an
election to claim that Government is excused from justifying its policies on grounds of
good public management because it has a mandate.
The Opposition accepts that the Government has been elected; members of the
Opposition have made it clear that they do not resile from that acceptance. However, it is
axiomatic of government in a democracy that the Government seeks to properly explain,
disclose and fully justify each of its policies and actions.
No mandate has been given for mismanagement. The reality is that the voter comes to
mark his ballot paper for a particular candidate, usually because of affiliation with or
support for a particular party. He makes up his mind on a balance of pros and cons. I am
sure there are honourable members who support some of the policies of a party but have
reservations about others. However, they adhere to the party line because that is the policy
the party offers the community. The claim has been made that by casting his vote for an
Australian Labor Party candidate, the voter has automatically endorsed each and every
policy of the Labor Party. Such a concept is absolute nonsense at the most practical level.
In reality, the Government must justify atrocious policies such as that included in its
workers compensation proposals. It must explain why it failed to disclose the losses in the
State Insurance Office and must stand publicly accountable for that failure.
I turn to a brief review of some of the highlights of the Treasurer's claim that Victoria is
leading the economic recovery in Australia. The Treasurer likes to make that claim at
every opportunity, selecting a different basis of comparison each time, comparing Victoria
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with Queensland when it suits his case, and adopting different figures from those he used
last time when it suits his case. In this House, during the last week it sat, the Treasurer
deliberately misstated the figures on the rate of employment growth in Victoria. He
misstated the figures and has not subsequently denied them as he has since sought to deny
the misstatements about not having received the State Insurance Office report until months
later. Presumably, when he is called to account on this point, honourable members will
hear the denial, the correction and the error for which somebody else will be blamed even
though it was the Treasurer who made the statement to the House. It is about time he was
man enough to stand up and admit he made a mistake and give Parliament and the people
of Victoria the real figures.
I mention now the claim that Victoria is leading the economic recovery in Australia,
and that this financial whiz kid has worked a miracle unequalled in any respect by any
other State. It is a simple, deliberate misconstruction of the facts. When the Government
was elected in 1982, the unemployment rate in Victoria was 6·1 per cent. Today it is 8 per
cent. This is the point made in the Government's ten-year plan-what did the Government
put at the top of its list of the indicators of the success of its economic plan and its
economic mana~ement? It put at the top of the list: A reduction in unemployment.
Unemployment IS the greatest social evil in this State and the Government declared it to
be its No. 1 priority. Anyone who wants to know about unemployment should examine
the bottom of page 2 of the Green Paper dealing with this magical ten-year plan that was
forgotten the week after the compliant Government members had made favourable
comment upon it. It was forgotten or dismissed and no attention directed to the private
sector. It was never intended to be anything other than for public consumption and an
advertising ploy during the election campaign.
Mr Jolly-It is the lowest in Australia.
Mr STOCKDALE-The defence is no clearer than that. The Treasurer feels the need
to shout me down when I tell the truth. Victoria's unemployment rate is 8 per cent, the
lowest in Australia! Why does the Treasurer tell us that? That is something new; that
Victoria has the lowest unemployment rate? It is a longstanding fact that Victoria has
always had the lowest unemployment rate. Sound economic reasons exist for that fact,
which have to do with the structure of our economy.
If one examines the success the Government has achieved in the past twelve months in
reducing unemployment, once this much-trumpeted recovery took place, what happened
in Victoria? I shall examine the percentage change to indicate where Victoria stands in
that respect.

Victoria's reduction in unemployment was 6·9 per cent. Victoria has beaten New South
Wales because its reduction was 6·7 per cent. I wonder why the Treasurer selected
Queensland as the basis of comparison. The rate of change in unemployment in Queensland
increased by 5·9 per cent. Queensland was the only State to have an Increase, but nothing
has been said about the comparison with other States. All the Treasurer talks about is
Queensland.
If one were to consider the other States, one would note that South Australia had a 9 per
cent reduction in unemployment and Western Australia had a 14·4 per cent reduction.
Why has the Treasurer not spoken about Tasmania? He has certainly used the example of
the National Party in Queensland! The Liberal Government in Tasmania had a 9·2 per
cent reduction in unemployment.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The Treasurer will have the right of
reply at a later stage.
Mr STOCKDALE-I take it as a compliment that the Treasurer needs to shout down
the truth. If Victoria is leading the recovery in Australia, it must be Cliff Young who won
the 1985 Sydney-Melbourne marathon when he came fourth in the run from Sydney to
Melbourne. Three States did better than Victoria in unemployment figures. Victoria is
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leading Australia from fourth place-according to the Treasurer! The first lie and the
drivel about Victoria's economic recovery have been put down.
The Treasurer was extremely eloquent but inaccurate when he spoke about employment
~owth last week. Here again the Treasurer stated that Victoria led the economic recovery
In the past twelve months. I believe the Treasurer said in the past nine months, but does
he simply select the period that suits him? Did he select the first nine months of the current
financial year because by doing that he could obtain a base that was favourable to his case?
If one considers the figures on a year by year basis, how have the States gone in achieving
employment growth? Victoria does not have a 3·1 per cent growth, as claimed by the
Treasurer in this House the other day; the figure of 3·1 per cent is a figment of his
imagination, one of his wet dreams about his own success which flowers into inaccurate
statistics cited in this House. The correct figure for employment growth in the past twelve
months is 1·2 per cent. If one were to compare March of this year with March 1984, the
employment growth would be 1·2 per cent. The Treasurer should compare year with year
and then inform the House whether Victoria is leading the J;ecovery. He should not ignore
New South Wales, although Victoria beat that State in the unemployment rate comparison,
because that employment growth for New South Wales was 1·8 per cent. Why has the
Treasurer not spoken about Queensland in employment growth? Queensland had an
increase of 0·3 per cent. That should have been a banner headline: Victoria beats
Queensland again.
The policy of the Government will become "Victoria is leading Queensland in the
economic recovery". The figure for South Australia is 3·1 per cent. Perhaps the Treasurer
misread the figure because he believed he was in South Australia, 800 kilometres away.
Western Australia had an employment growth of 3·6 per cent. Why did the Treasurer not
speak about Tasmania again? Why did honourable members not hear about the Tasmanian
Liberal Government? Why does the Treasurer not tell the people of Victoria that the
Liberal Government in Tasmania achieved a 6·3 per cent growth rate? It has more than
quadrupled the rate of growth achieved by this pretender to economic excellence.
The average of the other States is 3·7 per cent, more than treble the rate of success of
this Treasurer who claims to be leading the economic recovery. If one were to leave out of
account the Treasurer's much beloved Queensland, the average ~owth rate for the rest of
Australia is 2·8 per cent. In relation to employment growth, again an area targeted by the
Government as a key indicator of the success of its economic policies, the Government
languishes in midfield, not at the head as is claimed so often by the Treasurer.
What is the true picture when one examines private employment growth?
According to the Treasurer, the key to economic recovery in Victoria, and a key indicator
of the success or failure of the Government, is growth in private sector employment.
I now refer to the latest available figures for July 1983 to September 1984 of employed
wage and salary earners. The growth in public sector employment in Victoria for that
period was 3·2 per cent. That demonstrates the burgeoning bureaucracy and does not
contribute to economic growth. It is a millstone around the neck of private enterprise. The
magical figure for the private sector-the fuel for the engine of the economy-is not 3·2
per cent, as in the public sector, but 1·5 per cent. The growth in the private sector is
virtually non-existent. That again demonstrates how the Treasurer has failed.
I next refer to building approvals, and the value of total buildings, as an indicator of the
level of activity. There has been a very welcome gain of35 per cent in the level of building
approvals in Victoria. In view of the amount of money spent by the Government on
public works projects, there would have to be a gain. The taxpayers are paying for that
gain but are not receiving any real benefit because so much of the money is wasted.
The Treasurer claims that Victoria is leading the recovery. Apparently his binoculars
did not get down the list as far as South Australia or Western Australia where building
approval figures are 47 per cent and 62·9 per cent respectively.
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The Treasurer and the Government claim that the real recovery will be in the private
sector, that 75 per cent of jobs will be provided for young people in the private sector. If
no jobs are created in the private sector, there will be no jobs for these young people. The
reality is that Victoria is in fourth place with a 27 per cent increase in building approvals
in the private sector. In South Australia, there is a 51 per cent increase, in Western
Australia a 76·9 per cent increase and in Tasmania a 66·9 per cent increase.
When the Treasurer says Victoria is leading the recovery, he must mean it is leading
from the rear. He is like all good generals who lack fibre and have a streak up their backs.
The reality is that he does not lead.
I shall now examine the retail trading figures for the twelve months ended February
1985. Retail sales rose in Victoria by 3·1 per cent. That is a drop in real terms and is less
than the increase in any other State. Victoria is not leading the economic recovery because
the average increase for the rest of Australia is 7·8 per cent. Why was not Queensland
mentioned when retail trading figures were released? Why did not the Treasurer inform
the honourable members how badly Queensland was doing and how well Victoria was
doing? The Treasurer was conspicuous by his silence when the retail trading figures were
released.
In Queensland the increase was 9·3 per cent, notwithstanding the electricity strike. In
Tasmania, under a Liberal Govemment-Mr Jolly-What about seasonal factors?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member should ignore
interjections.
Mr STOCKDALE-I know interjections are unruly, Mr Deputy Speaker, but they
frequently disclose how little the honourable gentleman listens and how little he knows.
Those figures have been given on a three-monthly basis so as to minimize seasonal effects.
As the Treasurer knows, seasonal effects could not explain the differences to which I am
referring. If he believes they can explain those differences, he should produce a briefing
paper explaining the differences. He should explain why the figure in Victoria is 3·1 per
cent, whereas Queensland has achieved 9·3 per cent and Tasmania has achieved 11·9 per
cent. It appears that where it is hot the figure is higher and where it is cold the figure is
higher. In addition, under a Liberal Party Government it is higher and under a National
Party Government it is higher. It appears that the seasons came differently in Victoria.
Perhaps it rained here more often or the shops were shut for some mysterious reason!
In the case of retail sales the statistics also disclose information indicating that the
Treasurer's claims will not stand the li~t of day. They will not stand public scrutiny. I
have dealt with a large number of indIcators and in each case Victoria stands third or
fourth in economic performance over the past twelve months. If the Treasurer claims he
has achieved anything in leading the economic recovery, his claim is blown to pieces by
refusing to face the facts. The facts disclose that he has not told the truth.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-The National Party supports
the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill. It has supported appropriation Bills of this type over the
past 30 years, for the greater part of which time it has held the balance of power in another
place. Time and again the National Party has had the opportunity of blocking Supply, but
it has not done so. Other parties have wanted to block Supply in the past but, because of
their lack of numbers, have not done so. The Government should remember that point
when it makes noises about being frustrated in another place. There is only one reservation
and one stipulation the National Party puts on this type of measure. As I have said before,
it supports the traditional Supply Bill, but reserves the right to oppose money Bills from
time to time and will judge them on their merits.
I shall give two examples. The National Party opposed and complained about the
probate and gift duty measures that the Government brought in a couple of years ago. The
Government had the good sense to take notice of the National Party and eventually
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withdrew them, despite what the left wing of the Labor Party had to say. Those measures
were withdrawn because the Government realized they were not in the best interests of
the State. The National Party also opposed and voted against a measure relating to the
Grain Elevators Board but, regrettably, that did not stop the measure being passed. It was
unfair, because the organization supplies its own capital, interest payment and services.
With those provisos the National Party has supported Supply Bills in the past 30 years.
I shall speak only in general terms, as I shall be supported by my colleagues later in the
debate. The proposed legislation provides the Government with finance for five months
commencing on 1 July. It will give the Government approximately $3·5 billion.
In keeping with the form of presentation of the Appropriation (1984-85, No. 1) Act, the
present Supply provisions of both recurrent expenditure and works and services expenditure
have been put on a program basis. This makes it easier for honourable members to follow,
and I commend that move by the Treasurer.
It is an appropriate time to examine the increases in taxes and charges during the three
years of the Cain Labor Government. Under this Government taxes and char~es have
Increased by approximately 50 per cent, and they represent taxes on profitabIlity and
enterprise. Total taxes on businesses and Victorian citizens have increased by 38 per cent.
State Government revenue raised through private enterprise businesses has increased by
46·5 per cent under the Cain Government, and State Government revenue raised from
business throu$h public authority charges has increased by 43 per cent. All Victorian
citizens are paying 28 per cent more in State levies and 42 per cent more in public authority
charges than previously.

Taxes and charges will increase again this year. The obvious ones that come to mind,
despite what honourable members heard in the Governor's Speech, will be third-party
insurance premiums and Board of Works rates, both of which will increase beyond the
movement in the consumer price index. That was stated on the first or second day of
sitting. Land tax is another such area.
It has been suggested to me that the Government should be asked in what other areas
taxes and Government charges will be raised. There are bound to be other areas, yet the
Government had the hide to have it said in the Governor's Speech that during the current
Parliament increases in taxes and charges will not be above movements in the consumer
price index. That is simply not true.

I turn now to the State debt. The cost of this debt to Victoria is alarming. For every
man, woman and child in Victoria, it represents a liability of $4150. Ten years ago the
State debt stood at $4·7 billion; last year it stood at $14·6 billion, and the projected figure
for 1984-85 is $16·6 billion. The Government is to blame for the massive blow-out of the
debt. The net debt of the Government and statutory authorities in Victoria has increased
under the Cain Labor Government by 48 per cent. Charges on the State debt in 1983-84
were $646 million, compared with $518 million in 1982-83. This represents a 25 per cent
increase in the cost of debt charges to Victorians.
I shall deal next with the Alcoa fiasco at Portland, a $1·115 billion project. The original
plan was to have no Government equity at all but, in a desperation move to get the project
going, the Government agreed to take a 25 per cent equity at a cost of $400 billion. It is
now obvious that the Government will have to take a 40 per cent equity to finance and
make that scheme practicable.
Mr Jolly-The Victorian community will.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-That is right. The Victorian Government will take it up on
behalf of the community and the citizens of the State.
Mr Jolly-Don't you want it?
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Of course I want it, but there is no reason why the Government
should be involved. I shall come to how the people of Victoria were involved. How the
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people of Victoria should have been involved is another matter. Over its three years in
office, this is the biggest bungle, mistake and mess the Cain Labor Government has made.
The Hyundai Corporation signed a head of agreement to take up a 10 per cent share. Prior
to the last State election, the Premier visited the corporation in South Korea and came
back full of confidence. The Premier said that he had no reason to believe that the
corporation would not proceed and that it was most enthusiastic about it.
Yesterday the Premier announced that the corporation had backed out and walked away
from the project because it was not good enough. The Treasurer interjects to state that he
rejects that statement. I shall be interested to hear his comments if he states that the
corporation has not backed out. It was a fascinating interjection, and although I know it is
out of order for honourable members to take note of interjections, I thought it may have
been a helpful suggestion from the Treasurer and I was only too happy to listen. However,
when further questioned, the Treasurer drew back.
Mr Jolly-They wanted trade-offs.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Of course the corporation wanted trade-offs. It had been
angling for them for months and it was good business for the corporation to do so.
However, they were not forthcoming. The Federal Superannuation Fund Investment
Trust signed a head of agreement for a 15 per cent share of the project.
Mr Kennett-Under pressure!
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-I do not know whether it was under pressure. The trust
examined the project and had hard-headed businessmen in Canberra examine it. The trust
walked away from the project and would not have a bar of any investment in it.
No more partners for the project will be found. The Premier says that the National
Party has knocked the project. However, all the Premier can do is come up with partners
who do not come to the barrier. The National Party keeps asking what is happening, and
the Premier says it must have patience and that everything will be all right.
The Victorian public will be up for a 40 per cent share in the project. At this stage it is a
bad investment. There was some mention in yesterday's newspapers that the Premier and
Treasurer have been floating the idea of a public issue. It is high time the Treasurer came
up with details about the public issue. It is only newspaper talk up to the present time.
The Treasurer hopes there will be a public issue but who in his right mind would want to
own shares in the Portland project after all the bungling on the part of the Cain
Government?
The National Party has never knocked the Alcoa project. It has always been enthusiastic
about it. In the earlier days under the former Administrations of Sir Rupert Hamer and
the Honourable Lindsay Thompson, it was the Labor Opposition that knocked the Portland
smelter, week after week and month after month.
When the Labor Government came to power, the Premier overplayed his hand. He
thought he would bring Alcoa of Australia Ltd to its knees by playing it tough. However,
Alcoa brought the Premier to his knees. The Premier has already taken out 25 per cent
equity on behalf of the State and he will finish up with 40 per cent equity.
The Premier should have consulted on electricity prices in 1982. However, the left wing
of the party would not let him give any concessions to the company. If the Premier had
given the company a decent electricity concession back in 1982, it would have completed
the project on its own and there would have been no need for any Government financial
involvement whatsoever. The Premier played the company along and badly lost the game
of bluff. Now the Premier is faced with a choice of having a 40 per cent equity or not
having a project at all, and he chooses the lesser of the two evils.
Mr I. W. Smith-Or cheaper electricity.
Session 1985-12
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Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-If the Premier had provided cheaper electricity in 1982 it
would have been a better investment than what is now proposed. The Government has
been forced to make concessions now, but those concessions should have been made back
in 1982.
The worst mistake and the greatest bungle by the Cain Labor Government is the Alcoa
of Australia Ltd project at Portland. I do not think in all honesty that any honourable
member or anyone in the business community would disagree with me.
I turn to the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs. Members of the Government
back bench may well laugh because they must realize that not one Minister lives beyond
Geelong. They do not care about or understand anything that occurs beyond the end of
the tram tracks of metropolitan Melbourne. The state of the Department of Agriculture
and Rural Affairs is serious when staffing levels are due to be cut by 120 officers with more
cuts to follow. When one considers the income that is derived from agriculture in the
State, one realizes this is a tragic state of affairs.

Mr Rowe-You should read the economic strategy.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS-The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs does not
play any part in the economic strategy.
Mr Rowe-You have not read it!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The Leader of the National Party
should address the Chair and ignore unruly interjections.

Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS-Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. Agriculture in the State must
be made more efficient and more productive because therein lies an area through which
the State can improve its wealth. The Government does not understand agriculture, which
for three years was the responsibility of the worst of eighteen Ministers. The Government
has given the agriculture portfolio to a part-time Minister. I appreciate that he may be the
best Minister it could find, but he is still only part time. The Minister has chosen a defeated
Labor Party candidate as his adviser but that adviser will now have to find an adviser!
The liabilities of the State Insurance Office in the months ahead will seriously affect the
economic welfare of the State. The State Insurance Office has suffered mammoth losses. It
is hard to know exactly what those losses amount to because the balance sheet and the
report of the Auditor-General vary by approximately $200 million or $300 million. That
is a serious state of affairs. In the three years that the Labor Party has been in government
it has not touched on the issue of third-party insurance premiums. It has not had the
courage to do so even though the State Insurance Office has had a monopoly in that field.
The Government is not worried by competition yet it has allowed the State Insurance
Office to get into debt by not tackling third-party insurance premiums. There is no excuse
for that except that the Government believes the move is unpopular. Governments are
elected to govern, not to be popular.
I am concerned that the Treasurer will not provide an interim report on the position of
the State Insurance Office; its result last year was disastrous, but 1984-85 will be its worst
year. Any responsible Treasurer would provide a day-to-day or week-to-week report on
the State Insurance Office but the present Treasurer has refused to do this. He is hiding
behind a statutory provision which provides that the Treasurer has to report to Parliament
only in the annual report. Public money is involved in the long term and it is completely
irresponsible and totally dishonest for the Treasurer not to provide a report to Parliament
and the people of Victoria.
One of the serious problems that lies ahead for the Government is the restructuring of
workers compensation insurance. Honourable members may well ask what that has to do
with the budgetary provisions of the Victorian Government. It has a lot to do with them,
because the Labor Government wants to socialize workers compensation insurance so
that it can get its hands on to the $800 million to $1000 million which is being invested by
354

23 April 1985

Supply ( 198 5-86, No. 1) Bill

ASSEMBLY

23

the insurance companies to provide for future payments and obligations by those companies
presently involved in workers compensation.
No one disagrees that reforms are needed in workers compensation insurance. A
reduction is required in the expenses that are incurred through medical and legal charges.
Nobody would dispute that for one moment. A crackdown is required on fraud undertaken
by different groups.
If the Premier attempts to have the House meet in July to pass proposed workers
compensation legislation when he may have temporary numerical advantage in another
place he will rue the consequences and will ensure for certain that the Government
receives an overwhelming defeat in the by-election which will most certainly occur in
N unawading.
If the Premier had any principle, he would not put the legislation through until September
or October when the Nunawading position has been resolved, because the Government is
instituting change when it has not a mandate to do it. If the Labor Party wins the
Nunawading by-election, I, for one, will not be able to argue, but it will not win the
Nunawading by-election. After the events of last Saturday and Sunday any hope of the
Government continuing to govern have gone. The annual conference erupted in fights not
only in the hall, but in streets with motor vehicles. That is a tragedy not only for the once
great Australian Labor Party, but for the State and for democracy.
Prime Minister Hawke is one of the problems that this Government faces. Regrettably,
through the actions of the Federal Labor Government the world financial institutions
have lost confidence in the Australian dollar. The Australian dollar is losing its value on a
day-to-day basis in relation to the American dollar and one of the main reasons why this
has happened is the weakness of Prime Minister Hawke. The origins of this go back to the
MX missile crisis. Those events showed that the Prime Minister was too weak to stick to
his principles. He went overseas with firm convictions to do one thing and, after numerous
telephone calls, changed his mind. Those events will reduce Prime Minister Hawke's place
in history from being a great Prime Minister to a man who will be sacked not only by the
people of Australia but by the Australian Labor Party.
The Premier, as reported in today's media, said that he intended to do something about
the increase in petrol prices. The Premier cannot do anything about petrol prices unless
he has some influence on Prime Minister Hawke. The Premier can reduce those charges,
but if he does that he will have to have compensatory taxes. The Prime Minister, in
referring to the Premier's remarks, as reported in today's Herald, stated:
Mr Cain had ignored the national economic problems to concentrate on parochial issues.
Mr Cain does not have the responsibility for the economic management of the national economy as a whole,
he said.
But Mr Cain and Victoria have been the beneficiaries of Australia's economic prosperity under the policies of
this government.
You can't have it both ways.

The Premier has received a tongue-lashing from the Prime Minister because economically
he is not responsible.
Financial mismanagement historically has been the downfall of Australian Labor
Governments and the Cain Government will follow this tradition. The Premier, in his
first two years of government, had strict discipline and control over his party and Cabinet.
However, he has now allowed five out of six defeated members of Parliament to be
appointed to Government positions on equivalent salaries as back-bench members of
Parliament. This indicates a lack of control and that the Labor Party is more interested in
looking after its own than in good government of the State.
The media must bear much of the responsibility for the financial mess in which the
State finds itself today. Honourable members who know something about politics remember
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only too vividly that for the first two years of the Cain Government, Premier Cain, in the
eyes of the media, could do no wrong. So far as the media was concerned, the Premier
virtually walked hand in hand with God. However, the Government is now back on its
heels and is off to a dismal start.
In conclusion, I shall give some brief examples of the mismanagement of the Cain
Government over the past three years and the dismal future not only that the Government
faces in the months ahead, but also the difficult situation that will be faced by the next
Government. I refer the House to the mismanagement of the State and, in particular, to
the Museum station development. Is it going on and when will the inquiry finish? I refer
the House to the collapse of the dairy industry. Three days before the State election
Premier Cain came back from Canberra and said he had saved the dairy industry. It is a
joke. The Premier of Western Australia told his Minister for Agriculture not to go to the
conference because the Minister for Primary Industries, Mr Kerin, had already made up
his mind and the Cain plan would not be accepted by Mr Kerin or Mr Hawke.
The desperate situation of the State Insurance Office was well known to the Premier and
the Treasurer prior to the State election. They withheld the report for political purposes.
The establishment of the Alcoa of Australia Ltd smelter at Portland is a mess which has
been perpetrated over three years of Labor Government. The removal of decentralization
incentives will have a tremendous effect on the economic welfare of the State. Government
back-benchers fail to realize that South Australia and New South Wales, two Labor
Governments that border Victoria, have maintained those incentives, and industries are
now leaving Victoria and going to New South Wales and South Australia.
The Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs traditionally has been one of the great
departments of the State and has been a tremendous back-up to the greatest industry,
primary industry, but it is now being run down.
There has been a huge increase in the Public Service work force in this State, with the
tremendous costs involved. There has been a huge waste of public funds on left wing
organizations-anything at all to keep the left happy! Of course, one could see how happy
it was when it was defeated last Saturday at Coburg.
The business community in this State has lost confidence in the Government. There is
a great difference between this Government and the Queensland Government. The
Government in Victoria is scared and is not willin~ to tackle the left-wing unions. It will
not tackle the Builders Labourers Federation; it WIll not tackle the power unions; and it
will not tackle the Hospital Employees Federation. The day' must come when essential
industries in Victoria continue to operate and are free from stnkes. Despite all the criticisms
they make of Sir Joh Bjelke-Petersen, I notice that Government back-benchers have not
gone to Queensland. I hope they do go to Queensland because that would mean that they
would be missing for a few days and that would be of benefit to the Victorian Parliament.
The Government has cost the State dearly. The people of Victoria are looking for
financial and economic leadership and also for strength in government. They are not
getting it under the socialist Cain Labor Government!
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I congratulate the honourable member for
Brighton, the next Treasurer of Victoria, on his excellent contribution to the debate, ably
supported by the Leader of the National Party. It is interesting to note that when the
House is debating what might be regarded as the most important Bill that will come before
it in this sessional period, the Government ranks are silent. There is not one Cabinet
Minister or a Government back-bencher who is prepared to stand up and back the Treasurer
in bringing in the Bill.

That is not surprising because as time goes on, day after day and week after week, the
confidence being exhibited by Ministers and Government back-benchers in the ability of
the Treasurer and the Premier to discharge their duties for the common good of the people
of this State is being called into Question. The debate on the Supply Bill, which provides
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moneys to the Government to enable it to conduct its business between 30 June and
bringing down the next Budget, is an opportunity for Parliament to reflect upon the
administration of this State over recent months and to try to project the likely activities of
the Treasurer and the Government in the few months for which the Bill will be in place
and have effect.
The Bill has been brought into Parliament by the Treasurer, who is becoming increasingly
discredited. His inability and lack of administration is not only putting at risk the standards
of the Victorian community but is also calling into question the honesty and integrity of
the Government and some of the senior Ministers.
The House is today being asked to take at face value a Supply Bill from a Treasurer who
does not have the strength, courage, openness or integrity to give Parliament and the
people of Victoria an up-to-date reckoning on his economic management or his economic
mismanagement! The Bill makes provision for hundreds of millions of dollars to be
handed over to the Treasurer and various departments to spend as they see fit. For the
first time the economic record of the Treasurer and the Government is being examined
and scrutinized more carefully, not only by Parliament but also by the media and the
community. In every scrutiny, the performance of the Treasurer is being called further
into question.
With regard to a question that has already been raised by two speakers on the Opposition
side of the Charnber, there is no doubt that Victoria has been subjected to some of the
greatest increases in State taxes that any Australian State has been subjected to in recent
years. That is so despite the promises and commitments made before the 1982 election
that there would be no increases in State taxes and charges. The Treasurer says, by
interjection, the increase is lower than the increase that took place under the previous
Liberal Government. What the Treasurer forgets, in endeavouring to pull the wool over
the community'S eyes, is that the performance of previous Governments is not the basis
on which he and the Premier went into the elections in 1982 or 1985. They have broken
the commitments they made to the people of Victoria. The Treasurer may continue to
argue about what happened under previous Governments prior to 1982, but at some stage
he must take responsibility for his mismanagement and for not telling the people of
Victoria what he is doing with their State and their assets.
We know there has been a rapid increase in taxation. The Leader of the National Party
has already pointed out that Government Ministers have admitted that the promise made
by the Treasurer and the Premier only ten weeks ago-that taxes and charges will not rise
at a rate faster than the increase in the consumer price index-will not be honoured. I
refer to land tax and to Melbourne Metropolitan Board of Works rates. It is quite obvious
that, unless the Government uses the false position created by a pay-as-you-go system,
compulsory third-party insurance premiums through the State Insurance Office must also
rise by more than the increase in the consumer price index.
That is so for one simple reason: The Treasurer, who says that Victoria is leading
Australia's economic recovery, has been incompetent in his administration of that statutory
authority, over which he has direct control. Despite the comments made by the Insurance
Commissioner in his last two annual reports to Parliament, raising fears and talking about
the threat to Victorian finances, and despite the comments made by the Auditor-General,
the Treasurer has done nothing to correct the position or to save the people of Victoria
from being subjected to intolerable increases either in compulsory third-party insurance
premiums or in other taxes and charges.
The State Insurance Office is losing money at the rate of more than $1 million a day.
The Treasurer has done nothing about it. The railways are losing more than $1 million a
day. In two statutory authorities alone, the people of Victoria are accumulating a debt of
more than $2 million a day, yet the Treasurer does nothing. No one could afford to conduct
his personal affairs in that way. One would not continually be given credit by banks or
credit agencies.
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Not only has the Treasurer failed in wisely and competently managing this area but
also, when questioned repeatedly in the House about the current position, he has refused
to make the documents public. That is because he does not have the courage to tell the
people of Victoria the truth about his mismanagement. He knows eventually-unless he
changes the accounting system for the second year in a row-the report will be published,
but the Treasurer and the Government work on the premise that the longer they delay
telling the people of Victoria the truth about the economy the better it is for them. That is
dishonest! The people of this State deserve to be told the truth so they can prepare for the
worst. It is open to the Treasurer to provide the information sought by the Opposition.
Today the Opposition claimed that the losses incurred by the State Insurance Office for
the nine months ended March 1985 are $350 million. The continuing loss incurred by the
State Insurance Office on compulsory third-party insurance for this financial year could
easily exceed $600 million. If that is the case, the accumulated losses for the State Insurance
Office will approach $1·7 billion to $2 billion in four years' time. How can a Treasurer
honestly claim that he is administering the State competently when he has allowed such
losses to accumulate without seeking to rectify the situation?
Last night, in the company of some of my colleagues, I had the pleasure of listening to a
speech by an individual who has been asked by the President of the United States of
America to examine Government waste in that country. He stated that there is tremendous waste and mismanagement in government. He is a man with nine children, and
therefore spoke as one with family commitments, but he said that the action being taken
today by politicians, which is totally unacceptable and irresponsible, is that they are
placing the burden of their mismanagement on their children and grandchildren. The
action taken by the Treasurer mirrors the fear that was pointed out last night. If one
statutory authority is compiling debts of $2 billion, someone will have to pay those debts,
and that may be not the present generation but future generations.
Whether or not one likes it, both Victoria and Australia are haemorrhaging at the seams
but no one is doing anything to plug the hole. Victorians cannot continue to be taxed in
the present manner. Victorians cannot continue to have Governments imposing restrictions
on the private sector. Victorians cannot continue to allow-as the Bill does-growth in
the public sector at the expense of the private sector. At some stage a major readjustment
must be made in favour of the community that Parliamentarians are elected to serve.
The Government has continually claimed that Victoria is leading the economic recovery
in Australia. Earlier the honourable member for Brighton clearly illustrated the way in
which the Treasurer has continually attempted to pull the wool over the eyes of the
community. All the statistical information compiled demonstrates that Victoria does not
lead the economic recovery. As the honourable member for Brighton said, Victoria is
leading the economic recovery, but from either the third or fourth position, depending on
the statistics one uses.
Yet for the past three years the Government has been allowed to get away with its claim
that Victoria is doing better economically than any other State and that more business
confidence than ever before is being exhibited by Victorians, other Australians and people
overseas in terms of investment.
I do not have to tell you, Mr Speaker, of the trumpeting by the Government on the
regeneration of the project at Portland by Alcoa of Australia Ltd. All honourable members
support the regeneration of that project. I do not have to tell you, Sir, of the trumpeting
that was attached to the signing of the heads of agreement by the Hyundai Corporation of
South Korea, which will not now participate in the project. The Government withheld the
information on the withdrawal of Hyundai because of the pending State election campaign.
One could have described that as a smart political move on the part of the Government,
but that is only one example of the way in which the Government has withheld information
from the public.
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Why are people not investing in the A1coa project? Why is it that the Premier has the
gall to describe it as a tremendous investment, but no third party in the private sector is
prepared to invest in it? Even now the Government cannot intimidate any Federal or
State statutory authorities into investing in the project.
If the Government is serious in its claim that Victoria is leading the economic recovery,
where is the evidence? Why is it that a large corporation has walked away from investing
in Victoria's biggest project? Where has business interest been shown in new developments
in the State?
Five submissions were made on the proposed development of the Museum station
project and ultimately one was selected. Earlier today the Premier again refused to answer
questions on how he could have brought himself to claim on 21 January that the preferred
tender had passed every vetting process with flying colours. For the past two weeks the
Opposition has posed questions on the matter to the Government to ascertain what is
happening in this State.
The Opposition has continually been denied that information. In many cases, the
Opposition has found the answers to its questions when the Premier has released a press
statement at 3 p.m., 4 p.m. or 5 p.m. on either a Monday or a Friday when Parliament is
not sitting. Surely Parliament is entitled to know what public money is bein~ used and
whether it is being used prudently. The Premier launched the Museum statIon project
with great gusto and claimed that the tender had been publicly vetted and passed with
flying colours. Surely Parliament is entitled to know who did the vetting and what the
results were. There has been no answer on that issue by the Government. Could one blame
Victorian and overseas investors for not having confidence in a Government that will not
come clean?
Parliament has a right to know the answers to these questions. If one examines the

H ansard reports of debates in the Parliament prior to 1982, when the Government was in

opposition, one discovers that one of its greatest catchcries was, "Come clean and tell the
public those things that they are entitled to know". It is amazing how quickly, on its
change from Opposition to Government, the Australian Labor Party has clammed up.
One cannot blame the Opposition if it proves through not only the contribution made by
the honourable member for Brighton but also the questions it has asked, which the
Government has failed to answer, that the Government makes a hollow claim when it
states that Victoria is leadin~ the economic recovery. No confidence has been shown by
the private sector either in VIctoria or the rest of Australia in investing here.

Last night the Premier was reported in the newspapers as bleating about the proposed
increase in the price of petrol in an endeavour to detract attention from his own domestic
problems by trying once again to attack the Prime Minister. That honourable gentleman
hit the issue on the head when, at the economic summit, he claimed that the Victorian
Premier does not have responsibility for the economic management of Australia. Not only
does the Premier not exhibit responsibility for the economic management of Australia,
but he also does not exhibit it for Victoria.
Victorians are rapidly approaching the stage where they will continually reject the claims
made by the Premier and the Treasurer that Victoria is leading the economic recovery.
For the past three years the Government has lived beyond its means by taking money
from every possible statutory authority and increasing its borrowings to a rate that it
cannot afford to repay. The Government is unable to attract new investment for the Alcoa
project, so what is the answer given by the Treasurer? The honourable gentleman claims
that because there is no money available in Victoria for the Government to borrow to
invest in the project, it must borrow again on the overseas markets.
As I said earlier, we will not pay for those borrowings; it will be our children and
grandchildren who will pay. When the Premier goes off on his trip at the end of this week
to avoid scrutiny in this Parliament, and sells himself around the countries of the world
looking for money to invest on behalf of Victorians to take up the 40 per cent equity in
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Alcoa of Australia Ltd, Victorians will be burdened with another huge interest bill which
they cannot afford to pay.
I do not believe it is acceptable that the Treasurer or the Government can any longer
make the claim that Victoria leads the economic recovery in Australia. There is no doubt
that one of the single contributing factors to the decline in the Australian dollar, the brunt
of which we will all have to bear in three months' time, has been the activities of Labor
Governments over the past three years; firstly, spending more than Victoria can afford
and, secondly, borrowing more than it can afford.

The people in this State in three months' time will be subjected to some of the most
massive price increases of all time for various goods and services. When that occurs, the
Treasurer, the Premier and the Government will say quite clearly that it is not their fault.
The Leader of the National Party mentioned that the lack of confidence became evident
after the MX missile decision-or lack of decision, buckling-under decision, or reversed
decision-by the Prime Minister, and that is true. However, as time goes on, investors
overseas are looking to Victoria and saying quite Clearly that we are spending too much,
borrowing too much and that we no longer have the capacity to pay.
The private sector, by any measure, is shrinking in terms of its productive units, and
although the tax take may be higher this year on a Federal basis, it is simply because we
have benefited from better agricultural seasons. However, that will not last and, in three
months' time, Victorian families, particularly those on low and middle-income earning
scales, will be hit very strongly indeed. The Government and the Treasurer must accept
some responsibility for that situation.
When it comes to people from overseas deciding whether to invest in Victoria, our
reputation is partly determined by how people see the Government managing its own
affairs. If they see a Treasurer whose only philosophy is to spend more, with no exercise
of restraint, a Treasurer who cannot even manage his own areas of responsibility but who
accumulates debts to the tune of $1 million in three years, obviously they will have great
reservations about investing in this State, just as this community will have great reservations
about Victoria's capacity to attract investment from overseas.
I shall mention two other matters, the first of which was referred to by the honourable
member for Polwarth during question time today, and that is the question of petrol
pricing. With the announcement of the decision to add 4 cents a litre to the price of petrol,
the Premier was immediately bleating. I can understand his concern; we all share it.
However, the Premier and the Treasurer- are in a position to do something about the
situation. The Victorian Government's take from the amount spent on a litre of petrol is
approximately 3·7 cents. Therefore, for every litre that is sold, the Victorian community
is paying the Government 3· 7 cents. With the proposed increase in the price of petrol, the
Government's take will be 4 cents a litre. If the Premier is ~oing to bleat, he should realize
that he has the capacity and opportunity of acting on the sItuation, and this will be a final
test of this Premier.

Let the people of Victoria understand that if the Premier is unable to convince the
Prime Minister and the Federal Government to reverse the decision to increase the price
of petrol by 4 cents a litre from next month, he is in the position to ensure that Victorians
pay no increase by removing the State Government's own tax on the price of petrol. That
is a testing example.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Bendigo West that he is
interjecting out of his place.
Mr KENNETT-The honourable member to whom you have just referred, Sir, and the
honourable member for Essendon, indicated that that is a joke. It is hard to understand
where they stand in this situation. The Premier has complained about the 4 cents a litre
increase and has expressed some concern on behalf of their constituents. It is quite possible
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that the relationship between the Premier of this State and the Prime Minister of this
country is at a level that has never been worse.
If the Premier cannot bring about the change in terms of the proposed increase in the
price of petrol, it is no good his bleating if he has some capacity to do something about it.
The Premier can remove the State levy on the price of petrol. There is no reason why
Victorians need pay 1 cent more for petrol, regardless of what happens at Federal level. I
say to the Premier, the Treasurer and the two gentlemen on the front benches, who are out
of their places and who have continually interjected, "You cannot have your cake and eat
it, too. If you want to bitch about it when you have the means to do something about it,
then do something. Do not stand about and posture and peacock about the place and talk
about concerns if you are not prepared to use the instruments available to you to protect
the people of this State".

I shall make a small wager with you, Sir-and that is probably not acceptable in this
place, but let me use the term metaphorically-that the Government will not do anything.
It will bleat and it will complain, but when it comes to protecting the people of this State,
it will do nothing.
I welcome the opportunity of being able to address myself to this matter of Supply.
There is no doubt that the measure will pass through the Parliament, and I make that
quite clear, as I have made it clear on every occasion since I took over the leadership of
this party. However, that statement will not deny the Opposition the opportunity of raising
matters of public concern relating to the economic management of Victoria.
This State is not managed with honesty; it is not managed with competence; and it is
not managed openly. Victorians will pay a very high price indeed for a Government which
continues to spend, which continues to borrow and which continues to mismanage various
areas of responsibility. However, the biggest cost for the Government will be the retribution
that will be delivered upon it by the people of Victoria at any election held between now
and the next State election-and including the next State election-because the people
will feel let down by the Government. They do not believe they have been told the whole
truth; they believe they have been deceived, and I must say at this stage, Sir, that we on
this side of the House also feel deceived.
If there is nothing untoward about the economic management and the confidence this
State exudes, supposedly to attract overseas investment, then many questions that have
not been answered deserve to be answered on the public record. The Opposition has asked
questions today which remain unanswered but which should be answered.

The points made by the Opposition will continually prove to be correct, as have the
matters it has raised over the past few weeks. The Opposition has been correct in regard
to the loss incurred by the State Insurance Office, in terms of Museum station and in terms
of Alcoa of Australia Ltd. This Government continually refuses to take the people of this
State into its confidence and, if it continues to refuse to do so, the responsibility for the
economic condition of this State continuing to decline will be solely on the head of the
Government, and Victoria will become a backwater compared with other States.
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-I support the remarks of the honourable member for Brighton
and the Leader of the Opposition, not with a view to the Supply Bill being opposed, but to
highlight to Parliament the shortcomings of the Government in providing proper
information to the House on Supply and to highlight the inadequacy of the work the
Government is doing in providing properly for the people of Victoria.
The Supply Bill concerns the provision of Government services during the first five
months of the next financial year; to give financial coverage to the Government until that
time when its new Budget is brought into the House and Parliament can be fully informed
of the Government's ongoing expenditure and revenue intentions. In this Supply Bill, the
Government has advised that it will be requiring for the ongoing services of Government
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some $2701·971 million for recurrent expenditure and some $788 488 million for capital
expenditure in the form of the traditional works and services provision.
The Bill has been presented in a new format. The first question that the House needs to
ask is: Does this new format do the job? Does the Supply Bill make the situation clearer to
honourable members and does it provide better information to the public?
In the Budget debate last year, the Treasurer said that the Government believed program
budgeting would be more helpful to honourable members and the general public in their
understanding of the purposes for which Parliamentary appropriation of cash is sought.
That was the Treasurer's intention. He wanted to make it clear and to make it more
helpful.
There has been a staged introduction of program budgeting. Last year, all the recurrent
expenditure in the Appropriation Bill was introduced in the form of programs, but the
capital expenditure, the works and services expenditure, remained under the various
agencies. If one wants to consider whether there is more meaningful data in the Bill, one
needs only to examine it to determine that, despite a considerable number of pages of
explanatory memorandum at the front of the Bill, the result is very far from satisfactory.
Last year, a certain amount of information was given in the programs for capital
expenditure, which, if anything, represented more information than has been provided
this time. The net result overall is that considerably less information is being given to the
House under this so-called program budgeting than originally was provided.
I shall take one example which honourable members will be similarly able to apply to
other areas. At random, I choose Program No. 403 in the housing section of the Budget"Management of Rental Housing and Related Services." The House is advised that in the
"Supply Bill" for that program there is a provision of$14·45 million.
In the Budget Papers last year, although "Management of Rental Housing and Related
Services" was included with other items in the provision for housing, greater detail was
given on the various items within Program No. 403. There were items on rental assistance;
appropriation for home purchase assistance; the pensioners' housing expenditure;
Aboriginal housing expenditure; mortgage and rent relief expenditure; crises
accommodation expenditure; and housing interest assistance expenditure.
In the Supply Bill, those items simply have disappeared and one is left with one item,
Program No. 403, "Management of Rental, Housing and Related Services." That type of
change is represented in program after program. The House is provided with less
information than was given previously.
The main piece of information given to the House in the Supply Bill is the total amounts
of money that the Government is seeking to be made available. As I said earlier, for
recurrent expenditure it is $2701·971 million. It is worth comparing that figure with a
similar provision made for recurrent expenditure last year. Last year's appropriation
provision was $2463·234 million. There has been an increase in the demand for money
for spending by the Government, comparing this Supply Bill with last year's Appropriation
Bill, of 9· 7 per cent. The increase in recurrent expenditure, nearly 10 per cent, is being
requested at a time when the inflation rate has just been cut well back, and it has been
requested by a Government which claims not only to be leading the economic recovery in
Australia but also to be putting a restraint on its recurrent expenditure.
The increase in the capital expenditure compared to last year is a mere 3 per cent. The
major increase has occurred in recurrent expenditure. This fits in exactly with what the
Opposition has been saying about the Government for many months-it is a high-spending
Government. The high increases in State taxation that have been observed in the last
three Budgets have been necessary to enable the Government to continue on its high
spending way. The Bill indicates that no restraint is being shown in this area.
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When two facts are put together, that there is a real increase in the level of Government
expenditure as indicated in the Bill and that the amount of detail being given in the Bill
on expenses has been reduced, one must ask why the Government has moved in this
direction. The first and most obvious suspicion is that the Government has something to
hide. Therefore, Parliament should ask what it is that the Government is trying to hide by
providing less information in a Supply Bill when it is increasing its rate of expenditure
significantly.
The first and perhaps major area was that referred to so eloquently by the honourable
member for Brighton, the falsehood inherent in the Government's claim that Victoria is
leading the economic recovery. I shall not repeat the detailed statistics that the honourable
member for Brighton gave. It was obvious in area after area, in economic indicator after
economic indicator, that the claim that Victoria was in front of the rest of Australia in the
economic recovery fell far short from the truth.
Victoria was lying somewhere in the middle. What economic recovery there has been,
for which one is grateful, has been an economic recovery where Australia is following the
general economic recovery in the world. The Australian economic recovery has been real,
but fragile, and Victoria's place in that has been very much middle of the road. If this
Government has done anything of real significance to help Victoria's economic recovery,
surely one would have seen a better result than the one that has appeared.
The rate of unemployment is one which honourable members should note. From an
unemployment rate of 6·1 per cent when the Cain Government came into office in April
1982, Victoria now faces an unemployment rate of 8 per cent. It is not simply a matter of
trying to score points by finding statistics that make a point or prove the error of the
Government's ways. The cruel thing about unemployment statistics is that they represent
people. Honourable members are discussing people in the community today; many of our
young people are simply unable to find employment and are obliged to settle for second
best by going on the dole or making whatever arrangements they can.
When the Government was in opposition, it took great pleasure in suggesting that the
reason Victoria's unemployment rate was the best in Australia was because many
unemployed Victorians were moving out of the State to live in Queensland. I would like
to hear the Treasurer explain why an unemployment rate of 8 per cent is regarded as
acceptable to the Government when the unemployment rate it inherited from the former
Administration was only 6·1 per cent.
Will the Government be satisfied to continue with a high level of Government
expenditure in areas of its own choosing and leave many people out of work, or is it
prepared to tackle unemployment in a more realistic way than has been done in the past
and really do something about the figure of 8 per cent to reduce it to the level, or better,
that it inherited?
The rate of change in employment in Victoria has been encouraging, but it certainly has
not been outstanding when compared with the position in Australia in general. The
Government must be informed in no uncertain terms that the community dismisses its
false claims about Victoria leading the economic recovery. That claim is not sustained by
the figures. The Government is not tackling the problems that need to be faced by sitting
in its cottonwool ivory tower bleating its claims week after week and month after month.
The second reason for the Government hiding facts is its failure to deal adequately with
the problem of workers compensation. Honourable members should be sick and tired of
hearing from the Government that workers compensation will be reformed. The
Government has told the world how it will do it and indicated that it is simply a matter of
working it out to introduce the appropriate legislation. However, week after week, proposed
legislation has failed to appear. No notice of the proposed legislation being introduced was
given today. It is reported that the proposed starting date for the Government's reforms
has been put back until 1 September from the original date of 1 July.
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What is the Government hiding in regard to its workers compensation reforms? Have
the grand ideas previously put forward been proved to be unworkable; does the Government
now realize that the reforms will not produce the savings for lower premiums and that it
will be unable to maintain the benefits and services and improve the system while reducing
the cost of premiums? The Treasurer should make a statement in the near future indicating
where the Government is going with its workers compensation proposals.
Another area where the Government has failed-and it is one of particular importance
to me with my concern about employment and training in the industrial area-is the
failure of the Government to implement any meaningful employment and training
programs.
In a cooked-up question asked during question time on 3 April this year, the Minister
for Employment and Industrial Affairs made some grand statements about what the
Government was doing about employment and training and the youth guarantee scheme.
The Minister indicated that the Government has moved rapidly to implement the scheme
and has established a new Cabinet committee comprising himself as chairman and his
colleagues, the Treasurer and the Minister for Education.
If all that needed to happen was to establish a Cabinet committee for all our problems
to be solved, what a marvellous State this would be in which to live. However, they are all
words-nothin~ much has happened. The Minister went on to say that something had
occurred. He Indicated that the Government has established an additional 5000
apprenticeship positions in technical and further education colleges. I do not know from
where the Minister got his figures; I do not know where the 5000 positions are as the
Minister certainly has not spelt it out.
One message I hear constantly concerns the number of young people who have
apprenticeship positions and are being informed by the Industrial Training Commission
that no positions for formal training are available. They are told to come back next year
or that they will be contacted if a position becomes available. For the Minister to proclaim
that his marvellous Government has established an additional 5000 apprenticeship
positions in technical and further education colleges brings a wry laugh from many young
people who are desperately wanting training positions that do not exist.
I am speaking about young people who have jobs. I have not mentioned those people
who comprise the 8 per cent of the work force that is sadly unemployed. Rather than
simply increasing the financial demands on the State through this Bill by almost 10 per
cent last year, the Government should outline to the community practical programs of
employment and training that will create genuine training opportunities for youn~ people.
The failure of the Government to deal adequately with the unemployment Issue IS one of
the areas where it stands condemned.
Another failure of the Government is its failure to deal adequately with occupational
health and safety legislation. During the last Parliament, the Government insisted on
letting ideological factors dominate the occupational health and safety debate and insisted
on bringing in the trade union movement as the policeman in the workplace for
occupational health and safety purposes rather than determining that the matter should
be a group responsibility of everyone in the workplace.
The Government decided to put aside the proposed legislation because Parliament
would not acept the ideological slant being proposed. The Government has legislationthe 1981 Industrial Safety Health and Welfare Act-on the statute-book which provides
for many of the provisions included in the Bill put forward during the last session. Those
provisions could have been implemented as a step towards better occupational health and
safety conditions. However, for ideological reasons, the Government chose to leave well
enough alone. I clarify that expression because it is clear that all is not well in the
occupational health and safety area. The Government chose to ignore the provisions
because of its ideological commitment to union involvement in occupational health and
safety.
.
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Provision has been made in the Bill for expenditure in the health and safety area. It is a
pity that the Government has not yet spelt out how it will spend that money. Does the
Government have a continuing commitment to this union control, this union police force
in the industrial area? Is it prepared to move to a more reasoned position in which full
support of all sections of industry will be available to enable it to draft the best occupational
health and safety legislation in the State?
Turning to the last, but by no means least, area in which the Government has failed to
tell the whole truth-the matter of the State Insurance Office-question after question has
been put to the Treasurer. The blatant failure of the Government to make available, before
the last State election, the report of the State Insurance Office was clearly a cover-up by
the Government of the activities of the SIO. The Treasurer and members of the
Government were embarrassed out of their minds about the direction in which they have
allowed the SIO to go with its dual responsibilites in the insurance field-in the workers
compensation and compulsory third-party insurance areas.
The Government claims that it is a problem that went back before its time. The truth is
that the situation in the State Insurance Office has become absolutely desperate during the
term of the Cain Government, since 1982. Until then, the State Insurance Office had been
managing to hold its own in terms of its total responsibility for compulsory third-party
insurance in Victoria. Over the past three years, that situation has collapsed. The demands
on the State Insurance Office in terms of claims under compulsory third-party insurance
have increased dramatically. The failure of the premium dollar to provide adequately for
those claims is something that was known to the Treasurer but he failed to act.
It is not good enough for the Goveolment to state that it will now fix up all that, when
the Government cannot even bring workers compensation measures before the House for
debate in proper time.
These five areas highlight to the House and to Victorians the weakness of the
Government. The Government is ducking for cover all the time. The Supply Bill does not
give the House or the people of Victoria any confidence whatsoever in the continuing
administration by the Treasurer or other members of the Ministry. To allow for a 9·7 per
cent increase-a real increase of something like 4· 5 per cent-in monetary provisions for
the ensuing five months after 1 July does not give the people of Victoria any confidence
and I call on the Treasurer, in his reply in this debate and on future occasions, to ensure
that more adequate information is given to the people of Victoria. If the Government
wants to live up to its claim that it is an open Government, it should examine its
unsuccessful record to date.

Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-I support the honourable member for Brighton, my
Leader, the other speakers from the Opposition side and the Bill. However, I could not
help but notice that the Treasurer is totally unsupported by any speakers from his own
side. It is typical of the disdain with which the Government treats not only Parliament but
also the processes of democracy. What is the Government going to do when it reduces the
processes of democracy to total shambles? What system will it place on the line then? The
fact that a few back-benchers are behind the Treasurer indicates to the people of this State
that the Government is authoritarian and has nothing but contempt for Parliament.
In supporting the Bill, the Opposition would certainly throw out Bills that dealt with
probate, gift duty and anything to do with land tax. As honourable members should be
aware, the planning department has acquired a new computer which is being programmed
to take account of movements in valuations throughout the State. This computer not only
has the "advantage" of telegraphing messages of valuation changes to local municipalities
and to valuers but also it has the facility to index valuations for land tax charging purposes.
This could easily develop into the same scenario as the Minister for Water Resources
alluded to the other day. The promise that taxes and charges will not be increased by
indexation may appear to be one promise that the Government can honour but, with the
type of indexation the Government proposes in the land tax area, more people will be
roped into the tax net and the result will be obvious.
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The Bill is concerned with the runnin~ of Government for the first five months of the
next financial year. It has become tradition in this place to produce a Supply Bill which
effectively allows the Government to continue operating until its spring Budget is passed
by Parliament. With the erosion of time and various processes, the constraints which were
placed on the Supply Bill-that is, no new contracts, let alone new staff to be employed
and so on-will be gradually whittled away until the Supply Bill becomes a mini-Budget,
involved with spending rather than income.
The Treasurer has been kind enough in past speeches-some of which were made in my
absence-to give praise to the efforts I made in introducing program bud~eting to Australia,
not only to Victoria, when I was Minister of Agriculture. I recognIZed the need for
management to comprehend the huge number of projects and programs within each
division and department, and, ultimately, in government. The Treasurer has seized hold
of this idea, praised the initiatives that I took in the Department of Agriculture, but
insulted this House with a lack of the proper presentation of that program budgeting.
If one moves into the micro-chip era and the recording of information, it is totally
wasteful and meaningless unless the recording of the information is broken down into
individual projects within the broad programs. It is an insult to Parliament that this
process, having been commenced, does not have the benefit of a terminal in the
Parliamentary Library, for instance, where honourable members who wish to scrutinize
projects and programs could have this information provided on a screen and, if need be,
have a print-out made available to them of the objects of the project, the staff complement
allocated to the project, the time span involved and the Budget or, in this case, Supply
allocation, available to the project and to the program.

For the Treasurer to present Parliament with a wad of program numbers, along with the
briefest possible explanation and one lump sum of money, is a waste of time, money and
paper because it is totally meaningless to the House.
That information gives few indications of what is going on. I shall highlight one or two
matters that one may pick up, but I defy any honourable member to make a reasoned
argument with the lack of available information.
The answer is to extend program budgeting into the breakdown of projects, to have a
computer terminal in the Parliamentary Library and to make it available to honourable
members. Honourable members may believe there is no significant need for that, but this
Government is by far the highest taxing and highest spending Government in Australia.
The Government has broken more promises than any Government since the second world
war. Honourable members should have the right to scrutinize the information provided
to the House. After the projects and programs are scrutinized and if they indicate that the
Government is keeping its promises, I would be the first to praise the Government. I
congratulate the Treasurer on going as far as he has with programs, but I do not believe he
has gone far enough.
When election time comes around, it should be easy and chronologically obvious for
promises made by each of the political parties to be scrutinized, and the initiation of new
programs and projects should be given a number or code or, alternatively, a reduction or
extension of existing ones. In that way people with some mental capacity in Parliament or
in the media can pick up whether the Government and the Opposition are fair dinkum.
This would be one way of sorting out who is honest and who is filling the air with rubbish.
I shall now turn to transport, for which I have a responsibility as Opposition spokesman.
I have always been opposed to world parity pricing of fuel and I said so to the previous
Federal Government when I was a State Minister. It is most unlikely that Victoria and
Australia will ever compete with other countries because of our low manual work input.
We simply work less than most people from competing nations. However, we are able to
compete in areas where resources, climate and technology provide export products.
Fuel is at the beginning of nearly every productive process, whether it is milking a cow
or some other industry. A significant amount offuel is involved in getting the grass to the
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cow, the cow to the dairy, the milk to the refrigeration stage and transporting the milk to
the factory where it is manufactured. Whether it is growing a sheaf of wheat or moving
products involved in mining, primary or secondary industries to the seaboard and then
exporting them, fuel is a basic ingredient. The world parity pricing system prices Australia
out of the world market. This has been caused by a fundamental error in judgment
compounded by what I regard as a felony.
Fancy falling into the trap, which this Government has perpetuated, of defending the
bureaucratic lion and the red meat of taxation raised by world parity pricing. I agree that
oil exploration should be encouraged, but why tax the resources which can be used to our
competitive advantage in the market-place?
Mr Jasper-Give them last week's speech?
Mr I. W. SMITH-This is much better than that one. As a result of the decision of the
Federal Government yesterday, the State Government will increase its tax on petrol to
approximately 4 cents a litre when the new price rise becomes effective on 1 May. The
Federal Government's increase in tax will yield it almost 30 cents a litre. Therefore, the
two levels of Government will receive 34 cents a litre because of world parity pricing.
Every service station owner and operator should put up these figures on boards outside
their service stations. Those signs should indicate Government taxes and charges such as
"Federal 30 cents", "State 4 cents" and the price offuel underneath. Let there be a ground
swell of opinion so that the community can indicate that it does not want to feed any more
red meat in the form of petrol tax to the lion of bureaucracy. It can also state that it wants
Australia's productive centre to have this resource as a competitive edge in the world
market.
I raised with the House the lease-back financial arrangements entered into by the
Government. Although the Opposition has sought accurate information on the sourcing
of those arrangements which has yielded Australian front companies an enormous amount
of money, I suspect that overseas money from Japan and Germany is involved in these
lease-back arrangements. I challenge the Treasurer to inform the House about the source
of money for these lease-back arrangements and what interest and payments have to be
made. What are the notional and potential losses at the current rate of the Australian
dollar on the international market?
It is easy for the Treasurer with his modem marketing skills to hock Victoria to the
eyeballs, flog off its rolling stock and have a party, and have nothing more to show for it.
That is what the Government has done. The Government has stated that it has a miracle
modern-money management, but it has flogged off Victoria's assets. It has had a party; in
fact, many parties. Honourable members will recall the 150th anniversary party. Fancy
putting a lawn down in the main street of Melbourne; how absurd can one get? I am sure
that some of those people who got drunk enjoyed sleeping on it, but what a farce!

Melbourne is one of the cities in the world with large gardens and magnificent trees and
shrubberies. If the Government wants to hold a party on the grass, it does not have to go
very far. Melbourne has the Royal Botanic Gardens, Flagstaff Gardens and Treasury
Gardens. There is plenty of grass on which people can get drunk and roll around on if they
want to, while celebrating Victoria's 150th anniversary.
This is one of the disguises of the Premier who wants to be known as a frugal, careful
Premier in money management. The Premier did not like all this money coming from the
budget of his department, so he had it shifted across to the Ministry for the Arts. The
Premier then had a reduced budget and the Minister for the Arts puffed himself up and
said, "I am spending much more money. Is this not fantastic for the arts?" It was a fraud
just because the Premier did not want to wear the excesses of the 150th anniversary
celebration, which most people have forgotten about now except for those who made a
profit out of the lawn that was laid in Melbourne's main street.
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The Government speaks about the efficiency of the transport network and is proud of
itself if it ever has a day when all the trains run on time.
Miss Callister-You never did that.
Mr I. W. SMITH-I agree, but the Labor Government has not done any better.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! The honourable member for Morwell is out of her place and is inteIjecting.
Mr I. W. SMITH-If one considers the industrial man-hours lost in the railway system
over the past three years, one will note that it was more than what occurred in the previous
three years. The miracle Minister who has moved from the transport portfolio into
industrial relations is hoisted with his own petard. He could not keep the railway system
under control, but he is now trying to keep everybody else in line. Recently he attempted
to negotiate with dairy farmers, but that result was a fizzer. It is all part of a public relations
gimmick.
If the railways were given the flexibility to trade, they might be able to attract more
business. For example, the Camperdown and Glenormiston dairy company used to send
40 000 tonnes of freight from Camperdown but now sends it by road because the rail
service is so unreliable. Another example is the Nestle company at Dennington which
transports its products by road transport because it could not obtain a satisfactory deal
from the railways.
One cannot expect freight depot managers in the city or country areas to bring in new
business unless they are given some flexibility to negotiate. That is what happened in
Donald because of the inflexibility of the Government.
I now turn to a subject that is dear to me, namely a~culture. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will also deal with this matter. The situatIOn now is really a matter of reaping
what was sown three years ago when the most inept Minister was put in charge of the only
productive department.
Are honourable members aware that 8 per cent of the work force in Victoria-that is,
the farming community-produces about 50 per cent of the off-shore earnings of this State
and nearly one third of the food and fibre produced for this nation? Agriculture is an
efficient and important sector and yet the Government relegated to it the most inefficient
and ineffective Minister. Is it any wonder that people in country areas become upset! I
have no complaint about the present Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs but he
acts in only a part time capacity and is serviced by a person who lives in the metropolitan
area and who lost his seat at the last election. I do not know of anyone who would expect
country people to be happy about that. The Minister is also disadvantaged because of the
appointment.
The staff of the Department of Agriculture and Rural Affairs has been cut back by about
125 in the current fiscal year. It is not possible to put a blanket order on a department and
force it to reduce its staff without some flexibility because one would expect that, in a
productive department, those who had the greatest access to the public sector would be
the highest paid and hi~est skilled personnel. Generally speaking, persons employed in
the scientific and vetennary field constantly leave the department to go to the private
sector. One can do nothing about that but when a clamp is put on recruitment some of the
most valuable recruits will be lost and one will end up with those who have the least
capacity to service agriculture.
It is not as though the disease programs are not important, particularly brucellosis
eradication. That program is absolutely critical not only to the cattle industry but also to
humans and to maintaining our export rights, particularly on the United States market.
There is no greater decentralized industry in the State than the dairy industry because
10 500 farmers and 50 000 people are directly involved in the transport, manufacture and
distribution of both liquid milk and manufactured milk products, yet these people are
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going through a crisis caused by subsidization and market dumping in the European
Economic Community together with an influx of products from New Zealand. I also
mention the influx of products from Europe which are not produced under health standards
demanded of the dairy industry in Australia. Sodium nitrate is added to many cheeses as
a substitute for proper health, hygiene and pasteurization methods. It is not good enough
to impose additional costs on Victoria's dairy industry without insisting that its competitors,
who are subsidized and have lesser costs of production, meet the same high standards.
The Government should put pressure on the Federal Government regarding the matter.
Prior to the election the Premier promised that, if he did not get his way with his plan
for the resolution of the milk industry dispute in Victoria within a week, he would have
milk sold in New South Wales and would form a national milk industry. That is what
Victorian dairy farmers want. They want a fair and equitable share of the milk market.
That has to be planned by the Government through the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority.
The Government should sit down with the New South Wales and Queensland Ministers
for Agriculture and negotiate from a point of strength to share the market. There is no
reason why Victoria cannot share the market. It is clear that three years of neglect, of
inappropriate pricing for liquid milk and of inadequate Ministerial understanding of the
problems of the dairy industry are now coming home to roost on this Government.

If the Kerin plan is forced on Victoria, it will simply mean the demise of 2500 dairy
farmers and many more people involved in the industry. The plan is totally unfair and
unnecessary but unless the Government stands up to other State Governments and the
Federal Government and brings about a fair market price for liquid milk and manufacturing
milk, that is what will happen.
I now refer to health. It is extremely difficult to sort out what the programs are because
they have now been split into regional programs. In other areas, regionalization has meant
duplication and inefficiency. For example, in the hospital field there are now more people
on hospital waiting lists than ever before and it is a disgrace to do anything that will cause
further delays.
In education-and here is a classic example of where the so-called frugality of this big
spending Government does not rest easily on the facts-there are 30 000 fewer pupils
enrolled in the schools but no fewer teachers or staff. They will still have to be paid. I want
some projections. Will the money that is being poured into education through the Supply
Bill be spent on staff'? What arrangements are being made in relation to education? I expect
that the Minister for Education will inform honourable members of his plans in the near
future.
The Premier has made much play of his savings. He has reduced the number of Ministries
and people may believe he has reduced expenditure or staff numbers, but that is not so.
There has been no reduction in staff or spending. In addition, I shall give an example of
added confusion. The Otway pipeline services towns and other areas in parts of the
Portland and Warrnambool electorates. For the City of Warrnambool and the Town of
Camperdown control of water is now with the Department of Water Resources, but other
areas on the same pipeline and receiving the same water will be ruled by the Rural Water
Commission. The confusion and crisscrossing of the web of Government and red tape is
astronomical in that system alone; it may be even worse elsewhere.
If one wanted to make the water industry more efficient one should keep it under the
control of one body. It should not be split into a number of groups, which causes jealousy.
That leads to interdisciplinary hierarchies all competing against one another for the
Minister's ear and the magic dollar. From what has occurred in the past year, in particular,
I have seen the seeds of destruction similar to those which tossed the Liberal Party out of
office. The Government seems hell-bent on public relations exercises, broken promises
and rhetoric, which it does not support by its actions. It is frugal neither in saving money
nor reducing staff. It has no intention of keeping its promises.
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An article that appeared the other day in the Age highlighted the waste and
mismanagement in Department of Education rental payments. These are the sorts of
matters about which the magic wonder boy, the modem money manager-Victoria's
Treasurer-ought to be providing details so that honourable members can judge how good
he is. When he places before Parliament a meaningful document, supported by modem
technology, and makes available to honourable members the material that will allow them
accurately to judge his rhetoric, I am sure those of us who find his rhetoric to be true will
praise him, while those of us who find his rhetoric to be untrue will "Cain" him!
Mr HAYWARD (Prahran)-I support the Bill, even though it incorporates high levels
of Government expenditure. Therefore, I support it with some reluctance. Victorian
Government expenditure is critical to Victorian families and businesses, simply because
it must be paid for. There are only two ways in which Victorian Government expenditure
can be paid for. One is by taxes and charges and the other way is through borrowing. The
high level of Victorian taxes and charges is already placing an enormous burden on
Victorian families. Likewise, the competitiveness of Victorian industry is being undermined
by the dramatic increases in taxes and charges.
I recently carried out a survey of Victorian manufacturing industry, which indicated
that employment levels in that industry are static and likely to decline. There has been an
ongoing decline in employment in manufacturing industry in Victoria for some years. It
levelled off for a period, but the indications are that the decline will continue. Although
there has been recent investment in Victorian manufacturing industry, it has been an
investment in the replacement of people with equipment. The reason for that is that the
policies of the Government have made employing people too expensive. The survey
indicates that the outlook for manufacturing industry is towards reduction in capital
expenditure in the financial year 1985-86. When one asks those firms why they are
hesitant about investing in the future, they say that they are deeply concerned about the
levels of costs in Victoria, including Government-induced taxes and charges. We have
reached the stage where the Government, while professing to be assisting industry and
encouraging growth, is one of the most significant impediments to its growth.
The real worry is that much of the growth in Government expenditure is being met by
borrowings. Since the Government has been in power the public debt in Victoria has
increased by 50 per cent, from $11-2 billion to $16-6 billion. Victoria is rapidly heading
towards a time when servicing that public debt will cost about $1000 million a year. The
burden of paying for that debt and consequent interest charges will fall on our children
and grandchildren. It could be described as financial child abuse in Victoria. It has been
estimated that by the year 2000 each Victorian taxpayer will be paying approximately
$1000 a year in Victorian taxes and charges, just to meet the interest charges on the
Victorian public debt. I do not believe the average young Victorian is impressed by that
prospect or is prepared to live with it.
I am sensing increasing revolt amongst young Victorians because of the high rate of
Government spending at their expense. We cannot allow this dangerous state of affairs to
continue indefinitely. We must call a halt to the rate of Government expenditure. It is
difficult to cut Government services, but work done in the United States of America and
Australia indicates that there is more scope for reduction in waste in Government. A
private sector survey on cost control in the United States of America has found that waste
in Government expenditure in that country amounts to approximately 13 per cent of total
Government expenditure. Studies in Australia have indicated that the problem of
Government waste in this country is even worse than the American experience. Even
using the more conservative American figures, the level of waste in the Victorian public
sector is probably about $1000 million a year.
Targets must be set to reduce the waste in Victorian Government expenditure. To make
it easy for the Government I propose that a target of $1 000 million be set in cutting waste
expenditure over the next four Budget years. We must declare a war on waste. To spearhead
that campaign, we should establish a waste reduction commission. The commission would
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consist of three business people, who would receive no remuneration. Business people are
always calling for a reduction in Government expenditure. They would have the
opportunity of helping to achieve this objective. The waste reduction commission should
be given full access to information on Government operations.
The commission should consider ideas put forward by members of the Public Service,
the public generally and industry. As an incentive, commissions could be paid for ideas
that result in significant reductions in waste-_:br example, a person suggesting the idea
could be paid 10 per cent of the savings made through a proven waste reducing measure.
It is possible that a stage will be reached where a public servant can earn a commission
of $1 million by putting forward an idea that results in a saving of $10 million. If the
Government were to introduce such a scheme the ideas would come forward in a rush,
and it would be easy to achieve a reduction in waste in the Victorian public sector of
$1000 million over the next four Budget years.
This is a challenge which should be put to this Government and one by which the
Government should be measured. The whole population should be encouraged to become
involved in this project.
Business firms, in particular, should be encouraged to submit ideas by which waste in
government can be eliminated. This problem of Government waste is too serious to be
left simply within the control of the Public Service and the Government itself. Government
expenditure has reached a crisis. In the years ahead it will impose an extremely heavy
burden on the Victorian public.
Another way of reducing Government expenditure and assisting the growth of industry
is to contract out Government services. I reiterate that I am not advocating any reduction
in essential Government services; rather I am suggestin~ ways in which efficiency and
effectiveness can be improved in the delivery of those servIces. It has already been pointed
out this afternoon that, despite substantial increases in expenditure in a number of areas
including education, health and transport, no significant improvement has been achieved
in the provision of services, because the increase in expenditure has gone into
administration and not into improving services.
The classic example is Victoria's health services where the crisis has deepened in the
past twelve months. For example, the waiting list at the Alfred Hospital has lengthened to
the extent where patients now have to wait many months and perhaps years for pain
relieving surgery. An elderly gentleman came to my office last week with a swelling in a
vital organ, which is causing him constant pain; in fact, life has become a misery to him.
He desperately needs an operation to relieve his pain, but as it is not a life and death
matter it is classed as elective surgery, and he is placed at the end ofa long queue.
Studies in various parts of the world including Canada, the United States of America
and the United Kingdom have shown that, in many situations, Government services can
be administrated more effectively and efficiently and at lower cost through contracting out
to non-Government organizations and firms. In this way it is possible to overcome many
of the built-in costs and inefficiencies in Government organizations.
The problem of cost control is present in all large organizations, including industry.
Major savings in costs have been achieved in large companies through contracting out to
smaller firms, as I can illustrate with the classic example of the automotive industry in the
United States, which is one of the most efficient in the world. Its efficiency has been
achieved primarily by contracting to smaller firms where the administrative costs are
much lower than those in a larger firm. Also, in the smaller firms there is more scope for
individual enterprise, creativity and enthusiasm. It makes good sense, whether it be in the
business sector or in the public sector, but it is even more important in the public sector
because of inherent inefficiencies in Government organizations.
The Government says it is interested in assisting industry. It should, therefore, pay close
attention to the payment of accounts by Government organizations. In a time of very tight
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liquidity, many firms have informed the Opposition that they are having difficulty in
obtaining settlement of bills by Government organizations, and that the length of the
delays in settlement is extending to 90 or even 120 days. To give a specific example, a
diving firm supplying equipment to the Ministry for Planning and Environment has had
an account outstanding since May 1984. Each month it sends another account. Ministry
officials have told the firm that they cannot pay because they do not have funds available.
A number of service stations have complained that they are experiencing enormous
difficulties in obtaining settlement of their accounts, particularly from the Police
Department, and the delay in settlement has extended to something like 90 days.
This is a time when Victorian industry is in a situation of very tight liquidity. If the
Government is really interested in assisting industry, it should ensure that bills are paid
on time and not use accounts payable as another form of interest free credit.
Honourable members have heard much talk about the growth of Victorian industry.
This afternoon the honourable member for Brighton has shown that the statistics used by
the Government to substantiate its claim that Victorian industry is leading Australia out
of recession have been used selectively and that, to a large degree, the use of those statistics
has been a public relations exercise.
Victorian industry is concerned about its future because of the high level of Government
taxes, charges and interference, about the fact that future Government involvement in
industry is likely to be on a discriminatory basis where public servants and politicians will
decide which firms are to be assisted, which firms are to receive equity shareholdings from
the Victorian Economic Development Corporation and which firms are not. The people
of Victoria will see the politicians and the bureaucrats playing God and deciding which
firms will go ahead and which will not. These same bureaucrats have a poor track record
in this regard.
The studies conducted in various parts of the world, especially the United States, show
that the best way of helping industry to grow is to provide a low general level of taxation
and a low level of Government interference.
Case studies in the United States-in Rhode Island, for example-have shown the
situation there to be very akin to what the Victorian Government is proposing, that is, a
high degree of Government involvement, a high level of taxation, Government handing
out prizes to those firms that suit it. A low level of growth, both in terms of industry and
employment, has been experienced in that State.
At the other end of the spectrum are Texas and California where it is realized that to
allow industry to find the opportunities for itself and to grow, it is necessary to achieve a
low level of taxation and a low level of Government interference.
The approach of this Government will stifle growth in Victoria. It will not lead to
increased employment, particularly in manufacturing industry, and it will cause concern
in the future.
This State needs for the future a Government that will cut back on expenditure and on
Government taxes and charges, reduce the amount of borrowing and give industry the
opportunity of growing. That type of Government will come into office at the next
election-the Liberal Government. Only then will Victorians see an increase in growth in
this State.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-One should tender some form of apology to the
Governor and hasten to explain the situation to the public at large who read Hansard but
are not aware of how the Governor's Speech is prepared. The Governor's Speech is
prepared by the Government of the day, and the Governor-whoever that may be-who
is in a position of the highest respect, is obliged to read the speech presented to him. Part .
of the Governor's Speech stated:
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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 now has not only a mandate, but indeed the most serious
responsibility, to carry out its promised commitments fully and speedily.

In that respect the Governor is absolutely correct. There is no dispute that one should
honour promises and that Governments have a serious responsibility to carry out the
promises they make.
However, within a day of its re-election, the Governme"lt began to break its promises.
Within a few days one saw elected to Cabinet people who should never have been considered
for those posts. Six socialist left members were appointed to the Ministry, and the
Opposition was saddened by the loss from the Ministry of the honourable members for
Greensborough and Niddrie, because they were two of the best things the Opposition had
going for it. Unfortunately those two former Ministers now sit on the back bench.
During the past three years members of the Government party frequently pointed out
in debate that the Opposition should examine its own front bench and the lack of talent
therein. I invite Victorians to make comparisons now because the Opposition has a more
talented front bench than that which exists in Cabinet. There is no question that this is a
tragedy for Victorians in so much as the Liberal Party did not win the last State election
and Victoria does not have the most able Cabinet running the State. If the Liberal Party
had won the election, people like George Crawford would not be running this State. If the
Liberal Party had won, the Premier would not have made public utterances that he did
not get all the people in Cabinet that he would have wished and did not remove all those
people from Cabinet that he would have wished. That is an unbelievable situation.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I find it difficult to understand how
the remarks of the honourable member relate to the Supply Bill. His remarks seem more
appropriate to the debate on the Address-in-Reply. I realize the debate on the Supply Bill
is wide ranging, but I ask the honourable member to return to the Bill.
Mr BROWN-You are right, Mr Acting Speaker. My problem is that I did not get a
crack at the debate on the Address-in-Reply.
The Supply Bill concerns the applying of the scarce resources of the taxpayers to the
most appropriate areas of responsibility. The Government has used those funds to allow
former members of the Government party to ride the gravy train. We are told that Mr
Bob Miller, a former member of Parliament, has been appointed to a senior Public Service
position. Taxpayers' funds were not used to advertise that position. If that position was
advertised, I missed seeing it. I should like whichever honourable member from the other
side of the House follows me in debate-although honourable members opposite have
seemed somewhat reluctant to back up the Treasurer's remarks-to tell me in which
publication the job was advertised. It is scandalous that a senior Public Service position
was not advertised.
Other former members of the Government party are proposing to ride the gravy train
and taxpayers' funds will be squandered if the best people are not appointed to the jobs. I
refer to Messrs Tony Sheehan, Graham Ihlein, Doug Newton, and David Gray. Those
former members of Parliament were soundly defeated by an electorate that had woken up
to them. However, they are not defeated in a monetary sense because they are better off
now than when they were members of Parliament. That is a scandalous situation for any
Government, but the taxpayers are aware of what is going on.
The appointment of Mr Graham Ihlein as Ministerial adviser on rural matters to the
Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs is a slap in the face to the rural community. It
is a gross insult that a "townie", who would not know one end of a cow from the other has
been appointed to represent a Minister who also would not know one end of a cow from
the other.
The State now enjoys the reputation of being the highest taxed State in the
Commonwealth. In the three years in which this mob has been in government, total
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taxation went up by more than 55 per cent. What happened to the Labor Party promise
that if it were given a chance at government it would reduce State taxes and charges? The
financial institutions duty, which was never foreshadowed before the Labor Government
was elected, is now earning $85 million a year for the Government and is still escalating.
The Liberal proposal was to abandon this unfair, discriminatory tax.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr BROWN-I would cut out most of the rubbish introduced by the Government and
the Minister for Education.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I should be happy to give the Minister
the floor so that he can refute the arguments.

Mr BROWN-The honourable gentleman did not have a grey hair in his head until he
met me. I must take some responsibility for them. If I were elected to Government, I
would begin by sacking the Ministerial advisers about whom I just spoke, and I would
sack the media unit. I would examine all proposals introduced by the Government that
have become scandals and not in the interests of taxpayers. The saga goes on and on. The
Labor Government promised to keep State taxes and charges to a level which was no
greater than the consumer price index. What is contained in the Supply Bill? Money is
supplied to Ministries across the board for promises that are flagrantly beIng dishonoured.
Within days of the election, the Minister for Water Resources said he could not guarantee
the promises made, and spelt out why this was the case. There is no doubt that the Minister
misled the voters. Undertakings and promises were given that the Melbourne Metropolitan
Board of Works rates would not be increased by more than the consumer price index. A
couple of weeks later, in reply to a searching question asked by the honourable member
for Narracan, the Minister said, "Of course we cannot, because one cannot do it." That is
a scandalous situation.
Was any mention made before the election that the State Insurance Office was facing a
loss of $1 billion this financial year? Of course not. There is no doubt that the report on
V/Line was covered up until after the election because it revealed that it was facing losses
annually of $800 million, when one considers the leasing arrangements and the flogging
off of VIctoria's assets that have taken place since Labor came to power.
Only two days before the election the Premier misled rural voters about the deal he
claimed he had organized to fix up the scandalous and deplorable situation where farmers
are going broke. The flow-on will mean that country towns will wind down.
In the Bill money is allocated, in theory, for such items as assistance to decentralized
industry. What a cheek that is! Why does the Government not carry out what it is
evidently trying to do, and that is WInd up the department and save the embarrassing
exercise of highly paid bureaucrats holding positions that not only achieve nothing for
rural Victoria, but also actively work against the interests of the State?
The Ministry of Industry, Technology and Resources takes money from rural Victoria
on the basis that supposedly it will distribute it to rural industries in Victoria. It is a
scandalous and deplorable Joke. Tens of millions of dollars that were beinS directed
towards rural Victoria are now being taken away as a result of a conscious deciSIon by the
Government to boost its vote in metropolitan Melbourne. The Government believes the
borders of Victoria end at the perimeter of the Melbourne metropolitan area.
Not long ago the Victorian public heard the cry of members of the Labor Party, "Give
us the chance to govern! We will fix the petrol crisis." The Government fixed it all right!
Now people not only cannot afford to run a vehicle but also they cannot afford to purchase
a vehicle.
Other areas dealt with in the Supply Bill concern me; I shall touch on matters which
some honourable members may consider have not really been addressed. The Government
should actively make an effort to make some of the tough decisions. For example, maniacs
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who are being charged on sexual offences are being let off lightly. Like members of the
Opposition, members of the Government are receiving reports that recommend action to
combat sexual abuse of young children. The Attorney-General is receiving other
recommendations for various offences to which he has openly and publicly admitted need
action. I commend him for that. The revolving door in the administration of prisons
which was set up by this Government is a damned disgrace! At least the Attorney-General
is prepared to say something about it; it is not his role to only speak on this matter but
also to act on the recommendations he receives. Regrettably the present Attorney-General
will be responsible for that portfolio for the next tour years. Something must be done.
People are being convicted in the courts in accordance with the principles we all uphold.
They are convicted on the basis of evidence that has been heard in courts. These offenders
have been fairly tried and convicted but one finds that when they are to be tried they are
told, "Don't worry mate, under our glorious Labor regime you do not even have to go to
gaol; you can stay at home." It is commonplace for 3~-day sentences to be imposed for
serious offences.
One of my constituents had the misfortune of seeing her son convicted of a fairly serious
offence. The decision handed down by the court was that the boy had a choice between
either six months' gaol or a fine of $3000. A similar sentence was given to one of the boy's
mates who was convicted of the same offence. The mother of the boy is a widow who lives
in poor circumstances. She had to borrow the $3000 because she did not want her son to
go to Pentridge to suffer the consequences of a prison sentence which, in her opinion,
would scar her son for life. She learned three weeks later that her son's mate confronted
the police and told them that he had no option but to accept the prison sentence because
his parents were not prepared to bail him out. He was told by the police that he did have
to go to prison because under this wonderful Labor Administration he would be able to
attend an attendance centre each Saturday morning for six months, after which time he
would be let offscot free. The mugs of the Labor Party set up this program, not the Liberal
Party!
The situation is scandalous. Honourable members are receiving representations from
the community about this extraordinary set-up. I know members of the Government are
receiving representations because members of the Opposition are given copies of letters
that members of the community are sending to the Attorney-General. The community
clearly acknowledges that, firstly, when a crime is committed the offender should be
sentenced accordingly, secondly, when a sentence is imposed, the offender should serve it.
As the Minister for Education is sitting at the table I wish to pay due regard to the role
he played as the former Minister of Housing. In that role. he certainly tried his best.
Understandably he made many mistakes; however, I must say that I have found him more
amenable in his new role as Minister for Education. I have taken only two issues to him
to date and both have been handled satisfactorily. Maybe he should have been the Minister
for Education three years ago.
Housing in Victoria is in a scandalous and deplorable state. The Government has misled
the Victorian voting public once again. It promised to significantly upgrade public housing
if the Labor Party were re-elected to office. What has happened? Some would say that
through divine intervention the Labor Party was re-elected to office. It promised to add
12 000 rental houses to the public housing list during the next four years.

Mr Cathie-They are not houses; they are units.
Mr BROWN-They may not be rental houses but 12 000 additional stock will be added
to the State's public rental list. The media coverage was marvellous-12 000 new public
dwellings! In reality that will be a net reduction on what has already been offered in the
public housing area. "Shelter Victoria" is holding its annual general meeting tonight and
it will highlight the crisis in public housing being faced by Victorians. The waiting list has
ballooned by 10 000. The situation is getting worse. Effectively the undertaking of the
Government is to cut back on public housing. What a deplorable situation!
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The Government's Federal colleagues have had a marked impact on the economy of
the State. They virtually annihilated the first homeowner's scheme, which was excellent.
Thousands of people who would have been eligible for a rebate through the scheme will
now not be able to buy a home of their own because of the conscious action of the Federal
Government to reduce the number that would be eligible. The scheme saved the
Government money; it did not cost the Government money. That is why I support the
scheme. It was about the only good initiative implemented by the Hawke Government.
Instead of cutting back on the number of people who would be eligible for the scheme, the
Government should have annually upgraded the scheme in line with the consumer price
index.
In the past two years the $431 million payout was more than offset by $200 million in
extra personal and company tax revenue, $202 million throu~ reduced unemployment
benefits, $197 million in savings from the abolition of the prevIous assistance scheme and
other charges which undoubtedly accrued to the benefit of the Government through that
scheme. The first homeowner's scheme should have been continued because it saved the
Government money.
Public housing approvals are 33 per cent lower than those for last year. The Government
has been.in office for only a couple of weeks and already it has dramatically cut back public
housing expenditure.
The Labor Party went on with garbage about what it would do with home loan interest
rates. It is amazing to find that, since the election such a short time ago, interest rates have
gone up and up. The State Bank of Victoria has increased its home loan interest rate even
though two weeks ago one of its senior executives said, "We are under no pressure to put
up interest rates". What has the Government done to assist people who are heavily
committed in paying off their homes? The Government has taken no action. Honourable
members opposite are deathly silent. I predict that in the next fourteen days building
societies will increase their rates. The Government introduced a Bill to control interest
rates, but interest rates have risen ever since, and the Government does nothing.
Honourable members should not uphold the untruth that the Government will control
interest rates, because the Government will never take action to control those rates, and it
should not mislead the voting public.
"Granny flats" are constantly lying empty for up to a year or longer. The then Minister
of Housing, Mr Cathie, assured me that I had a point when I raised the matter earlier but
said that the Government was in the process of overcoming that problem. It is unbelievable.
Only three weeks ago I learnt that "granny flats" are still lying empty for longer than a
year, and I highlighted that fact. The Minister for Housing told the media that the
honourable member who had raised the matter did not know what he was talking about.
However, the Minister did not know that I know of one "granny flat" in Balwyn that has
been sitting idle for fourteen months. I telephoned the Minister's office and informed it of
the address of that "granny flat". I have not heard a whimper out of the Minister since.
One of my personal friends and colleagues, the honourable member for Evelyn, knows of
another "granny flat" that has been empty for a similar time. The problems of housing in
Victoria grind on.
The Opposition, across party lines, as has been its attitude during the last three years,
indicated that it was prepared to act in the interests of the State, unequivocally and
unreservedly, to assist in what the Government wanted to implement to overcome the
violence and problems affecting the residents of hi~-rise estates. The Opposition
acknowledges that there are problems with violence in hIgh-rise estates and it will support
any action the Government takes. Does the Government do anything? Honourable
members continue to read reports of violence in high-rise flats. In an article in the Age of
3 April 1985, titled, "Tenants prepare for trouble and crime in fear-filled towers", there is
a comprehensive report on the goings on in these estates.
The problem exists, and the Opposition has offered the hand of friendship to the
Government and indicated that in its attempts to fix the problem it will have the support,
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blessing and praise of the Opposition, but the Government has not seen fit to lift a finger
to improve the lot in those Housing Commission estates.
I remember clearly the situation twelve months ago when I went to a public meeting at
a high-rise estate. To my absolute amazement the then Minister of Housing turned up and
he learnt at first hand of the problems that those people are facing. The Minister heard of
a lady who, I believe, was 73 years of age, and who was accosted in the lift by a man who
held a knife at her throat. As a consequence that woman is no longer prepared to go
outside her flat after dark. Such reports are constant, and the problem requires immediate
attention. I repeat to the Government, "In whatever you want to do to overcome the
problem, we will support you." If the Liberal Party had been in government, it would
have overcome this problem immediately. It takes a big man and a big Government to be
prepared to face these problems. The Opposition does not run away from them.
The mistakes are evident world wide; in England the same thing happened. To build
high-rise flats was seen as the way to go. The Government made a mistake 20 or 30 years
ago, but it is always easy to view these matters with hindsight. The Labor Party is the
Government now and I invite it to do something about the problems.
It is with disbelief that I read the recent announcement that it is proposed to develop
300 residences on one site in Footscray, known as the Angliss site, which is the former
Footscray meat works. The Government will perpetuate the problems that occurred earlier.
It is offering only 10 per cent of the area to private people.

Mr Cathie-They are mixed.
Mr BROWN-Does the Minister believe people in the private sector will purchase land
there when only one block out of ten will be for private occupation? Private people will
buy in other areas of Footscray or Melbourne where the mix is more sensible.
The Liberal Party policy is that 90 per cent of land should be privately owned and only
10 per cent should be for public housing. The Government is about to embark on a high
density estate in Melbourne, which is destined to be a slum, a ghetto, and it is perpetuating
the mistakes of twenty years ago. I can tell the Government that, in due course when the
Liberal Party is in Government, it will make decisions to overcome those problems that
the Labor Party is causing.
An Honourable Member-Y ou will sell them.
Mr BROWN-Of course the Liberal Party will sell them when in government, as
quickly as it can. It will use every cent it can get from the sales to buy stock that will be
dispersed throughout Footscray and the Melbourne metropolitan area.
The reality is that the Government is misleading the voting public of Victoria, who
have woken up and, whenever the next election is held, there is no doubt that a Liberal
Government will be returned, not only because of its effectiveness as an Opposition, but
also because the Labor Government has been so bad.
Mr COOPER (Mornington)-In looking through the Bill I acknowledge that, as a new
member, my first reaction to it was to say to myself, "What a staggeringly poor financial
document". If I ever have seen a snow job on the Parliament, this is it. It is a Bill of
meaningless statistics and stands high in the annals of this nation and probably the world
as a meaningless document.
There is nothing in the Bill to give comparisons of expenditure; there is no way in which
these figures can be related to anything meaningful. There is clear and concise evidence
that there has been a shuffling of departments from side to side and back and forth, but
the only people who could possibly understand these figures would be people in the
department who have the benefit of shuffling the figures around.
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I shall address some specific issues of expenditure in Victoria and shall deal with issues
that are of importance in the electorate I represent, which is in the southern part of the
State on the Mornington Peninsula.
The first matter I shall address is public libraries. All people in this State, especially all
honourable members, remember full well the promises about public library funding that
were made by the Government when it came to power in 1982. Promises were madeand they have been reiterated-that public library funding would be on a 50/50 basis. The
Government proclaimed itself as the defender of the arts and of people's rights to use
public libraries. It said that it would not become involved in a situation in which people
had to pay for library services. It made the promise that 50/50 funding would apply and it
stuck to that promise as the percentage of Government revenue applied to public libraries
sank lower and lower. The Government stuck to that promise by saying, "We will get back
to it." The Minister for the Arts kept writing letters to public library services around the
State saying, "There are a few problems, a few little financial hiccups around the State,
just a few minor ones. Do not worry about it, as we will get back to 50/50 funding."
We are now in the fourth year of office of the Government and the amount of funding
provided by the Government to public libraries throughout the State is 38 per cent; that
figure has dropped from the figure the Government inherited from the previous Liberal
Government. It brought the amount down to 38 per cent; another promise is broken and
the financial responsibilities for that broken promise must be picked up by local councils
throughout Victoria.
Mr Maclellan-By the ratepayers.
Mr COOPER-The ratepayers will pick it up. The amount of money is massive. Here
we have a Government that is prepared to break a promise to 1·75 million people
throughout the State-that is the number of people who are members of and subscribers
to public libraries. All those people have been let down by the Government. It is not an
unimportant service; it is a service that is used by all sections of the community, right
from the small child through to the age pensioner. All these people depend on their public
libraries. Victoria is fortunate in having an excellent public library service, yet that service
that has been built up over the years-Mr Maclellan-It is going backwards.
Mr COOPER-Precisely.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Mornington is out of order in
being prompted by the honourable member for Berwick.
Mr Maclellan-Mr Speaker, I direct your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr COOPER-The share of Government funding of public libraries has declined to an
appallingly low percentage; 38 per cent of funding is being provided by the Government.
That is in clear breach of its commitment to the electors of Victoria. It has said time and
again that it will provide 50 per cent of the funding, on an equal basis with local government.
Another issue that is of grave importance to local government is its financial future. In
the context of the embarrassingly heavy load that the State Government seems determined
to heap on local government, coupled with the threat to its entitlement through Commonwealth income tax sharing arrangements, the future funding for local government looks
horrific.
I have raised with the Minister for Local Government the subject of personal income
tax sharing arrangements and have asked him whether he is aware of the situation that is
confronting local government because of the threat by the Commonwealth to slash local
government's as-of-right share of personal income tax revenue. The effect of this cutback
will be that, this year, local government in Victoria will miss out on $13· 5 million.
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Revenue derived from personal income tax has increased by 20 per cent, yet the
Commonwealth, in its mad rush to heap burdens on State and local governments, in its
cost-saving exercise--

Mr Cathie-This is a State Supply Bill!
Mr COOPER-I am talking about the State Supply Bill and its effect; the Minister for
Education should restrain his enthusiasm. I realize that he does not hear much sense from
the Government side of the House-in fact, he hears nothing on the Bill from his own
side. The Opposition is offering some home truths and all it gets is maniacal interjections.
I return to the subject of the $13·5 million shortfall in local government funding-and
every council in Victoria will have to face the ramifications of that. The Government must
meet the shortfall or jobs will go; alternatively, rates will be increased. Where would that
put the Government's promise about increases in taxes being held below the rise in the
consumer price index? Neither the Minister for Local Government, the Premier, nor any
other Minister who happens to walk into the House, wants to face up to that. Government
members sit there, bury their heads in the sand and wait for somebody else to get them off
the hook. That will not happen this time; the chickens are coming home to roost. The
Government's Federal colleagues are going to hook them up.
The personal income tax sharing arrangements should be defended vigorously by the
Government; it has not done that. The Government has backed away from its responsibility
to all the 210 councils involved in local government. The Government was hoping they
would not kick up a ruckus. The bad news is that I am getting copies of all the letters that
are going to the Premier and the Minister for Local Government on this issue. People will
not shut up about the situation; they will not let the Government off the hook. They will
demand that the Government meets its responsibilities in regard to the income sharing
arrangements in this nation.
The sitting was suspended at 6.30 p.m. untU8.4 p.m.

Mr COOPER-Prior to the suspension of the sitting I referred to personal income tax
sharing and the burden that would be taken up by local government when the proposed
cuts by the Federal Government to the tune of$13·5 million are inflicted on the councils
of the 210 municipalities. Those cuts will inevitably lead to a reduction in services and
jobs or an increase in rates. Local government is concerned that 500 jobs will be affected.
If councils decide to take a strong stand on the matter in an endeavour to protect those
jobs, the ratepayer will pick up the financial tab for the inability of the Government to
defend local government against the attack that is being made on it by the Federal
Government.
It is worth exploring the question of funding oflocal government and its effects because
there are a number of issues that will have a dramatic effect on local government. Some of
those matters are the result of legislation that has been passed by the Government and the
attendant costs that will be inflicted upon local councils. Probably no piece of legislation
will have more horrific financial effects on local councils than the State Electricity
Commission (Clearance of Lines) Act 1983. Those honourable members who can recall
the legislation would not do so with any degree of pleasure. If they do not recall it with
pleasure now, in the coming months and years they will be barraged with bitter complaints
against both Parliament and the Government on the effects the legislation will have.

Mr Ross-Edwards-How did the legislation get passed?
Mr COOPER-The interjection poses an interesting question, but I am not privy to
that because I was not a member then. If the members of the Government are not
interested in listening, that is their prerogative. The Bill was presented to Parliament in
the aftermath of the Ash Wednesday bush fires and 40 amendments to it were moved by
the Opposition in another place. The Opposition was concerned at the proposed legislation
and the financial effects it would have.
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The Government claimed it was introducing the measure to protect people from the
ravages of bush fires. With a sleight of hand the Government pulled the rabbit out of the
hat and demanded that the proposed legislation be passed in the interests of safety, without
any reasonable research and without any regard to the effects it would have.
For some years one metropolitan council in Melbourne has taken upon itself the
responsibility of clearing trees from around power lines on an eight-year cycle. The trees
are pruned back and on the estimation of the council it is eight years before they need
pruning again. That one council will now have to meet the code of practice which has been
produced by the State Electricity Commission and which will be enforced progressively
on municipalities in urban areas. The bill to enable that council to meet the provisions of
the code of practice will increase from $250 000 to $750 000.
Another council with which I am familiar, because I am a member ofit, is the Mornington
Shire Council. That council faces an initial bill of $600 000 to enable it to meet the
requirements of the State Electricity Commission to buy the plant and equipment. The
on-going costs of meeting the requirements of the code of practice each year on today's
dollar values will be $300 000. Here one has an instance of legislation that pays no regard
to the cost effect on people.

It is inevitable that the costs will be picked up by the ratepayer, and the costs of meeting
the code of practice for urban areas have been estimated by the Municipal Association of
Victoria at between 10 per cent and 12 per cent of the rate revenue of every municipality.
The rumours are flying thick and fast that once the code of practice has been declared for
all urban areas, the State Electricity Commission will commence declaring codes of practice
for all rural areas. One can imagine what that will do to the finances of rural councils.
What is the response to the inquiries made by local government to so-called responsible
Government Ministers? There is no reply. They ignore correspondence. They do not even
provide a one-line statement in reply. Basically, the people of this State, those who will
have to pay the bills, do not even receive a response; they are not even considered worthy
of a sheet of paper! That is one of the effects of the ineptitude and incompetence of this
Government in regard to its financial affairs and the legislation it passes.
I strongly support my colleague, the honourable member for Gippsland West, who
talked about crime and punishment. I believe it is fair to say that the general feeling
throughout the community in this State is that, when the punishment does fit the crime,
the criminal does not have to fit the punishment. That is all too obvious to most people.
The free flow of letters and calls received on talk-back radio programs whenever the
subject is raised in the press or on the radio makes it clear that the community of this State
is extremely concerned about what the Government is doing-or not doing-in regard to
punishment for convicted criminals. The "revolving-door" method for people who have
been sentenced to 30 days' imprisonment or less has become a standard joke throughout
the State, but it is a joke only to those who are not affected by the crime that has been
committed. A burgeoning of organizations exists throughout the State to protect the
victims of crime. What a disgrace this is on a Government when people have to band
together to create organizations to protect themselves against crime and criminals and to
put pressure on this Government because it will not do its job!
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr COOPER-Members opposite are the Government. They have had the position
put to them by so many people who have stood on this side of the House, even as recently
as just before the dinner break, when the honourable member for Gippsland West put it
to honourable members opposite that the people of this State are demanding that the
Government accepts its responsibility. There is nothing too difficult about this matter. All
that the people of Victoria are saying to honourable members opposite is, "Do your job";
they are not asking for anything else; they want Government members to do what they
were elected to do.
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Mr Cunningham inteIjected.
Mr COOPER-The honourable member for Derrimut should not give me that sort of
garbage. Mr Speaker, we have here an honourable member who is displaying all the
intelligence of an unfertilized egg making inteIjections on this subject.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member will address the Chair and ignore
inteIjections.
Mr COOPER-Yes, Mr Speaker, I shall try to do so.
The SPEAKER-Order! I suggest the honourable member does so.
Mr COOPER-Thank you, Mr Speaker, I shall do so. However, I point out to the
House that the people of this State believe, in regard to the proper control of crime and
the penal system, that the punishment should fit the crime, that criminals should serve
sentences that are commensurate with the crimes that they have committed, that they
should serve them fully, and that criminals should not be let out on some Mickey Mouse
round-Melbourne trip, never to be seen again. This happens from time to time. The
honourable member for Gippsland West needs the strongest possible support in the plea
he has made. I am taking this opportunity of saying to the Government that this matter
needs to be addressed promptly.
In the few minutes remaining to me, I should like to talk about three matters of absolute
urgency. The first matter relates to decentralization. The electorate I represent has seen in
recent times one of the more brilliant examples of Government ineptitude. Industry that
is situated outside the 25-mile limit is supposed to stop; that is the end of it as far as the
Government is concerned. The Mornington Peninsula encompasses a number of areas,
one of which is Western port. At one stage a refinery was operated in the area by BP
Australia Ltd. However, for reasons that I shall not detail now, the people who operated
the refinery decided to close it down. Some 140 jobs were involved in that operation, and
I found it quite extraordinary that no effort was made by the Premier or by Miuisters of
his Government to try to salvage that refinery and keep it here in Victoria. The Government
did not do so even for the Western port area. It decided that it would participate in the
export business. The Government exported an industry; it not only exported jobs out of
the electorate of Mornington, but also the Government exported them out of the State
and overseas. That remarkable effort was not lost on the people of the electorate that I
represent when it came to ballot-box time on 2 March.
For some time, the people of Mornington, and also people throughout the State, have
been extremely concerned about police numbers and police equipment. The Government
has not met its promises. That was clearly demonstrated on more than one occasion by
speakers on this side of the House during the months leading up to the State election.
An interesting item that came across my path durin~ the election campaign was a
beautifully coloured document entitled, "John Cain and VIctoria. The partnership works",
with the sub-heading "The Peninsula: Achievements and Initiatives under Labor". That
was an absolute classic in misrepresentation. About a week before the State election the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services discovered that the Mornington Peninsula
actually existed and that it was part of Victoria! Previously to that he must have thought
that it was part of Tasmania, because he had never visited the area. However, he turned
up a week before the election carrying his carpetbag of promises. As he drifted down
through the southern suburbs, he promised this and that. When he came to Mornington,
he stated:
A new 24-hour station is planned for Momington.

It must now come as a shock to him to find that the Mornington Peninsula area has had a

24-hour police station for years. Nevertheless, a new station was being provided. The
Minister also stated:
They will cost ...
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Perhaps the Minister needs a lesson in English. He obviously left school early, or perhaps
that is a product of this Government's doing.
They will cost $2·3 million and will include a divisional headquarters. Construction will be on the present site
and should start in the next financial year.

That was pretty terrific. Everyone thought it was great, particularly as the Minister said
that he would do something similar in Rosebud and Frankston; pobce stations were going
to be cropping up from under the rocks like mushrooms.
The Minister promised a new police station for Mornington that would cost $2· 3 million
and one for Rosebud that would cost $1·8 million. However, the two typists who work at
the Mornington police station have to use their own typewriters because those supplied
by the Minister and the Ministry do not work. I find the sense of priority here slightly
twisted. The first priority for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services should be to
supply the police station at Mornington with a couple of typewriters that work, and he can
then provide the $2·3 million for the Taj Mahal that he intends to build. The Minister was
greeted with all the cynicism of a community that has had three years of promises which
have all been broken by this tired, inefficient and totally inept Government.
Nevertheless, the Minister did his little junket with his carpetbag just before the election
saying, "I promise you" and no one believed him. In four or more years, when the police
station is built by a Liberal Party Government, the Mornington Peninsula will start getting
justice, and the Minister might then reflect that he should have done more for the
Mornington Peninsula and for other areas throughout this State when he had the
opportunity.
The last part of the broken promises routine applying particularly to the Mornington
Peninsula, and which has significance throughout this State, is public transport. Here the
broken promises started with, "We are going to return you to a better transport system."
That wonderful promise was made to the people of the Mornington Peninsula, but all that
has happened since has been a series of permanent boards of inquiry.
Obviously, boards of inquiry are the modem ploy. When a Government cannot deliver
its promises it sets up a board of inquiry the report of which never sees the light of day,
although it is churned out in copious quantities at colossal expense to the taxpayer.
Further, when questions are asked the response is that an overview study is being made
which, in turn, goes on for a few months or a few years, and so it goes.
For three years, the Mornington Peninsula has seen nothing in public transport except
inquiries and now it is ~etting an overview study. The Minister for Transport needs to
come down to the Mornlngton Peninsula occasionally-I know it is a long trip for him!
Throughout the State there are signs of ineptitude and a totally incomprehensible
method of ~overning the State is being pursued by the Labor Party. In four years, the
people of thiS State will make the correct judgment but, during the coming four years, the
least that the Government can do is to get off its backside and start delivering services to
the people who should be receiving them. The Government is not doing so yet. I call on
the Government either to perform or to get out.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I speak on behalf of the people whom I represent in the
electorate of Murray Valley, and as a member of the National Party. At the outset, I
indicate to the Treasurer that there is always difficulty in being able to follow exactly the
figures provided in the Budget Papers. It is all right for members of the Government party,
by interjection, to say that they understand these figures better, but they will be unable to
tell me where the various funds are being provided in the massive figures in the Supply
Bill. It is difficult to determine precisely where funds will be spent and what the Government
proposes over the first five months of the next financial year.
The Treasurer might say that during the Budget debate last year the Government
presented volumes of Budget Papers to Parliament which provided all honourable members
with the information required on what the Government proposed for the ensuing twelve
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months but for the following twelve months-1985-86-it is difficult to determine precisely
where funds will be spent and what is the actual program of the Government. All honourable
members suffer from the same difficulty as I have in determining where funds will be
spent. I challenge any back-bench member of the Government party to tell me, for
instance, what funds will be spent on industry established outside metropolitan Melbourne
when all one sees in the Budget Papers is a figure, to which I shall refer later.
I am one member of Parliament who has never been in government in the past nine
years. I have had to work with whichever party has been in government at the time to
achieve results. For six years I worked with the Liberal Party Government and for the past
three years I have worked with a Labor Party Government. In a way, there is not much
difference in working with either Government party, because with both Government
parties I have been able to achieve results and developments in the electorate of Murray
Valley. I have detailed those achievements in Parliament on many occasions in various
debates.
The major difference between the two Government parties is that the Liberal Party is a
private, free enterprise, anti-socialist Government compared to a Labor Party Government
which does not support free enterprise as it should, which certainly is a socialist
Government and which is being dominated more and more by the socialist left faction of
that party. One needs only to recall what happened last week-end at the Labor Party State
Conference to understand the difficulties of and the turmoils within the Labor Party
Government. Unfortunately, those difficulties and turmoils will colour the way the
Government operates over the next four years of this Parliament.
The Labor Party does not understand business-it does not understand private
enterprise. It wants to reduce everyone to the same level. Provided everyone is earning
the same amount of money and everyone is brought down to the same level, whether in
the work place or wherever, this Government will be satisfied. I do not suggest there are
not some people who need assistance. In every community, some people will need
assistance.
Mr Micallef-Like farmers.
Mr JASPER-Yes, like farmers. Some people in every community will need specific
help for certain reasons. However, for the State to develop, a proper climate must be
created for private enterprise to invest, to expand, to develop and to provide employment.
That is what the Government should be doing. It has referred to it on numerous occasions
and people have been provided with what I call part-time or short-term employment
under community employment programs and other stop-gap programs.
These programs are no more than temporary relief programs. The Government would
be better diverting those funds to the assistance of private enterprise for businesses to
work, to develop, to invest, to expand, to become profitable and, in turn, to generate the
employment of more people. This is what people want--employment, expansion and
development of the State.
The Government is trying to fill in the gaps in employment by increasing the number of
people who are working for the Government. During the previous Parliament, public
sector employment expanded by more than 10 000 people. The Government is trying to
pick up the tab of unemployment, and, as a result, employment is being fictitiously
propped at the taxpayers' expense.
If the Government attacks the people who produce the wealth within Victoria, they will
no longer be able to pay taxes. The Government certainly will not be able to employ more
people or provide funding for Community employment program projects and other areas
where Government funding is used.
It is interesting to note that I have struck a raw nerve with some members of the
Government. Back-bench members of the Government are interjecting. They will always
be on the back bench because they do not have the intellect to be on the front bench. At
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least I give the Treasurer some credit for having the intellect to hold that position.
However, for the members who are interjecting from the aisles and wherever else they
should not, I indicate that they will never get to the position of governing Victoria-I
certainly hope it never happens.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! The honourable member for Murray
Valley may be making a spirited contribution to the debate, but he does have the protection
of the Chair.
Mr JASPER-Last week during the grievance debate, I detailed the problems relating
to the fuel industry in Victoria and Australia. I indicated that the National Party believed
there needed to be a break from the world parity pricing policy of the Federal Government.
It is disappointing that the State Government has only now indulged in a public relations
exercise by indicating that the Federal Government should not increase the price of fuel
under the provisions of the world parity pricing policy which cannot be justified under the
current circumstances.
The Federal Government should break from that policy because it is only increasing the
price of fuel to Australian consumers under the spurious pretext that a drop has occurred
in the value of the Australian dollar compared with that of the American dollar.
All the Federal Government wants is more money for the consolidated revenue; it will
use the motorist as the milching cow and another $640 million a year will go into Government coffers.
It is an absolute disgrace that the Federal Government, supported in the past by the
State Government, has allowed this situation to arise. The Premier is now flying out of
the blocks to indicate how disastrous it will be for Victoria. Six months ago, the Premier
should have been making the strongest representations to the Federal Government.
The ACTING SPEAKER-I draw the attention of the honourable member for Murray
Valley to the fact that he is debating a Supply Bill of the Victorian Parliament.
Mr JASPER-I note the comment that you make, Mr Acting Speaker, but I direct to
your attention the fact that a large section of the Bill relates to transport. The increase in
the cost of fuel will have a disastrous effect on the cost of transport across Victoria,
regardless of whether it is Government or private transport. That issue has a definite effect
and relates to the Bill currently being debated.
The State Government should have been making representations to the Federal
Government on this issue a long time ago.
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention
to Standing Order No. 109 and ask you to rule accordingly.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! The honourable member for Essendon
has raised a point of order and referred to Standing Order No. 109 which deals with
relevance or tedious repetition. I do not uphold the point of order.
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-That was a stupid interjection. Why does not the
honourable member for Essendon get up on his feet so we can listen to what he has to say?
He has never said anything about fuel-it is time he spoke up. Ifhe wishes to speak, I will
sit down now so that he can inform honourable members about world parity pricing for
fuel and what impact it will have on the price of fuel.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member to return to the
Bill.
Mr JASPER-What I am saying is absolutely relevant to Victoria. The State
Government has not acted as it should. The Premier should have taken action to protect
the people and provide them with lower fuel prices. He has done nothing about this issue
in the past but now criticizes the Federal Government.
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A situation has arisen where more than 30 cents in every litre of fuel is taken by the
Federal Government and 7·8 per cent of the price of fuel-almost 4 cents a litre-is taken
by the State Government, which gets a tax on a tax. I remind members of the Government
that they are taxing the tax that has been charged by the Federal Government.
An Honourable Member-So they should!
Mr JASPER-That is a stupid interjection.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! Interjections are disorderly and should
be ignored.
Mr JASPER-Country people are the worst affected by high fuel prices. People living
in country areas have special problems of which city-based members have no
understanding. Many of them hardly know what is beyond the end of the tram tracks. It
disappoints me to see a lack of understanding of the problems of country areas.
When I began my contribution this evening, I indicated that I have been able to achieve
developments and results within the electorate I represent while working under the
administration of previous Governments. However, it is disappointing that this
Government does not understand the special problems faced by people living in country
areas. The National Party is essential so that country people are strongly represented in
Parliament. The National Party is a specialist party which has a true understanding of the
problems facing country Victorians.
Honourable members should examine what is happening to decentralized industries.
So far as the Government is concerned, decentralization is dead.
Mr Kennedy-You have not got a policy.
Mr JASPER-I indicate quite clearly to the honourable member for Bendigo
West-The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Murray Valley shall
ignore the honourable member for Bendigo West as he is out of order and out of his place.
Mr JASPER-What the honourable member said is pertinent because he is a member
who represents a country area of Victoria and yet does not understand the problems facing
country industries. He should talk to people involved in country industries and ask them
what they think about the policies of the Government. To where do we go?
Mrs Toner-Bendigo.
Mr JASPER-Honourable members now witness a former Minister-the dumped
Minister-trying to tell us that she has some understanding of what is happening to
country industries. She performed her job so well that she no longer has a Ministry. That
sums up her interjection.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-I am sure the House benefits from such a
spirited debate, but I would ask that interjections be kept to a lower level.
Mr JASPER-The changes being made by the Government in the type of assistance
available to industry operating outside metropolitan Melbourne will mean that the people
in country industry will receive funds at the whim of the Government. People in
decentralized industry will receive funding only on the basis of patronage from the
Government instead of as a right, as has been provided in the past.
I refer to some of the problems facing country industry. Members of the National Party
agree that a review of assistance available to country industry is needed. At present,
industry, whether in Melbourne or in country areas, receives the same assistance. I ask the
honourable member for Springvale-who really does not understand anything about
country people, and does not want to, for that matter-if he were operating a business in
Session 1985-13
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the country and that business was to receive the equivalent assistance as a metropolitan
industry, would he be prepared to operate that industry in a country area?
The whole reason for providing assistance for decentralized industry was to compensate
for the difficulties faced in operating in country areas: The higher cost of transport,
telephone charges and so on.
Recently I spoke to the managing director of a company operating in the city of
Wangaratta, in the electorate of Murray Valley which I represent. Many decentralized
industries are located in Wangaratta. The managing director of a company operating in
that city told me that if country industry did not receive special assistance it would have
to relocate in metropolitan Melbourne. The company concerned operates a Melbournebased company as well as the Wan~aratta-based company. He made it quite clear to me
that unless special assistance is receIved, his company will not stay in Wangaratta.
The Department of Industry, Technology and Resources has announced that it will find
out which companies operate in country Victoria and will remove the assistance provided
to them as decentralized industries.
Members on the Government benches would not have seen the letter sent out by the
then Department of Industry, Commerce and Technology to decentralized industries; for
one thing, they are not interested!
I wish to refer to a letter dated 12 March 1985 from the Director-General of the
Department of Industry, Commerce and Technology which states:
On 12 April 1984 the Minister for Industry, Commerce and Technology wrote to advise you of the Government's
decision to replace the existing decentralization scheme.

As explained by the Minister, the Government's view was that continuation of payments under the Decentralized
Industry Incentive Payments Act 1972 would not further the purposes of that Act in any significant way.
The Minister's letter went on to give details of a range of new State and regional industry policy measures,
which are now being progressively introduced.

The letter further states:
To give effect to the Government's phase-out decision-

that is for decentralized assistanceit is not the intention of the Minister, subject to any views which you may wish to put forward, to revoke the
declaration of your establishment under the Act.

In other words, the Government is revoking all declared decentralized industries in country
Victoria.
Should you wish to inform the Minister why he should not revoke the declaration, you are asked to do so in
writing within 28 days after the date of this letter.

Mr Shell-Parliament approved of that.
Mr JASPER-One industry within the electorate which I represent responded to the
Minister in this way-and I consider this letter worth reading to Parliament:
Your astonishing letter of 12 March 1985, giving notice of your intention to revoke our status as that of an
approved decentralized secondary industry, is acknowledged.
It is regarded by us as yet another option exercised by a Government so bereft of principal as to turn its back
on an undertaking made by the Government of the day and accepted in good faith by as back in 1974.

We relocated our business away from the seaboard city of Melbourne, put up with commercial disadvantages
and have done our best to make rural Victoria stronger. We feel disadvantaged that the private sector has not the
same rights as Government in being able to break an agreement so lightly.

I shall repeat that sentence:
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We feel disadvantaged that the private sector has not the same rights as Government in being able to break an
agreement so lightly.

The last paragraph of the letter reads:
Your dismantling of private enterprise in north-eastem Victoria is proceeding well and I hope you and your
Minister may one day be called to account for your despicable attitude to rural business.

Surely that sums up what is occurring with decentralization and the assistance provided
by the Government.
Bruck Australia Ltd operates in Wangaratta in the difficult textile industry. It has been
receiving $600 000 in pay-roll tax rebates annually from the Government. Without that
funding this industry would have difficulty in survIving.
Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-I refer the honourable member for Essendon
to Standing Order No. 194.
Mr JASPER-The honourable member for Essendon would know very little about
country areas in Victoria. He has been dumped as chairman of the Economic and Budget
Review Committee and relegated to the back bench where he will probably remain for
ever.
I have highlighted the enormous problems facing decentralized industry. National Party
policy is clear.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr JASPER-I am quite prepared to give the honourable member for Bendigo West a
copy of National Party policy if he wants to read it tonight.
Mr Kennedy-I have read it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Ifthe honourable member for Bendigo West
wishes to contribute to this debate, he will do so from his place and preferrably with the
concurrence of the Chair.
Mr JASPER-Even though the honourable member is from a country area, he
apparently does not understand the problems that country industry faces. The National
Party would like to see a change of attitude by the Government. It should take up the
positive policies of the National Party and continue to provide the assistance to
decentralized industries that has been provided for so long. Country industry has a right
to continuing assistance; it should not have to put a submission to the Government every
year to be able to obtain that assistance.
As the Leader of the National Party inteIjects, if industry does the right thing by the
Government, there should be a change of heart by the Government which should then
provide the assistance that the industry wants. That is what the Government will be
saying, "If you assist us, we will assist you".
That is not acceptable to the National Party. Country industry needs positive assistance.
Victoria needs balanced development, not a boom and bust situation in metropolitan
Melbourne. Unless the Government provides positive policies and assistance on a
continuing basis decentralized industry in Victoria will be reduced.
That is as of right and assistance provided on a totally' different basis to that provided
in metropolitan Melbourne. I shall highlight some signIficant and special problems that
face people living and working in country areas and service industries supplying the
necessary support facilities. Honourable members need to live in country areas to
understand those special problems.
I have not dealt with the problems facing primary industry or a~culture. The
Government has stated on numerous occasions, "Do you want just a subSIdy for primary
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industry?". The National Party wants assistance for primary industry on a fair and equitable
basis. Primary industry operates in a high cost economy, but the Federal Government has
said that primary industry will receive world prices for products.
Mr Rowe interjected.
Mr JASPER-The honourable member for Essendon again interjects and shows a
complete lack of understanding. I can understand why he was dumped from his former
position as Chairman of the Economic and Budget Review Committee when I hear his
interjections. It is typical of members of the Government who show a lack of understanding.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Vaughan)-Order! The honourable member has 2
minutes.
Mr JASPER-That is disappointing, Mr Acting Speaker. I have not been able to cover
all the special problems facing the dairy industry and the fruit industry,just two industries
within the electorate of Murray Valley which are facing changes and growth problems.
People living in country areas have difficulty in being able to find or change housing
accommodation. The Government will cause further difficulty for business with proposed
changes to workers compensation legislation. I am sure all honourable members agree that
there must be changes to workers compensation. Payments and charges are too high and
vast problems exist within that area, but the Government is using the problem to make
changes and to ensure a one insurer system so that it can grab hold of millions and millions
of dollars in the workers compensation area and enforce the pay-as-you-go principle. The
Government should look at the areas I have raised so that it may assist the future
development of Victoria.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-Victorians are mindful of many things when they
reflect on the high taxing, high spending and high unemployment brought about by the
Government. I represent an electorate in the Geelong area that has many problems in the
textile industry and in manufacturing industries such as Alcoa of Australia Ltd and Ford
Motor Co. of Australia Ltd, which have observed companies, such as International
Harvester Australia Ltd, becoming involved in negotiations with the Cain Government
in an attempt to keep them operative.
A building project in the City of Geelong is now under way, but at enormous cost to the
taxpayers of Australia. Building costs have escalated by 25 per cent to meet the demands
of the Builders Labourers Federation. It is a sad state of affairs when everybody tendering
for jobs has to build in a factor of 25 per cent so that they can complete the task within a
reasonable time. Many people who depend on new shops being built in Geelong are
frustrated because of delays in the construction of these shops. The escalation of costs will
result in a high price to pay for tenanting shops and other business premises in the heart
of Geelong.
I am particularly concerned about areas of public health, such as the construction of the
north wing of the Geelong Hospital. Currently that hospital is awaiting the supply of
carpet. Civil and Civic Pty Ltd was instructed by a committee of the Health Commission
that a New Zealand carpet is to be placed in that hospital. That is unfortunate because
Geelon~ has two excellent manufacturers of carpet, Brintons Pty Ltd and Godfrey Hirst
AustralIa Pty Ltd, and thousands and thousands of dollars that could be spent in Geelong
to provide Jobs will be used to purchase carpet from a New Zealand company. This
demonstrates how out of touch the committee of the Health Commission is when it put
together the specifications for the north wing of the Geelong Hospital.
I raised this matter previously on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting so that
the responsible Minister could intervene and bring some sanity into the construction of
the north wing of the Geelong Hospital. People in the streets of Geelong have asked how
they will be affected by the Budget and the policies and activities of the Government. The
Federal Government will now receive 30 cents a litre and the State Government 4 cents a
litre from the sale of petrol-some 62 per cent of the purchase price going in Government
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taxes. These hidden taxes are only feeding the bureaucrats of this country. In the past three
years rolling-stock from Victoria's railways has been sold and honourable members have
asked the Government about the source of the money, the losses of the railways and the
proper details of these lease-back arrangements.
In the lead-up to the last election the Government spent a significant amount of money
on festivities in the Melbourne City Square and sent printed leaflets and a gold medallion
to aged citizens who were born prior to 1901. Although it is worthy to remember people
who were born prior to Federation, I believe in times of high unemployment there is a
need to channel funds into worthy areas so that people can be retrained and young people
can find employment. These gimmicks are not called for by a Government that is supposed
to have integrity and the will and sincerity of serving the people of Victoria.
I am disturbed that in the electorate I represent many dairy farmers have been sold
down the drain by the State Government. I refer particularly to legislation which crippled
one man's small business in the sale of fresh milk and cream. Despite the fact that the
Minister was petitioned to intervene and was asked to allow an exemption in his case for
the sale of fresh milk and cream on the Torquay Road, no action was taken. In fact, the
Minister said one thing and did the opposite.
The Geelong community hopes the Government will give priority to the needs of the
Police Force, especially the construction of police headquarters which has been delayed
because of the siting of the complex. The City of Geelong requires some compensation
before vacating the market square site. I have repeatedly requested that consideration be
given for the construction of the police complex in Belmont in the South Barwon electorate.
Negotiations have taken place over a long period with the City of South Barwon for the
acquisition of a site near the municipal centre for the construction of the police
headquarters. The residents of Highton and Belmont have no access to a police station in
the event of an accident or a robbery and they are in no position to call for ready assistance
when the road across the Barwon River is full of traffic. There is an immediate need for
police presence in the Highton and Belmont area.
I also direct to the attention of Parliament the health needs in the cancer after-care area.
Honourable members representing Geelong electorates have spoken about this on
numerous occasions and I refer specifically to the work of the Geelong cancer after-care
group. The ~oup requested radiotherapy equipment being placed in the Geelong Hospital
so that patIents do not have to take the long and arduous journey to Melbourne by
ambulance or by private car and can be treated within their own district.
I remind the Minister for Health that the Geelong cancer after-care group currently has
a submission which it is eager to put to him in the hope that it will receive full consideration
by the Government.
It is disappointing to be reminded by constituents of the areas of waste by the
Government, such as the painting of trams and buses. This may make people feel that
they have an upgraded transport service, but the bottom line is that the Geelong trains do
not run any faster; in fact, some of the trains take 2 hours to travel from Spencer Street
station to Geelong and the only excuse given is that the high-powered locomotives are
being used elsewhere to pull wheat trucks.

Recently some elderly constituents of mine drew my attention to a report by Mr Jack
Cannon which appeared in the Herald, concerning the wasteful dissipation of taxpayers'
money and listed a number of items which included:
Urban Research and Action grant to study "job possibilities for young Arabic women in the Brunswick-Coburg
area"-$13 670.
Establishment ofa Latin-America Information Centre-$38 644.
Pacific People's Support Project-$36 068.
Congress for International Co-operation and Disarmament-$30 000.
Two grants to radio 3CR-$88 503.
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Grants to Latrobe Valley Art Resource Collective to establish a "clown school" for women-$S6 324.
One-day workshop on women-$20 915.
Grant to the Italian Communist organization FIFEF-$SOOO.
Two payments to the Victorian Association of Peace Studies-$64 ass.
Grant to the anti-American "peace" group Pax Christie-$79 SOS.
General purpose grant to the Gay Publication Collective-$70 762.
Grants to the Collective Line Graphics, publisher for the Gay Publication Collective-$52 518.

Mr CUNNINGHAM (Derrimut)-On a point of order, the honourable member for
South Barwon is alluding to money that has already been spent.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr DICKINSON-The list continues:
Establishment ofa shop for the Young Women's Housing Collective-$81 897.
Grant to Friends of the Earth to publish their political magazine Chain Reaction-$146 000.
Grant to the Friends of the Earth's Recycling Information Centre-$50 172.

Another constituent has drawn my attention to an article in the Toorak Times of 14 April
which listed some 34 examples of wasted Government money. I do not intend to read
those, but merely to draw the attention of the House to the fact that people in the South
Barwon electorate were most concerned that a Government would give high priority to
such way-out and trendy groups and yet not give assistance to the "Cottage by the Sea" at
Queenscliff which urgently needs Government help. The former Minister did offer $11 000odd with the catch that certain things had to be complied with by the cottage management
committee. I remind honourable members that the cottage needs in the order of$60 000.
The "Cottage by the Sea" was funded at the request of John Cain to the then Liberal
Government to fund this worthy cottage which provides holidays by the sea to children.
This is one example of the type of issues that the average man in the street is concerned
about. If the Government wants taxpayers~ money, each and every one of us has to foot
the bill.
It is positively disgraceful to hold a party in the City of Melbourne and spend $500 000
on a roll-out lawn when Melbourne has beautiful parks and gardens like the Fitzroy
Gardens and Alexandra Gardens.
I do not intend to labour the point further, only to suggest that the people of South
Barwon hope that their needs will be met. Despite the attempt by the Labor Government
to unseat me by placing advertisements in the newspapers stating that 675 votes would get
them a Labor member of Parliament, the people of South Barwon saw fit to return me as
their representative. I am grateful to them and while I remain a member of this Parliament,
I shall do all in my power to represent all interests within the electorate.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-It is with a great deal of pleasure that I rise tonight to
support the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill. In doing so, it is necessary for me also to point
out that some items deserve investigation. Although the Bill is very long on big words, it
is short on information. This measure contains a number of items about which the
Opposition and the people of Victoria would like to be informed.
I congratulate the Treasurer on continuing along the course of introducing program
budgeting. I am sure that that honourable gentleman will acknowledge that program
budgeting was an initiative of the previous Government and it is slowly but surely creeping
through all departments, having been started in the Department of Agriculture by the
honourable member for Polwarth.
The performance of the Government over the past three years has given some cause for
concern within the community. It is best summed up by some of the nicknames that have
been promulgated throughout the press. Everyone has heard the Minister for Transport
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referred to as "Snappy Tom". Perhaps the Premier should be known as "Slippery John",
because he does not seem to be able to stand still on any particular matter or any particular
promise. Perhaps we should call the Treasurer, "Shifty Bob". I do not know whom we can
call "Shady". No doubt somebody will poke up his head, and we will be able to call him a
name that will be applicable to his performance in handling the public's money.
Earlier I said the Bill was long on words but short on information. The particular area
for which I have responsibilities is sport and recreation. The Department of Sport and
Recreation is to spend $9·19 million of the community's money, under three very simple
headings: Corporate services; sport, recreation and leisure; and racing and gaming. All the
information we have other than that is that the amount is smaller because the Bureau of
Youth Affairs has been transferred out of the department. The inc.lusion of those words in
the Bill, to inform honourable members where $9·19 million is going, is beyond the pale.
Any comparison with previous years is virtually impossible and the public wants to
know the answer to where its money is going, where its hard-earned taxes are being spent.
It does not want shifty, slippery, shady answers. We need responsible Government which
I do not believe we have had, and if we are to have four more years of it, heaven help the
State.
Despite all the broken promises and electioneering in the past few months, the Premier
returned from Canberra and told dairy farmers that they could trust "Slippery John" and
all would be saved. The Government has behaved differently in the six weeks since the
election. Yesterday it announced that the Alcoa project at Portland is again under threat
of collapse. I also heard the Treasurer admit on a radio broadcast that he knew the State
Insurance Office had lost more than $500 000. He did not make that admission prior to
the election.
Mention was made earlier of the medallions given, as part of Victoria's 150th Anniversary
celebrations, to senior citizens who were born prior to Federation. That was an excellent
gesture, but it was a tawdry effort. All of those citizens, after contributing to this nation,
should at least have had their names typed on the certificates, but they were given plain
certificates with adhesive labels attached to the envelopes. They were not individualized;
they were mass produced. It was a poor effort on the part of the Government. The gesture
would have been more effective had someone taken the trouble to type the names of the
recipients on the certificates.
Much has been said about the expenditure of $500 000 on grass in Swanston Street to
celebrate the State's 150th anniversary. If people travelled a few miles beyond the tram
tracks-the Government does not seem to know of the existence of the country-they
would find miles of grass where the party could have been held without spending that
money. In many areas the grass in Swanston Street became a muddy mess. I have heard
that it smelt, as well. The 150th anniversary celebrations received considerable attention
from the Government prior to the election, but all the grandiose schemes appear now to
have evaporated.
The next issue is the employment of an additional 23 000 public servants. I do not know
how that claim can be justified. It will mean that Victoria will be taxed more than any
other State in Australia. I shall not pursue that matter as it has been discussed by other
honourable members.
The first matter I raise in relation to sport and recreation relates to the sport of yachting.
Immediately upon election in 1982 the current Government cancelled the final grant of
$50000, being the second part ofa total $100 000, to the Challenge 12 syndicate which, at
the time, was challenging for the America's Cup in Rhode Island, New York. The Premier
at the time said that Victoria's entry into the America's Cup was "immoral and totally
indefensible". He said that there was no way in which any Government could justify a
$100 000 bonus to an elite, hobbyist and commercial promotion. That was early in 1982.
In August 1982 the Government discontinued a grant to the Melbourne-Hobart yacht
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race. The Premier then said there was no way he would continue to provide a Government
reception for entrants in that race, which was the established practice.
He also said he would not lower himself to start the Melbourne-to-Hobart yacht race at
Christmas of 1982 and that he intended to remove the grant because it was an elitist and
hobbyist sport. This was a tremendous insult to yachting. Press releases from interested
people and executives of the sport made that clear. Withdrawal of Government recognition
of the sport was the most significant insult it had ever received. History continues. In
September 1983 Australia 11 won the America's Cup, which was a magnificent performance
that gripped the heart of every true Australian. The Premier promptly hopped on the
bandwagon. He praised the crew on television and in radio broadcasts. He was obviously
copyin~ the Prime Minister, who had set the example in Perth on the day of the victory,
appeann~ on television with champagne being spilled all over his coat. They were turning
the sportIng achievements of our nation to political advantage. However, two years before
that the Premier was removing funding, aSSIstance, support and even encouragement from
the sport.
In January 1985 the Premier said he was considering allowing Government money to
be made available to mount the challenge to defend the America's Cup in Fremantle in
the future. At the same time I found a letter that dropped off the back of a truck. It was
from the former Minister of Transport, now the Minister for Employment and Industrial
Affairs, advising the Port of Melbourne Authority to pay $70 000 and the Port of Geelong
Authority to pay $30 000 in order to give the elitist sport $100 000 to help it on its way.
The Premier has done a somersault. Obviously he wants to be seen with a winner. He is
living up to his reputation as "Slippery John". An article that appeared in the Age after
the Premier said he would provide further administrative and logistic support, stated:
The Premier called on all Victorian industry and business to support the defence, and cited the ultimate
benefits to the Victorian economy that could accrue. "I expect that Victoria will achieve an international
reputation for high technology yacht design and construction," he said.

History again proved that Victorian efforts in this regard have been abandoned. The last I
heard was that the Government had joined with New South Wales and was considering
mounting a joint challenge between the two groups who signified they would help defend
the America's Cup. That may be because the Premier of New South Wales, "Nifty Neville",
can SQueeze some money out of his system.
I want to know what has happened to the $100 000 that Victoria contributed to this
project. I do not hear the Premier or the Minister for Sport and Recreation telling the
people of Victoria what has happened to it. The Premier has already done a somersault
and now considers himselfa patron of this challenge. He should own up to Victorians who
as taxpayers, via the Port of Melbourne Authority and the Port of Geelong Authority,
have contributed this $100 000 to mount Australia's defence of the America's Cup.
I understand that the Australia Games finished with a deficit of some $600 000. On
asking the Minister for Sport and Recreation about this on the first day that Parliament
reconvened after the election, I was informed by the Minister that $400 000 of departmental
funds had been made available. The next day I asked him for an explanation of where the
money had come from, under what authority, on what terms and when it would be repaid.
No explanation was forthcoming.
The Australia Games were undoubtedly a success and provided the fillip that was
needed: They were of political benefit to the Government. That was the reason for their
staging. They could and should have been bi~er and better, but once again the Government
mucked it up. In April or May 1983 the onginal proposal to stage the games in Sydney
was abandoned and there was then no concrete proposal. In March 1984, almost twelve
months later, the Federal and State Governments agreed on Melbourne as the venue. Two
obvious reasons stuck out like the nose on one's face-as with the yachting proposals,
they were political motives. A Federal election was to be held just before the games and a
State election just after, so the public of Victoria had to swallow this, and they will have
to swallow a deficit of many thousands of dollars to prop up those games.
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It took from April or May 1983 until March 1984 for the Governments concerned to
decide on a venue. It was even later before planning could commence via the Australia
Games Foundation and the organizing committee, because those organizations had no
promise of funding until June 1984 and the games were to be held some eight and a half
months later. It takes approximately eight years or more for a country to stage the
Commonwealth Games or the Olympic Games, but eight and a half months was regarded
as good enough to stage the Australia Games, which were to be of little less than half the
magnitude of the Commonwealth Games.

The Federal Government offered a grant of$800 000 and the State Government offered
$375 000, a total of $1·175 million. The organizin~ committee and the foundation then
sought sponsors. One sponsor contributed in cash, In kind and in services far in excess of
the $375000 contributed by the Victorian Government.
On the revenue side, the total was $2· 3 million from Federal and State Government
grants, sponsorship, ticket sales, licensing of various products and sale of television rights.
In other words, the games had cost $2·9 million, so the books were some $600000 in
deficit.
One matter that did not help the games to produce a satisfactory cash flow was the fact
that the Australian Theatrical and Amusement Employees Association poked its nose in
and its selfish attitude dented the financial situation. That association said that car parking
and gate attendants, ticket sellers and collectors, ushers and program sellers must be paidup members of the union and must be professionally paid for and employed, like any
other casual employee.
Mr Cooper-Mr Deputy President, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr REYNOLDS-It is good to see Government members packing the benches and the
Whip doing a magnificent job, but it is a crying shame that not one Government member,
other than the Treasurer, has spoken in this debate. Perhaps there is nothing wrong in
electorates represented by Government members.
Before the call for a quorum, I was saying that the Australian Theatrical and Amusement
Employees Association had poked its nose in.
Mr CUNNINGHAM (Derrimut)-On a point of order, Mr Deputy Speaker, I refer
your attention to Standing Order No. 99, which deals with honourable members digressing.
I suggest that the honourable member for Gisbome is giving a lecture on industrial
relations.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-Thank you for your protection, Mr Deputy Speaker.
Volunteers were readily available to carry out those jobs. The inability to use those people
cost the organizing committee thousands of dollars, which must now be borne by the
Government and the taxpayers of Victoria, and I assume that the honourable member for
Derrimut is one of them.

I congratulate the Australia Games Foundation and the organizers, and I trust that
negotiations will continue in an effort to make good that $600 000 that will otherwise have
to be borne by Victorians.
I worry about who will suffer and whether the department will have to make good some
of the $600 000. The Minister admitted that already $400 000 has been lent. What other
programs will suffer? During question time the Minister admitted that no departments
would suffer, but an amount of that magnitude has to come from somewhere. Will it affect
the regional sports assemblies which require assistance to get off the ground? Will it affect
the country sports education scheme, which was an innovation of the Minister, on which
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I congratulate him? That program has provided an important boost to country sporting
programs and country sportsmen.
I hope the Minister can provide an assurance that the programs will not be jeopardized.
I hope, firstly,;, he will assure Victorians that the Australia Games Foundation will be able
to return the )400 000 which was lent and secondly, that the amount lent will be less than
that already lent without any strings attached or interest payments due so far as the public
was aware.
The third point I wish to raise results from a problem brought to my attention by the
Victorian Amateur Swimming Association following an advertisement placed in the
newspapers seeking expressions of interest from sporting teams interested in sending
Victorian representatives to China. In November 1983 the association replied to the
advertisement stating that it would give consideration to the scheme and that it would
appreciate assistance.
In March 1984 the association received a reply advising it that the Government's China
advisory committee had agreed that the visit should be given Government support. It was
indicated that Jiangsu province which, as honourable members are aware is Victoria's
sister State in China, could meet internal expenses. In April 1984 the association inquired
about the possibility of obtaining travel assistance. The reply in May asked for details of
the association's budget when the details were finalized so that the Government could
give the matter further consideration.
In October 1984 the association advised the Government of its budget and received a
reply that no funding was available from the China committee. The reply suggested that
an application should be made to the former Department ofYouth, Sport and Recreation.
In November 1984 an application was made to the department and the response was
negative.
The Government sought sporting teams to represent Victoria in its sister State in China
and then offered no way of assisting them. The Government backed out and during the
time I outlined the association had made preparations in the expectation of Government
assistance. When the association was finally advised that assistance would not be
forthcoming, it had already organized eight boys and eight girls, a coach, an assistant
coach, a manager and an assistant manager.
The association had already allocated $20 000 of its own money and each entrant was
to find $986 towards the trip. All these arrangements were made for the team to spend a
few days in China representing Victoria, and the Government was too miserable to
sponsor it. Three entrants had to bailout because they could not find the necessary money.
Why did the Government place the advertisement seeking interested teams to compete
overseas and then not offer any assistance? Why did the Government not tell the teams
that no money would be available when they expressed interest in the proposal? These
three points need an answer because, after all, the Government is dealing with our money.
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-The Supply Bill provides an opportunity for the House
to examine Government expenditure and to reflect on the prioritIes the Government has
set for its own expenditure. It provides an opportunity of examining whether the
Government has been a good steward of the public purse.
I remind the House that governments have no money of their own; they have money
they raise from taxes and charges on the population. I remind the House also that this
Government has a record of high taxing and charging. In its period of office it has seen fit
to increase taxes and charges in a whole range of areas and there is no doubt resentment
in the community about the Government's actions.
Victoria has the distinction of being the highest taxed State in Australia and one with
the highest Government charges of any State in the Commonwealth. A reasonable question
to ask on behalf of all Victorians who pay these taxes is: Has the money raised been spent
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wisely and has the Government been a good steward of its responsibility to spend money
on behalf of the population of Victoria.
Common-sense rules will always apply with Government expenditure. These are the
ordinary common-sense rules we all apply in our own lives; the thrift and concern that we
all exercise in the disposal of our own income and the type of thrift practised by a number
of households in this State. Those persons would apply the same yardstick of thrift and
security to Government expenditure.
It is the man and woman in the street who will judge the Government on this simplistic
approach. No doubt the economists of this world would try to complicate the issue by
injecting the use of jargon and mathematical formulae. However, when examining
Government expenditure, the average person would use his or her own experience to
ascertain whether the Government has been thrifty.
The average citizen recognizes the wasteful spending by the Government in the same
way as he or she would recognize reckless or wasteful spending by individuals of his or her
personal household expenses. I draw the attention of the House to a number of examples
of Government waste and neglect, and I especially draw attention to the expenses incurred
by the Department .of Property and Services, which is an area for which I have some
responsibility to my party. Amongst other things, the Department of Property and Services
is responsible for the obtaining and financing of office accommodation for a whole host of
Government departments spread throughout the Melbourne metropolitan area, the suburbs
and country areas.
The Minister and the department have a duty of care to spend rentals on such
accommodation wisely and to secure accommodation for Government departments on
the best possible terms. To this end the Department of Property and Services has not acted
in the best interests of the State. It has a record of waste and inefficiency that should be
drawn to the attention of the House and to the electorate at large. At present the
Government is spending $150 000 a year on rentals for office space throughout the
metropolitan area that is remaining vacant and is not being occupied by the Government
departments.
In other words, the Government is incurring an expense for rental on vacant property.
The matter should be brought to the attention of the House, of the Minister for Health
and the Victorian electors. I suggest that paying money for nothing is a situation that
cannot be tolerated by any responsible Government; certainly it cannot be tolerated by
the Opposition or the Victorian taxpayers.
As evidence of this suggestion I direct to the attention of honourable members the
Health Commission property in the suburb of Ringwood. The commission is paying
$32 000 a year for empty office space. I remind honourable members that this situation
has continued for eighteen months. The Cain Government, through its Treasurer, has
tried to convince the electorate at large and the population of Victoria that the State is in
the very best of hands; that modem financial management-I think that is the term used
by the Government-will prevail in all sections of Government administration and that
every effort is being made to curtail Government spending and to ensure that Victorian
taxpayers are getting value for money. I reiterate: The situation at Ringwood has been
continuing for eighteen months.
I understand that a lease was signed in August 1983 to secure the premises at Ringwood
for the Health Commission. So far the premises stand empty. That is an indictment a~inst
the Government, the Minister for Health and the Minister for Property and ServIces. I
trust that when the Government replies to the debate on the Supply Bill an answer will be
given to the situation.
Mr Ross-Edwards-You're hopeful!
Mr DELZOPPO-I am hopeful, but hope springs eternal. Health funds are in short
supply. Any individual in the Victorian community would be quick to realize that this
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waste of money means the money is not available for the provision of health services
because it is being wasted on the rental of these empty premises. No one in the private
sector, no household individual, would in their right mind pay rent on a property that
they do not occupy. No household or business would put up with such a situation.
I direct the attention of honourable members to an article published in the Age of 22
April 1985 in which the writer states:
The amount paid for dead rent is unacceptable and the Minister should take some steps to reduce it.

I ask what action the Minister has taken. His responsibility is to ensure that the Victorian
tax dollar is spent wisely. I suggest that has not happened. The Minister should make a
statement indicating what steps he has taken to overcome this waste of taxpayers' money.
A report in the Sunday Press last week-end stated that $100000 was spent on rents for
empty office space for properties secured in the name of the Government. Since last
January the Health Commission has been paying rent on a property in Coburg which it
does not expect to occupy until late this year. I wonder why the honourable member for
Coburg is not in the Chamber? I would have had tremendous delight in bringing to his
attention the fact that in the electorate he represents funds belonging to the State are being
used in this wasteful and flagrant manner.
The Education Department has secured space for its operation at Ringwood. I am sorry
that the honourable member for Ringwood is not in the Chamber because she would be
interested to know that the department is paying $50000 for unused space which is
gathering dust and cobwebs. No householder could afford to pay rent for an empty house.
It is a blatant waste of taxpayers' money, and the Government should give an explanation
as to why this wastage is continuing.
I mention the Department of Community Services. Last November, the department
signed a lease for a property at Moonee Ponds. I am sorry that the honourable member
for Essendon is not present to hear this. The department will not occupy the premises
until June, and the rent will be of the order of$18 700 a year. It is another example of the
Government paying taxpayers' money for empty space. It is not unreasonable to expect a
Government to act in a more responsible manner to ensure that the taxpayers' dollar is
protected. No person in their right mind would enter into an agreement to pay large sums
of money and then let the premises stand idle as that leads to allegations of waste. It
should not occur.
In an article in the Age, the Minister for Property and Services stated that he would
report on this matter. He could have said he would report on this muddle, because that is
what it is. The Government has placed itself in a bad position by allowing the confusion
in rents to take place.
I call on the Minister for Property and Services to make a statement indicating what
steps he has taken to stop this blatant waste of public money. It is his responsibility, and
as the new Minister he must shoulder the responsibility right from the start.
I turn to the Governor's Speech. As all honourable members know, the Speech was
written by the Government of the day.
Mr Shell-There is nothing unusual about that.

Mr DELZOPPO-I was merely mentioning the fact that the Speech was written by the
Government of the day. In opening Parliament, the Governor stated that-The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! I indicate to the honourable member
that the House is debating the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill.
Mr DELZOPPO-Mr Acting Speaker, I am attempting to draw the attention of the
House to the fact that there has been inconsistency in Government spending.

The ACTING SPEAKER-The honourable member has done that.
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Dr VAUGHAN (Clayton)-On a point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, the honourable
member for Narracan is referring to another debate currently listed on the Notice Paper
and, therefore, is totally out of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER-There is no point of order, I have just ruled on that matter.
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-In its election promises, the Government stated that the
price of electricity, gas and Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works charges would
not rise above the rate of inflation.
The ACTING SPEAKER-I inform the honourable member that he is beginning to
stray from the Bill.
Mr DELZOPPO-Within one day of that statement being made in the Governor's
Speech, in response to a question, the Minister indicated that he was not in a position to
hold to that promise.
At the opening of Parliament, His Excellency claimed on behalf of the Government that
the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works rates would not rise above the increase
in the consumer price index. Within a day of that statement, the Minister for Water
Resources, in response to a question, said that it would be impossible to maintain that
promise. The Minister attempted to blame the situation on a revaluation within the
metropolitan area-a false premise indeed.
The Government should adhere to its promise and use its influence to contain Board of
Works rates. The promise by the Government to do so is an empty promise because the
Minister has already declared to the House that he is incapable of maintaining that rate
level.
The Minister for Property and Services is responsible for the custody of public records.
These are the archives of documents that have been accumulated by Governments and by
citizens who have made them available to Governments to be preserved for posterity.
I direct the attention of the House to an interesting article that appeared in the Age of
20 April. It is stated in that article that the Cain Government, above all other Governments,
has not acted responsibly in protecting the heritage of the State; that the archives are in a
state of threat and that many of the documents that are valuable, not only to the present
generation but which will also be most valuable in 100 years' time, are at risk. Their
storage is not secure. Historians in 100 years' time will have enormous difficulty in trying
to retrieve historical matters from the Public Record Office. The article states:
The problem has been created by the indifference and the shortsightedness of governments.

Mr Mathews-Governments, plural.
Mr DELZOPPO-The article continues:
The Cain Labor Government has been more irresponsible than most in that it has knowingly, presumably as a
matter of policy, allowed matters to become worse.

I repeat that excerpt for the benefit of the Minister for the Arts:
The Cain Labor Government has been more irresponsible than most in that it has knowingly, presumably as a
matter of policy, allowed matters to become worse.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! The honourable member for Narracan
will address the Chair, not the Minister for the Arts.
Mr DELZOPPO-In a misbegotten attempt to save public money, the Government is
spending it badly when it could be spending it well. Given that this article is an independent
assessment of the protection by the Government of public records, it is a tremendous
indictment against the Government.
The article then quotes from a report entitled "Public Records Office, Eleventh Annual
Report, year ended 30 June 1984":
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No student of official folly can afford to miss it.

It makes interesting reading:
The report was presented to the Minister for Property and Services, then Mr Jack Simpson, some six months
ago by Mr Chris Hurley, whose title is Keeper of Public Records and whose literary style has a refreshing
directness which should be taken as a model by the bureacratic community.

It is the task of this person to ensure that the heritage of the State, in the way of documents,
is protected and kept for posterity.

The article goes on to state:
It is his task-impossible under present conditions-to see to it that the official documents which record

Victoria's past are not lost to future generations and that they are made available not only to professional
historians but also to ordinary citizens anxious to trace the stories of their own families.

A considerable amount of dissatisfaction exists in the community about the difficulty that
has been put in the way of ordinary citizens trying to trace their forebears through the
Public Record Office and the reports of births, deaths and marriages.
The article continues:
The essence of the problem, as Mr Hurley puts it in his restrained way, "is that governments have assigned
responsibilities which they have not resourced properly".
Actually, it has been worse than that during the Labor years: the Public Record Office's ability to do its job has
been reduced. Thus, the report shows that no money for new storage shelving has been provided since the 1981
Budget. In 1982, reference correspondence services were eliminated. In 1983, conservation and microfilming
were cut out.

The Government has put considerable emphasis on the celebration of the 150th
anniversary. A considerable amount of that celebration has been based on historical
records of the last 150 years. I suggest to the House that, unless something is done to
protect these records, in 100 years' time when the State is celebrating its 250th anniversary,
a scarcity of material will exist and historians of the day will criticize the present
Government for its lack of perception and appreciation of the value of the historical
documents that have been accumulated over the past 150 years. The State is experiencing
an upsurge of interest in its history. More and more citIZens are taking the trouble to
investigate their own family history and more and more citizens will be dependent on the
public records to fill in the $aps of that history. I suggest to the House there has been a
dereliction of duty by the CaIn Government in not providing sufficient funds in order that
citizens can investigate their historical backgrounds.
I know the honourable member for Niddrie has little interest in this subject.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-The honourable member should address the
Chair and ignore the honourable member for Niddrie. There is too much audible noise in
the Chamber.
Mr DELZOPPO-The Cain Government has taken a narrow view when allotting
funds for the Public Record Office. It has not accepted its responsibility, and the articles
from which I have been Quoting draw the attention, not only of the House but also of the
citizens of Victoria, to the fact that their heritage is in jeopardy.
In the report I have mentioned, Mr Hurley states that it is not whether or not the money
should be spent but whether or not value will be obtained for money spent.
I mentioned earlier that from time to time the Government has been Quick to fund
certain of the 150th celebrations which, in the long run, were superficial because in two or
three years everyone will have forgotten what the celebrations were about. I suggest to the
House that the heritage of the State is far more important and it would have been more
prudent to spend less on some of the more eye-catchin$ headlines and activities and
channel some of that money into protecting the State's hentage.
The article stated:
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Victorians are at grave risk of losing the keys to their past even while they celebrate it. Mr Hurley points out
that his office recently compiled a list of its holdings to comply with the Freedom of Information Act. "With
some notable exceptions," he writes, "it chronicles over and over again the absence from the official archives of
all but a few ofthose records upon which a history of this State's first hundred years can be written.

What a disgrace! These priceless, irreplaceable records have been put in jeopardy by the
State's lack of foresight. Mr Hurley also stated:
Where are the historical records of the State? Are they now lost?

Because of an irresponsible attitude and lack of protection for these priceless, historical
records, some of them have been lost or destroyed through faulty storage. The article
continues:
Are they stored away, inaccessible under the State's public access system, at a cost to the public purse greater
than the public records program which, if properly executed, would select what is permanently valuable, transfer
it to safe storage, release it for public use through our search rooms and get rid of the cost burden of keeping the
remainder?

The Government has not been selective in what it has kept. I have received the impression
that all these documents have been bundled together. No one has gone through the
documents and selected which are the more valuable documents. In so doing, there is a
grave risk that the heritage of the State of Victoria could well be lost. The Minister for
Property and Services should give an account and explain what steps he has taken to
ensure that the heritage of the State is kept intact.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-Unfortunately, the attitude of Government members is
typical of the attitude of the Government towards Parliament-one of total contempt.
The Bill exemplifies that attitude. The Supply Bill was introduced to the House by the
Treasurer with the minimum of detail for the Liberal Party and for the public to scrutinize
the activities of the Government. The Government has allowed the House to meet on
only five days in the past five and a half months, and the Bill is typical of the Government's
attitude to Parliament and to the people of Victoria. The Government treats the people of
Victoria with nothing but contempt if Parliament is to sit for only fourteen days in a
period of eight months.
Not one member of the Government has been prepared to speak in support of the Bill
introduced by the Treasurer. There is little for them to speak in support of because the
second-reading speech of the Treasurer in introducing the Bill was pitiful in its lack of
detail and for the amount of contempt shown to the Parliament and Victorians.
The Treasurer introduced a Bill which proposes the expenditure of$3 490 419 OOO-an
incredible sum of money. However, it is starting to become Mickey Mouse money under
the Federal and State Labor Governments. Australia is now reaching a stage where the
dollar is literally worth only 62 cents. That percentage has taken the community back 25
years, before this State and Australia were dragged out of the financial morass by Liberal
Governments.
The Bill before the House today was introduced by the Treasurer with a minimum of
detail. In fact, the two pages of Hansard containing the Minister's second-reading speech
include only two paragraphs worthy of note by Parliament. In the first paragraph the
Treasurer is reported as having said:
The Supply Bill provides for both the recurrent and works and services expenditure requirements for Budget
sector agencies, insofar as they depend on appropriation, for the first five months of the 1985-86 financial year.
The Bill will enable the Government to continue its operations from the end of the financial year 1984-85 until
the 1985-86 Appropriation Bill has been passed by both Houses.

The honourable gentleman continued:
In respect of recurrent expenditure the amounts have been calculated on the basis of existing operating cost
levels, including subsidies and salary and wage rate levels as at 20 March 1985, and are the amounts estimated to
be required to meet payments for these services during the period 1 July to 30 November 1985.
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The significance of this statement is that the Government is continuing with its discredited
and totally unsuccessful economic strategy, with which it has burdened the community of
Victoria over the past 36 months.
Honourable members may recall the Governor's Speech that was delivered on 27 April
1982. At page 2, volume 364 of Hansard, the Governor is reported as saying:
The number of unemployed in Victoria at the end of March stood at 118 700, an intolerably high level both in
economic and social terms.

Over the past three years the Government has been at pains to express through its various
Appropriation and Supply Bills-and the current Bill is just the same-an economic
strategy of relieving that intolerably high level of unemployment in this State. What has
been the success of the Government in this matter? The Treasurer has walked into
Parliament and said that unemployment is up by 33 per cent; that unemployment has
risen from 6 per cent, which the Government inherited when it came to office, and is now
8 per cent. The Government strategy as outlined in the Supply Bill, and as introduced by
the Treasurer on 4 April this year, says that the Supply Bill offers an economic strategy
that is exactly the same as that the Government has followed over the previous three
years. What is that economic strategy that the Government proposes through the Supply
Bill to continue? It is to pump prime the Victorian economy so that, through public sector
spending, the private sector will be able to pick up the unemployment levels, which the
Government admits are intolerably high. The strategy has not worked and the Government
should realize that it has been discredited over the past three years. The number of
unemployed in Victoria now stands at 160 000, which is 42 000 higher than the figure that
applied when the Government came to office.
There are now more than 160 ()()() unemployed persons in Victoria. The Supply (1985-86,
No. 1) Bill will not address that situation. The proposed expenditure will have the effect
that the taxation measures and debt-increasing measures imposed on the Victorian
community by the Government over the past three years will continue.
The Government has increased employment in the public sector by more than 25 000
jobs and no doubt that will continue at the same rate over the period covered by this
measure. Despite that tremendous increase in public sector employment, the
unemployment levels in this State have continued to rise. The situation is becoming
catastrophic for many young people, many thousands of whom have been unemployed
for several years, and this will present grave difficulties for them in later life.
I appeal to Government members who have not participated in this debate to now
participate in it. The Treasurer is the only member of the Government who has participated
in this debate about the proposed expenditure of more than $3·49 million.
It is incredible that the expenditure of that amount is not considered important enough
by one Government back-bencher or Minister, other than the Treasurer, to comment on
it. They display their contempt for the Parliament and for the community by their inaction.

I now return to discuss the health area. Mr Acting Speaker, with your indulgence, I
remind honourable members of the comments made by the Treasurer when introducing
the Appropriation (1984-85, No. 1) Bill on 18 September 1984.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! I ask the honourable member to return
to the debate on the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill. I shall allow him a few passing remarks
on the Appropriation Bill.
Mr TANNER-In his second-reading speech, when introducing the Appropriation
(1984-85, No. 1) Bill on 18 September 1984, the Treasurer is reported at page 495 of
Hansard, as stating:
In particular the large increases in Health expenditure will boost staffing at public hospitals and cut the waiting
time for critical health services.
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When introducing the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill the Treasurer again promised more of
the same. What was the result of the Appropriation Bill? The Treasurer referred to cutting
the waiting time for critical health services. In the past six months there has been a 31 per
cent increase in the waiting lists for admissions to public hospitals in Victoria. There are
now more than 22 000 people on hospital waiting lists. The Government strategy in this
area has been a total failure.
Mr Birrell in another place has provided details of Australian National Opinion Poll
reports released to the Government in relation to the administration of health and hospital
services in Victoria. The Government initially refused to release the reports to the
Opposition but when Mr Birrell threatened to take legal action to obtain the reports the
Government backed down. What did those reports contain about which the Government
was ashamed? The answer is that ANOP report No. 2 states:
· .. there has been a trend away from suggesting that the government's performance in this area is good. In late
1982,46% of Victorians suggested the government had done a good job in the area of 'health and hospitals'; this
dropped to 41 % in late 1983 and to 33% in the present study.

The ANOP report No. 3 under the heading '''Community Attitudes Towards HealthRelated Issues", states:
· .. the single most important health-related problem perceived to be facing both Victorians in general and
individual households in particular is the cost of health care.

· .. it is evident that there is a significant lack of satisfaction with efforts made generally to deal with many of the
specific health-related problems.

That is a quote from the secret survey the Government undertook on public perception of
its administration of health services.
Last year in the second-reading speech on the Appropriation Bill, the Treasurer
acknowledged that the Government would cut hospital waiting lists. In the past six months
what has happened? There has been an increase of 31 per cent in the number of people on
the waiting lists to 22 000 and today the Treasurer is proposing that that situation should
continue. In introducing the Supply Bill on 4 April the Treasurer did not indicate any
change in the attitude of the Government to the problem.
I refer now to hospital services in Caulfield, the area I represent, and nearby hospitals
that service the Caulfield area. Honourable members should be aware of the decision
taken by the Government to relocate Prince Henry's Hospital. The residents of Caulfield
are concerned that if that hospital is relocated in the western suburbs, undue pressure will
be placed on the services provided at the Alfred Hospital.
Any honourable member who used the services at the Alfred Hospital would be aware
of the strain that is placed upon non-urgent cases. For urgent cases the Alfred Hospital has
a fine service to offer; however, in non-urgent cases members of the public are greatly
inconvenienced by the lack of services available.
There is concern in the Caulfield area about the Royal Southern Memorial Hospital and
the Caulfield Hospital. The former Minister of Health-the present MinIster for
Transport-indicated obliquely that there would be a merger of those hospitals. The
former Minister established a working party to examine the matter, but he left that party
in some confusion on whether one of its terms of reference was to consider whether the
two hospitals should amalgamate.
The present Minister for Health is proceeding along the lines that there will be an
amalgamation of the hospitals. People in the Caulfield area are concerned that the
rehabilitation services of the Caulfield Hospital may be downgraded. It is important not
only to the people of Caulfield but also to the people of Victoria that those services not be
downgraded. Conversely, the people of Caulfield are also concerned that under the
amalgamation the Government will take the opportunity of transferring some of the
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services that are available at the Royal Southern Memorial Hospital out of the Caulfield
area.
Everyone is aware of the temptation facing the Government to meet existing demands
in other areas by transferring existing services at other hospitals. People in the Caulfield
area would be most concerned if the Minister for Health used this pretext to transfer
existing services at the Royal Southern Memorial Hospital away from the Caulfield area.
The amalgamation of the Caulfield Hospital and the Royal Southern Memorial Hospital
requires urgent attention by the Government. The Opposition is concerned that transfers
of services out of the Caulfield area will cause further pressure to be brought to bear upon
the Alfred Hospital and that the hospital will not only not be able to cope with non-urgent
cases, but may also have difficulty in coping with urgent cases. A deterioration of health
services in Victoria will result if such amalgamation is allowed to occur.
Another area I direct to the attention of the House is the Government's actions in
tourism. Honourable members will be aware of the millions of dollars that were proposed
to be spent in the Appropriation (1984-85, No. 1) Bill on tourism. I remind the House of
the situation that occurred last year in the expenditure of millions of dollars by the
Government on tourism. Honourable members are possibly aware that last year the
Government set, through the Victorian Tourism Commission, a quantitative target to
increase travel by Victorian residents in Victoria by between 1 and 2 per cent. During the
year the Government achieved, through the Victorian Tourism Commission, an increase
of 2 per cent in intrastate travel. Unfortunately, however, the picture is not as rosy as it
appears from the figures. Although the number of intrastate visits by Victorian resIdents
increased to 12 226 in 1983-84 as compared to 11 988 in 1982-83, the number of ni~ts
spent have decreased from 33 714 in 1982-83 to 33 084 in 1983-84. The figures of VIsits
to Victoria by interstate residents are even more disappointing. The Government, through
the Victorian Tourism Commission, set a target last year to increase the number of
interstate visitors by between 13 and 15 per cent. The disappointing result was that the
actual number of interstate visitors declined by 4 per cent. Those figures relate to 1983-84
as compared to 1982-83. Under the former Liberal Government, in 1981-82 visits to
Victoria by interstate residents and nights spent in Victoria totalled 12 383, whereas in
1982-83 the total was 10976 and it further declined in 1983-84 to 10859. Those figures
must be disappointing to all Victorians.
I am referring to the latest report presented to Parliament on this matter by the Victorian
Tourism Commission. Despite the increase in expenditure from $5 799 328 in 1983 to
$7 005 942 in the year ended 30 June 1984, there has been a decline in tourism in Victoria.

Through the Supply Bill, which is proposing further expenditure on the same scale that
occurred last financial year, the Government must examine the operations of the Victorian
Tourism Commission to redress the decline in tourism.
An area that I specifically bring to the attention of the few members of the Government
party who are present in the Chamber tonight relates to the Crimes Compensation Tribunal.
To his credit, the Attorney-General recently stated that the Government was considering
the appointment of an additional part-time member to the tribunal, and I urge honourable
members opposite to ensure that that appointment is proceeded with as a matter of some
urgency.
The situation now exists where the tribunal-which is actually a misnomer, because it
consists of only one person-cannot keep up with the number of applications for assistance
that are received by it. Last year, some 3482 applications were received by the tribunal
but, unfortunately, it was able to consider only two-thirds of that number. I understand
that, if a person were to lodge an application with the tribunal today, that application
could not be heard until Mayor June of next year. Unfortunately, if one goes forward on
present projections to Mayor June of next year, to lodge an application there would be a
delay not only of the magnitude that I have just indicated, but also a further delay of
possibly two or three months. The Government obviously has to act in this matter. It has
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to appoint at least one, if not two, additional part-time members to the tribunal to enable
the tribunal to carry out its functions as originally envisaged. Honourable members would
recall that the tribunal was created by a previous Liberal Government, and I am sure that
members of the Opposition would be pleased to support the Government in any action
that it takes on this matter. Through no fault of the present chairman, the tribunal is not
operating satisfactorily because of the long delays being experienced in the processing of
applications for assistance. I appeal to members of the Government party to assist the
Attorney-General in rectifying this matte:." as quickly as possible.
An area of Government administration that is of particular concern to the residents of
Caulfield relates to the police and crime in general. The residents of Caulfield are in an
area that is suffering immensely from house burgularies. The police were led to believe by
this Government, when it first took office, that great things would be done for them.
Unfortunately, they were fobbed offby the Government during the past 36 months, and it
is now time for the Government to live up to its promise to meet the real needs of the
police, both in regard to manpower and equipment.
The police Neighbourhood Watch scheme has been extremely successful, and I welcomed
its introduction. However, it is an area where the Government should assist the police to
continue with its work. By itself alone, the Neighbourhood Watch scheme will not succeed.
The police need manpower and equipment and financial assistance from the Government.
I call upon the Government to reconsider its Supply Bill because I do not see in it the
means to enable the police to meet the demands that are being placed upon their resources.
The Police Force is very much a stretched thin blue line in Victoria. In view of the
Government's various actions over the past six months in curbing the ability of the police
to investigate crimes, and in view of the inability of the corrective services area to hold
those who are convicted of crimes, this is obviously an area that needs reconsideration.
The public of Caulfield believe they are suffering as a result of the Government's lack of
assistance to the police in the areas of additional manpower and equipment and they are
concerned at the Government's inaction.
Honourable members of the Government Party would be aware that a cabinet subcommittee is examining the area of concessions to pensioners. For the information of
honourable members, I advise the House that I wrote to the Treasurer regarding this
matter. In that letter, I requested the Treasurer to give consideration to providing various
concession benefits, such as transport concession benefits, not only to pensioners but also
to low-income earners.

In accordance with Sessional Orders, the debate was interrupted.

ADJOURNMENT
ALP raflle-Decentralized industries-Safety bassinets-Fitzroy City Council-Car
parking facilities at North Geelong railway station-Use of "granny Oats"-Youth
guarantee scheme
The SPEAKER-Order! The time appointed by Sessional Orders for me to interrupt
the business of the House has now arrived. The question is that the House do now adjourn.
I call the honourable member for Caulfield.

Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-Mr Speaker, I was under the impression that it was the
practice of this House, when a member needed only 2 or 3 minutes to finish his speech, to
move that Sessional Orders be suspended to allow him to do so.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have no discretion. I call the honourable member for Caulfield.

Mr TANNER-Mr Speaker, I do not wish to speak on the motion for the adjournment
of the sitting this evening.
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Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-As the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is not
present, I address my concern to the Minister for Education. I have copies of two statutory
declarations in relation to which I wish to make certain charges.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member suggested that he was going to make
charges.
Mr LEIGH-I am sorry, Mr Speaker. I bring the matter to the attention of the House.
The first statutory declaration is sworn by a Mr Adrian Harvey-Beavis of 112 Kanooka
Grove, Clayton, who states:
At an A.L.P. (Municipal Campaign Committee) sponsored fund raising barbeque held at the "Grange", Westall
(a passive recreation area) in mid 1981, I was approached by John Perryman secretary of the Qayton Branch of
the A.L.P. In the presence of my wife he offered to sell me a raftle ticket for $10.00, the prize being offered had
previously been announced as a "visit to Graham St., for males only", an oblique reference to a massage parlour,
then operating in Graham St., Westall. I recall the above phrase since I had to interpret it for my wife, who was
appalled as was I, that this raffle should be conducted ...

The second statutory declaration is signed by Mr Evan David Jones of2 Coombs Avenue,
South Oakleigh, and it reads:
That some months prior to the 1981 Oakleigh city council elections, the Oayton Branch of the A.L.P. under
the auspices of the Municipal Campaign Committee, held a family day barbeque at the "Grange" in Westall. At
this function Mr John Perryman organized a raffle with first prize being a "session" with a lady from the Graham
St. Massage Parlour.
I recall that a number of party and non-party members felt that this was a poor reflection on the A.L.P.

I also quote from an article that appeared in the Oakleigh Standard on 10 April 1985:
Cr Perryman said the story about the services of a prostitute being first prize was "purely a sales pitch on behalf
of myself and many others".
"As you can imagine, it was a fairly lively barbecue at that stage," he said.
Cr Perryman said it had been made clear to everyone before the raffle was drawn that it was for a soft and
cuddly "pink panther" children's toy-and not the prostitute.
"It was a con trick, but it was surprising to see large sums of money pressed into my hands to buy raffle
tickets," he said.

As a consequence of these activities, I suggest to the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services that either Councillor Perryman should be charged with soliciting prostitutes, or
the two people who have signed the statutory declarations should be charged forthwith,
and that whatever action is necessary be taken. For these offences the law prescribes fines
up to $14 000. I have copies of the original statutory declarations which the former
Minister for Local Government, now the Minister for Housing, acknowledges.
Someone has broken the law in regard to these matters. Either the law has been broken
with respect to soliciting for prostitution or the law has been broken with respect to the
signing of statutory declarations. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has the
responsibility of doing something about it.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I refer the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources to letters that have been sent to decentralized industries m country Victoria
relating to the Decentralized Industry Incentive Payments Act 1972 from the Department
of Industry, Commerce and Technology alerting industries to a change in Government
policy on assistance, whereby the Government was proposing to replace the existing
decentralization scheme with other forms of assistance. The letters, written by the directorgeneral of the department on 12 March 1985, stated, inter alia:
To give effect to the Government's phase out decision, it is now the intention of the Minister, subject to any
views which you may wish to put forward, to revoke the declaration of your establishment under the Act.

These industries were given 28 days in which to respond on whether they believed the
declaration of their establishments should be revoked. Several industries in the electorate
ofMurray Valley have complained about the letters and about the Government's indication
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that they no longer will be recognized as decentralized industries. It appears that they will
not receive any assistance from the Government. I take exception to the fact that the
Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources, to whom I am addressing these remarks,
is not bothering to lIsten to my comments.

Mr Cathie-Old hat!
Mr JASPER-It is not old hat to a decentralized industry concerned about losing
assistance that has been provided in the past. The former Minister may interject because
he has no responsibility. He is the hatchet man of the Government. He initiated the
legislation. I hope the new Minister will be more responsible in his examination of the
assistance provided to industries operating in country areas.
Country industries need assistance which will match the ability of industries to operate
in metropolitan Melbourne. Many industries in the country are concerned that the
Government is dismantling all forms of assistance with which they have been provided in
the past and that at the whim of Government they will need to seek the patronage of
Government to obtain any special form of assistance. A letter sent to the Department of
Industry, Commerce and Technology, states, inter alia:
Your dismantling of private enterprise in north-eastem Victoria is proceeding well and I hope you and your
Minister may one day be called to account for your despicable attitude to rural business.

That is what country industries think of what is going on with the Government. It is all
right for the Minister to laugh because it does not affect him. He should speak with country
industry and ask for its views.
I ask the new Minister, who I hope will be more responsive to the needs of country
industry, to take note of the specific needs of country industry. If the Government does
not decentralize industry, Victorian country industries will collapse and this will be
detrimental to the State and country areas.

Mr ROWE (Essendon)-My remarks to the Minister for Transport concern a program
announced in January by his predecessor for the provision of safety bassinets for use in
motor vehicles. The program was brought to the attention of members of Parliament and
a press release issued by the former Minister announced that $750000 would be made
available by the State Government and the Ford Motor Co. of Australia Ltd to implement
the program in Victoria.
The press release pointed out that the program was a world first, and a pilot program
was in operation in the city of Knox. All the indications were that the program was
successful and would eventually save 43 lives. Details of the program were sensibly
circulated to members of Parliament and I, along with many honourable members,
contacted local municipalities and drew their attention to the program.

It was suggested that the program commence in March this year. I brought the matter
to the attention of the Essendon City Council which for twelve months has been supporting
the introduction of a similar program. As a result of local publicity in Essendon newspapers
and similar action by members of Parliament in the western suburbs, the program has
been highlighted in a number of newspapers.
The community has responded by contacting various councils indicating interest in
participating in the program. The Essendon council has been besieged by people wanting
to acquire safety bassinets. The former Minister indicated that the program would be
under way in March, and I ask the current Minister when this worth-while program will
commence so that lives can be saved.

Mr HEFFERNAN (Ivanhoe)-I ask the Minister for Local Government to give further
consideration to the situation at the Fitzroy City Council. I refer to comments made by
the former Minister for Local Government who, on 9 October last year, was quoted in the
newspaper as being concerned at the $1 million deficit at the Fitzroy City Council for the
year 1983-84. The newspaper article stated:
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The deficit is many times bigger than is allowed under the Local Government Act. Councils must get the
Minister's permission to have a deficit larger than 5 per cent of rate revenue.

I ask for an explanation why the Minister did not take action at the time about the deficit
of the council.
Fitzroy City Council has a $9·5 million budget of which $5·5 million is collected in rate
revenue. The article continues:
He said councilleamed of the deficit last Monday. On Wednesday, staff were told of an interim plan to keep
spending down and Mr Wilkes had also been told of the situation.
Some measures likely to be implemented include the possible sale and leaseback of assets, computerization,
cutbacks in overtime and no replacement of some staff who leave.

I submit that since Christmas in the section on local government finance in the Age jobs
that have been advertised have cost $187 000. Is this the direction in which the MinIster
sees the Fitzroy City Council heading?
In the original statements by the then Minister for Local Government he said that the
valuations for 1982-83 did not reconcile with the rate book records. What action has been
taken in that direction? In the Age of 22 November 1984, the then Minister for Local
Government stated that he was really disturbed because new revelations had indicated
that the deficit was about $2·1 million. At that stage action has still not been taken. That
is a slur on local government. In a letter to councillors earlier that month the then Minister
said that:
. . . as well as the reported $1·3 million deficit, reserve funds for long service leave and staff gratuities were
"seriously below reasonable levels".

This matter was highlighted in a question by the honourable member for Essendon who
made application to the Minister to consider whether local governments can use their
reserve to service their deficits. The Minister should take note of the problems faced by
the Fitzroy City Council.
The fonner Minister for Local Government further stated in the letter that:
... a shortfall of about $776 000 in available funds compared to liabilities should be taken up in accounts.

In the Age a further problem was highlighted by Mr Burfurd who said that workers should
have considered phasing out the over-award payments for the staff of the Fitzroy City
Council who are amongst the highest paid in municipalities throughout Melbourne. This
is the well-controlled council, the high finance people. They have a 35-hour week and all
the other benefits available to workers.
I assure honourable members that the Fitzroy City Council represents the poor and the
needy, so I ask the Minister to take immediate action to rectify the problem.

Mr SHELL (Geelong)-I direct the attention of the Minister for Transport to the car
parking facilities at the North Geelong railway station that are provided by V/Line. There
are two car parks at that railway station, on the west side of the line there are 47 car parks
and 155 on the east side. Unfortunately most of the commuters who use the North
Geelong railway station come from the west side of the line but they have to park on the
east side. In order to do so they must drive their vehicle over the overpass, cross the
Melbourne road and the railway line before they can park.
I have received a number of complaints from commuters who have received parking
infringement fines due to the fact that the lines of the car parking spaces have been remarked. Commuters have parked in a higgledy-piggledy fashion for some time, but they
now find that unless they park within the prescribed lines they will be fined. It is difficult
for them to cross the Melbourne road to park on the east side of the railway line, and to
test the validity of the claims by my constituents, on Friday last I parked at the North
Geelong railway station car park prior to boarding a train travelling to Melbourne. I could
not find any car parking spaces on the west side at 10 o'clock in the morning and found
only three car parking spaces on the east side.
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That was a considerable distance from the station entrance, bearing in mind that the
east side of the car park is a ribbon car park development whereas the west side is a block
car park and provides easy access to the station.
I shall quote a portion of a letter I have received from a constituent. The letter states:
The issuing of parking infringements at North Geelong rail carpark is the final straw adding insult to injury.
The trains cannot be relied on to reach or leave Spencer Street station on time. As far as the new 4.44 p.m. is
concerned a time-table does not exist.

That is an extra frustration being suffered by commuters.
One must bear in mind that the introduction of new services offered by the Cain
Government has increased the patronage on the Geelong rail line. Because of the increase,
car parking facilities are inadequate.
On 4 December 1984, I wrote to the then Minister of Transport, Mr Crabb, about the
lack offacilities for car parking at the North Geelong railway station. Recently, I received
a response from the then Assistant Minister of Transport, who stated:
V/Line has advised that the car park on the west side of the station currently provides 47 spaces for vehicles.
On the east side of the station, within the adjacent road reserve, the car parking area can accommodate
approximately 155 vehicles. Total capacity is thus about 202 spaces which, according to V/Line, caters for a
typical usage of some 166 vehicles. The overall occupancy rate is therefore approximately 82 per cent.
V/Line believes that these 200 or so spaces are sufficient to meet local demand at North Geelong, but it is
noticeable that commuters do not use spaces at either end of the east side car park, possibly because this
necessitates a walk of several hundred metres back to the station entrance.
However, V/Line believes that the best use of available funds at this stage is to improve services. Research
indicates that improvements to the reliability comfort and speed of services are more effective in attracting
patronage than upgrading car parking facilities.

I ask the Minister to take note of my comments and make some attempt to purchase the
property adjacent to the North Geelong station.
Mr BROWN (Gippsland West)-I wish to direct a matter to the attention of the
Minister for Housing, but, in his absence, I address it to the attention of the Minister for
the Arts. The matter I raise is a disgrace and an indictment on the continuing activities of
the Government.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I ask the honourable member for Gippsland West to
recommence his remarks.
Mr BROWN-Last year I raised the fact that it was a disgrace that the Government
allowed 130 "granny flats" to continue to remain empty throughout Victoria for long
periods and, in some cases, for more than twelve months.
One month ago, I raised for the attention of the media that a "granny flat" had been
empty for more than twelve months. That situation has occurred after these matters were
raised six months previously. The new Minister for Housing indicated to the media that
that was completely incorrect and impossible.
In fairness to the new Minister for Housing-and I did not consider it to be his fault as
he had only been in the job for two weeks-I indicated to his office the address in Balwyn
where this "granny flat" had been standing empty for fourteen months. It is beyond
challenge that one "granny faIt" is situated in Balwyn, is empty and has been there and
vacant for fourteen months.
The Deputy Leader of the National Party has made it known to the Ministry of Housing
that a "granny flat" has been standing empty in Echuca for almost twelve months. The
honourable member for Evelyn has made representations on behalf of the electorate he
represents and he has been informed that one has been standing empty in that locality for
almost six months. Today I was advised of another empty "granny flat" at 53 Smith Street,
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Macedon, that had been empty for seven months; indeed, during that time the Ministry
of Housing knew about it because a resident at that property continually made
representations to have the "granny flat" removed.
That is the continuing pattern in this saga. The Ministry is informed at or about the
time a "granny flat" becomes empty but makes no apparent move to have the "granny
flat" taken to an area where it is urgently needed.
Some hundreds of people are on the waiting list for "granny flats". They wait for up to
two years, sometimes longer. Members of Parliament are also aware that during the past
year "granny flats" were dismantled, transported and stored in a factory.
Once again, the Opposition is raising this matter. I do not know how many times an
issue has to be raised before the Government gets the message. As members of an
Opposition, we can only raise the matter in Parliament and continue to highlight the
urgency of the situation. The Minister is now aware of the situation. The former Minister
of Housing was aware of the situation for a considerable period of time but no apparent
move was made. Not only is it a disgrace, but also it is time the Government did something
for people who are desperately awaiting this urgently needed accommodation. The
Opposition demands on behalf of the Victorian constituency that action be taken. It will
raise the matter daily, if necessary. As empty "granny flats" come to our attention on a
daily basis, the Opposition will raise the matter in Parliament.

Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-I raise with the Minister for Employment and
Industrial Affairs the youth guarantee scheme under which 1200 people are to be employed
within the departments of transport, education and health. I understand that 200 of these
appointments have been made through T AFE colleges and some attend the Frankston
T AFE College which is in the electorate I represent.
The Government, during the election campaign, spoke against the youth employment
scheme proposed by the Liberal Party because it provided only 50 per cent of a full wage
as a training wage compared to a full wage to be paid under the youth guarantee scheme.
However, it would appear that only 60 per cent of a full wage is to be paid to the 1200
people to be employed under the youth guarantee scheme. They have been provided with
only 60 per cent and the full amount will be paid when they are in training. By comparison,
a person eighteen years of age, under the youth guarantee scheme, will be paid $84 whereas
a person on the dole receives $81 plus free health services and travelling concessions.
I do not know where the funds are coming from but I ask the Government to honour
the promise it made under the youth guarantee scheme and pay these 1200 people the full
wage they have been promised, not the 60 per cent of the full wage which they are
receiving. The Government made great issue of the fact that the New Opportunities for
Work (NOW) scheme paid 50 per cent as did the YES scheme, but the Government has
come up with exactly the same scheme and added a mere 10 per cent.

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The honourable
member for Murray Valley has demonstrated once again, for honourable members who
were not aware of it, that he is really a man for all seasons in the sense that he has a speech
for all occasions and all audiences. In his speech tonight and in one earlier during the
Supply debate he displayed his economic fundamentalist approach. No doubt a copy of
Hansard will be destined for the sort of constituent to whom he referred in his contribution
during the debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting.
I am confident the honourable member for Murray Valley does not believe the economic
nonsense that he went on with tonight because his own party has been to the forefront in
demonstrating that the previous system of State decentralization and econoIllic assistance
was irrational and had no economic sense whatsoever. That is the reality. It was full of
anomalies. That has been stated before by members of the National PartY, the Liberal
Party and also the Labor Party.
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The previous Minister for Industry, Commerce and Technology instituted a review to
come up with a more rational basis to deal with the anomalies. The chairman of the review
was Mr Stuart McDonald, a former member of the Parliament, indeed, a National Party
member of Parliament. The members on that committee included people from employer
groups as well as people highly skilled in assistance to industry. That committee came up
with a scathing criticism of the previous system and it is nonsense for honourable members
to turn the clock back in this way. The committee was critical offormer arrangements that
paid no heed to need and to the actual requirements of industry and regional development.
The committee presented a detailed report to Parliament on how the Government could
approach this area.
Mr Jasper-Have you read it?
Mr FORDHAM-I can read; it is a problem you have, not me. The previous Minister
for Industry, Commerce and Technology did a magnificent job within the time made
available to him to completely reorientate the assistance to industry. That process is far
from complete. It has been set into a time-table announced some time ago and I look
forward, as Minister, to continuing to respond to the needs of industry both in country
Victoria and in Melbourne. The Government's economic strategy has been shown to work
and will continue to work in the future.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emer$ency Services)-The honourable
member for Malvern made a show of synthetic Indignation over some statutory
declarations. It would have been more impressive if the honourable member had not been
giggling throughout his references to massage parlours, just like a dirty-minded schoolboy.
I have already wasted the time of the Victorian Police Force on one other occasion on
investigating declarations of the sort which the honourable member now draws to the
attention of the House. The advice I received from my department on that occasion was
that no cause for action had been given.
If the honourable member has a reason to suppose that breaches of the law have
occurred, the proper course of action is for him to draw them to the attention of the police
and, until he does that, he will not be regarded in this place as a serious-minded or fair
dinkum member of Parliament.

Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Essendon raised a
matter concerning transport services in the electorate that he represents. I shall have that
matter examined and supply him with an answer.
The honourable member for Geelong raised a matter relating to car parking facilities at
Geelong North railway station and I shall also examine that matter.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
Ivanhoe has given the House the benefit of his knowledge of the Fitzroy municipality,
which seems to have extended from the Heidelberg municipality. No doubt his association
with that area is because of his political activities and his attempt to join the Australian
Labor Party, which attempt was rejected because of his previous association with the
Democratic Labor Party. The honourable member is well serviced in his political activities
in the Heidelberg area and his expertise with respect to the Fitzroy municipality will be of
some benefit to the community when he develops a greater understanding of the issues.
The issues involved in the Fitzroy City Council are complex. They involve the intentions
of a relatively small inner metropolitan municipality to provide services to a diverse
community. The problems associated with meeting those obligations have been analysed
by my colleague, the former Minister for Local Government, Mr Frank Wilkes, and the
formula that has been put in place has already led to a substantial correction of the
position.
In addition, the Government proposes to introduce its policy of restructuring of local
government and Fitzroy is an area that will lend itself to the application of that policy.
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The Government has a program of triennial elections based on the proposition that it will
upgrade the performance of local ~overnment by providin~ a greater status and
representation. The Fitzroy municipalIty is subject to an inquiry In respect of the division
of boundaries which is subject to a report that I shall be announcing shortly.
The House is entitled to expect a more sympathetic approach to local government
problems that are not the best and to assist the desires of local government to meet the
commitment that the community demands of it.

Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-The honourable member for Gippsland West
raised his concern about some aspects of the administration of the "granny flat" scheme.
The honourable member is well-known for interest in flats. I shall draw this specific aspect
in that interest to the attention of the Minister for Housing.
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-The honourable member
for Frankston South raised a matter of concern regarding the youth guarantee scheme,
although he spent more time talking about the discredited Opposition Youth Employment
Scheme which purported initially to pay 50 per cent of award wages to unemployed youth
and then varied it on a week by week basis depending on which way the wind prevailed.
The reality is that the Government, by the end of its term, will provide to all young
people aged eighteen year or younger, either full-time education, full-time training, a fulltime job, or an acceptable combination of all three, and that is what will be achieved.
The motion was agreed to.

The House adjourned at 11.9 p. m.

410

Questions without Notice

24 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

Wednesday, 24 April 1985
The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 11.4 a.m. and read the
prayer.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Will the Premier confirm that the
Government received information from the Costigan Royal Commission in October last
year containing allegations that the Essington group of companies was associated with the
movements of cash for illegal purposes and taxation fraud?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-As the Leader of the Opposition knows, the Government and the
Commonwealth Government received the Costigan report with certain recommendations
that parts of the report should be made public and other parts should remain confidential.
A series of decisions has been undertaken by the two Governments on those
recommendations and all aspects of the report. The Commonwealth Government is still
considering some aspects of the report. I understand a statement will be made in the
Commonwealth Parliament some time during the next month or so. However, in the
meantime both Governments have acted in accordance with the recommendations and
have maintained confidentiality of those parts of the report as recommended, except where
good reason to the contrary exists. Appropriate action has been taken.

STATE INSURANCE OFFICE
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I refer the Treasurer to the
serious losses being suffered by the State Insurance Office, which have been highlighted by
the annual report released a few weeks ago. In the interests of the Victorian public and in
view of the serious effect the continuing losses of the State Insurance Office will have on
State finances, will the Treasurer consider giving a monthly report on the position of the
office? I make that request in a constructive manner because the State is facing a serious
financial problem and the Treasurer has an obligation to keep the public informed. I ask
him to include in the monthly report the effects of third-party insurance on the losses of
the office.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-It is important that I make a distinction between the areas in
which the State Insurance Office competes with the private sector and compulsory thirdparty insurance. In the areas where the office competes with the private sector it is
operating at a profit. That fact was confirmed in the annual report for 1983-84. The
Government introduced proposed legislation that extended the franchise of the State
Insurance Office so that it could move into other areas to compete with the private sector
and make a profit. The area of compulsory third-party insurance has presented a problem
for many years. It relates to the fact that the previous Government did not change the
system and refused to introduce premium increases for many years-probably at least ten
years, although I am still checking on this matter. It forced the State Insurance Office to
invest in the Consolidated Fund and the interest on those earnings accrued to Treasury,
not the State Insurance Office. That process continued until 1975. It was a mechanism for
undermining the State Insurance Office.
I point out once again that compulsory third-party insurance is an area in which it is
impossible to make a profit in the normal sense of the word. The reporting mechanisms
that have been established in the State Insurance Office with upgraded annual reports are
the appropriate mechanisms of reporting to Parliament. That is the approach the
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Government has been adopting. It will continue to improve the quality of information,
which will be recorded in the annual report of the State Insurance Office for 1984-85.

PROPOSED INDUSTRIAL ACTION IN TECHNICAL SCHOOLS
Mr CUNNINGHAM (Derrimut)-Can the Minister for Education provide details of
the industrial action proposed by the Technical Teachers Union of Victoria and of the
Government's response?
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I am aware of the telex sent by the Technical
Teachers Union of Victoria calling for a stop-work meeting on Wednesday, 8 May. The
Government regrets the disruption that that will cause to schools, to school programs and
to the children involved in those programs, especially as that disruption is both unnecessary
and unjustified.
Equally, the Government is concerned that vacancies exist at some technical schools
and has taken steps to resolve that issue. In fact, 114 vacancies currently exist in technical
schools but there are 220 teachers in excess. It is not always possible to match a teacher in
excess with a specific vacancy in a school because different areas of the State may be
involved.
However, I have made what I see as a good offer: The Government is prepared to
employ additional staff to meet 65 of the 114 vacancies and, in respect of the other 49
positions, I have instructed the Director-General of Education to obtain information from
the principals concerned as to which teachers may be available for transfer, if necessary.
In other words, I am attempting to identify teachers who can be transferred and to set up
a sufficient data base to enable the problem to be solved.
In doing that, I do not believe the Government is in breach of any industrial agreement
because the agreement allows for principals to identify teachers who may be available for
transfer, if the Government believes that to be a proper approach to the problem.

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-Will the Premier inform the House whether the
Costigan Royal Commission had completed its inquiries into the Essington group of
companies-before the Premier stated on 21 January that Essington Ltd had passed his
vetting process with flying colours?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-If the honourable member had examined the record, he would
not ask such a question. The Costigan inquiry concluded in October last year or a little
earlier; I cannot recall the precise date. If the honourable member had had regard to that
matter, the first part of his question would have answered itself.
As I have already indicated, Mr Costigan made reference to certain matters that were,
at his suggestion, referred to the National Crime Authority. That is where the matter rests.

STATUTORY DUTY OF AUDITORS
Mr HANN (Rodney)-My question to the Premier, in his new capacity as representative
in this House of the Attorney-General, relates to the huge damages award against the
auditors associated with Cambridge Credit Corporation Ltd and the liquidator appointed
in that matter. Does the Government view with concern the auditors' failure to carry out
their responsibilities, and what efforts are being made through the Corporate Affairs Office
to ensure that auditors carry out their responsibilities in the future?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I indicate to the House that I
do not represent the Attorney-General in this House. I am prepared to answer the question,
if the honourable member so wishes, or it can be answered by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services who does represent the Attorney-General.
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Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The Attorney-General
has noted the widespread concern within the accountancy profession arising from the
judgment to which the honourable member refers. I shall ensure that the honourable
member is advised by the Attorney-General of the outcome of his deliberations.

BUILDING TRADES FUND
Mr SEITZ (Keilor)-Will the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs inform
the House of any immediate changes proposed to the long service leave contribution rates
of the building trades fund of the construction industry and the effects this will have?
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs)-Honourable members
will be aware that contributions to the building trades fund of the construction industry
long service leave scheme have been held at 3 per cent since 1980. Given the remarkable
degree of attention that honourable members opposite give to such char~es in the State,
no doubt they will be pleased to learn that from 1 June the contributIon rate will be
reduced from 3 per cent to 2·5 per cent, which is a reduction of one-sixth. This will
effectively mean that the annual collection of funds from the building industry will be
reduced by $2 million, giving an added boost to an industry already experiencing boom
conditions due to the economic policies of this Government.
The building trades fund, which began in 1977, is now operating on such a financially
sound basis that it can cover all the liabilities that have accrued since then and those preexisting liabilities that were picked up and subject to the actuarial review which has been
taking place. The fund is able to reduce the contribution rate and meet all its obligations,
and I congratulate the board and the executive of the fund for achieving such great success.

ESSINGTON LTD
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I address a further question to the Premier,
in view of the lack of an answer to a question asked earlier today. Given that last year the
Government received the Costigan report containing substantial references to the Essington
group and the Premier's claim today that inquiries are being carried out at the Federal
level, will the Premier inform the House now whether those Federal inquiries were
completed or whether he inquired about their completion before he said publicly on 21
January this year that the company involved had been fully vetted and had passed all
vetting with flying colours?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I can add only that that matter is before the National Crime
Authority; how it handles its business and in what order it does so is a matter for that
authority.
I can assist the Leader of the Opposition by saying that it is my understanding that the
National Crime Authority does not have a formal reference on those matters in the way
prescribed in legislation. The matters are under consideration, as suggested by Mr Costigan,
by the National Crime Authority.

CONSUMER PRICE INDEX FIGURES
Mr HOCKLEY (Bentleigh)-Will the Treasurer provide the House with details of the
latest consumer price index figures and their impact on the Victorian economy?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The consumer price index figures that were released today
will be welcomed by every honourable member, because once again they indicate how
well this State is performing.
The consumer price index figures are good across the nation and especially in Victoria.
Over the twelve months to the March quarter the national increase in the consumer price
index was 4·4 per cent. That is a fine achievement compared with the immediate past
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when this nation was governed by a conservative coalition Government in Canberra and
a conservative Government in VIctoria.
The increase in the consumer price index to the March quarter this year is 4·4 per cent
across the nation and 4·3 per cent in Victoria. Not only is Victoria below the national
average for the past twelve months, but also for the March quarter of 1985, the national
average increase was 1·4 per cent but only 1·2 per cent in Victoria.
It is not long ago that the Leader of the Opposition shot off his mouth and said that
Victoria was the inflation capital of Australia. The figures demonstrate that the Government
has inflation under control and that Victoria has the lowest inflation rate of all State
capitals for the March quarter.
Honourable members should note the figures for Queensland, which the honourable
member for Brighton referred to as the "loved and berated" Queensland. The increase in
the consumer price index in Brisbane is 1·6 per cent compared with the increase in Victoria
of 1·2 per cent. That highlights more than anything else that the economic philosophy of
the State and Federal Labor Governments of tackling the problems of inflation and
unemployment simultaneously has worked. The former Federal Liberal Government's
policy to reduce inflation first proved to be a disaster across the nation.
Victoria is now benefiting ~eatly from the policies of the Federal and Cain Labor
Governments. That is clearly Illustrated by the low increase in the consumer price index
of 1· 2 per cent for Victoria.

DAIRY INDUSTRY
Mr AUSTIN (Ripon)-Will the Premier renew his pre-election commitment to win for
Victorian dairy farmers a fair share of the national market by selling Victorian milk
interstate; if so, when will he implement that plan?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The Government has done more for the dairy industry than any
other State Government in the past twenty years. A package of proposals has been put
together, and the package is reasonable. If the dairy industry wishes to take it further and
transport Victorian milk interstate, the Government will be in it. The dairy industry is
aware of that. Over the past two years, the Government, unlike the Opposition when it
was in government, has had the backing of the industry. The Government spoke to those
concerned about the industry and put together a package that had the support of all State
Governments and all dairy industry interests in those States. The Federal Government
has now come up with a package that is far better than anything that has been produced in
the past two and a half years.
The package put together by Victoria in February forced the Federal Government into
the situation where the entire industry, and Victoria's industry in particular, received
better proposals from the Federal Government than ever before. The dairy industry is
genuinely grateful to the Government for its concern, interest and endeavour to ensure
that the industry is looked after.
The package announced this week by the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs has
the general support of the industry. All honourable members are aware that the lion's
share-some 85 per cent-of what Victorian dairy farmers receive is from the proceeds of
manufactured milk. The Victorian Government has shown initiative, and it has the
support of the industry right across the State in a way that demonstrates the fact that it
regards the Government as having achieved far more for the industry than any previous
Government.

DEPARTMENT OF MINERALS AND ENERGY
. Mr B. J. EVANS (Gippsland East)-I ask the Minister for Industry, Technology and
Resources whether he can inform the House of the current status of the Department of
Minerals and Energy and whether the Government will disband the Ministry, and if so,
where the functions of the Ministry will be located.
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Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The Premier
made an announcement on this matter many weeks ago and I am surprised that the
usually diligent honourable member for Gippsland East has not kept up with these plans.
The Premier indicated that the former Department of Minerals and Energy and the
former Department of Industry, Commerce and Technology were to be brought together
into the new Ministry. A two-stage arrangement has been established whereby the former
Department of Minerals and Energy is now titled as the Office of Minerals and Energy
within the Department of Industry, Technology and Resources. At the same time, the
Public Service Board has initiated a review which involves stafffrom the Victorian Public
Service Association, and the former components of the two separate Ministries with a
view to arriving at a more comprehensive structure over the next three months.
This move has been made as part of the Government's economic strategy and as a
further indication to industry of its willingness to cut back any difficulties industry has in
dealing with Government. A single source of advice and aSSIstance will be available for
economic development.
Victoria continues to lead the nation in economic development and this will be enhanced
by this further step. I have no doubt it will prove to be of positive benefit to the people of
Victoria.

BINGO INDUSTRY
Mr ANDRIANOPOULOS (St Albans)-Can the Minister for Sport and Recreation
inform the House what action has been taken to review the bingo industry in Victoria?
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-The bingo industry has had a
dramatic growth in recent years. In line with the Government's policy of periodically
reviewing all systems of gaming, and in consultation with the people concerned, the Raffles
and Bingo Permits Board is conducting a review of bingo. The board has placed
advertisements in newspapers inviting submissions from the public on whether the
operation of bingo should be altered. The board has sent out questionnaires to more than
1200 permit holders asking for their views. It has received 600 replies from those
questionnaires with various matters being raised by the public and by permit holders. The
matters being inquired into are whether there should be a maximum prize amount and
whether overhead expenses can be reduced to allow permit holders to maximize returns. I
can inform the House that it has been a successful review and I expect the report and
recommendations to be presented to me within the next two or three weeks.

PETROL PRICES
Mr I. W. SMITH (Polwarth)-I ask the Treasurer to confirm that when the new petrol
prices take effect, the State taxes will be at the rate of 4 cents a litre, yielding in a full year
in excess of $200 million. What proportion of that tax will the Treasurer recommend to
the Premier should be forfeited to meet his statement that fuel price rises should be phased
in?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-In respect of the business franchise fee that applies to petrol
in Victoria, the honourable member would be aware it is not set as a flat amount or a litre
amount, but it is set in percentage terms.
As all honourable members would be aware, any decisions in regard to taxation will be
made in the context of the over-all Budget for 1985.

WINE INDUSTRY
Mr ROWE (Essendon)-Can the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources
inform the House what assistance is being provided to the wine industry to further its
development in this State?

415

6

Questions without Notice

ASSEMBLY 24 April 1985

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The Government
has recognized both the present performance of this industry and its enormous potential
for Victoria. This was specifically referred to within the economic strategy and in the
commitment made by the Government last year. New and closer working relationships
have been developed with the wine industry in Victoria.

I welcomed the recently published report of the Economic and Budget Review Committee
which examined a number of important aspects of this industry which are currently under
scrutiny within the Government and will be discussed with the industry. I know the
industry fairly well from my own personal experience over a number of years. I know it
welcomed the Government's demonstrated willingness to work with it for its further
development.
One of the major focuses has been the development of the Wine Industry Association
and the establishment of an authentication scheme. An amount of$145 ()()() has now been
set aside for the development of that scheme in this State. Some $40 000 has already been
made available to the Wine Industry Association for the purpose of engaging an executive
officer to develop the scheme.
Mr John Ellis, who is well known to many members of this House, particularly those
who have an abiding affection for wine, has been engaged. Mr Ellis played a very important
role at the Tisdall company and we are very fortunate to have his services made available
to the wine industry as a whole and to the Government.
The remainder of the funds set aside for the scheme will be used for the design and
preparation of appropriate material and for the over-all promotion of the scheme, which,
it is anticipated, will be under way later this year.
I am sure the scheme will enable Victoria to develop a special market niche here,
interstate and overseas for what is clearly a superior product-that is, Victorian wine. For
far too long the quality of Victorian wine has not been appreciated and, through this
scheme and other devices that the Government is developing in association with the
industry, we can look forward to a major growth of the industry in the years ahead.
Honourable members representing the grape growing district are very excited and
supportive of the initiatives.
I shall make a brief reference to the recent international wine and spirit exhibition View
Australia 85 which was held in Victoria and which provided a major opportunity for
Victorian wine makers to demonstrate their products to what was really an international
audience. A lot of publicity was generated through the media and people came from
around the world to see something of Victoria's tremendous success story of recent years.
The Government funded the Victorian pavilion at the exhibition at a cost of $57 000.
More than 40 Victorian winemakers were represented and the exhibition was an outstanding
success. The efforts of the Government were also encouraged because the pavilion was
judged as the best over-all stand at the exhibition.
These are some of the new initiatives the Government has taken in this area in recent
times and I look forward, in my role in this new Ministry, to further assisting in the years
ahead.

PETROL PRICES
Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I refer to the answer given by the Treasurer to a question
asked by the honourable member for Polwarth and I ask the Premier: Does that answer by
the Treasurer mean that the Premier is prepared to criticize the revenue raising activities
of the Commonwealth in relation to petrol prices but that he is not prepared to readjust
the Victorian taxes on petrol to ensure that very same decision is not passed on in
increased costs to Victorian motorists?
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The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Brighton that it is not the
accepted practice to ask one Minister to comment on an answer provided by another
Minister. I suggest that the honourable member for Brighton should rephrase the question.
Mr STOCKDALE-Will the Premier indicate whether he is prepared to criticize the
Commonwealth but is not prepared to reduce Victoria's tax on petrol in an effort to
protect Victorian motorists from increased costs as a result of the very decision by the
Commonwealth Government that he has criticized?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I have expressed criticism because I believe that Victorian, and
indeed, Australian, motorists ought not to be required to contribute some $660 millionwhich is what I understand it amounts to-in one hit. That is the amount that would flow
from the increase in a full year, with subsequent adjustments resulting from changes in
the exchange rate.
The amount of $200 million is what Victorians would contribute to that amount; it is
not what Victoria gets but the amount that Victorians contribute. Victorian motorists
would pay $200 million. Is the Opposition suggesting that Victoria should be penalized
and should pay back in some way money that has been taken from it by the Commonwealth?
If that is the philosophy of the Opposition, I can only say that it is not mine. I will have
no part of it.
What I have suggested, and what I believe is proper in a case where an increase of this
dimension is contemplated, is that the Commonwealth should be prepared to phase in the
increase in such a way that, if there is some later adjustment consequent upon there being
a rise in the value of the Australian dollar-and that may well occur-motorists may not
have to suffer the full effects of the increase. There would be a set-off. If the Opposition
wishes to pursue a policy of burdening Victorian motorists with an increase of 4 cents a
litre in one hit, let it say so. That is not the policy of the Government; we believe it is
wrong, for all the reasons that have been expressed.
I shall continue to say that I believe the Commonwealth is wrong in endeavouring to
implement the increase in that way. That is what I believe. The important point is that
there should be support from the Opposition for what this Government is doing, rather
than criticism.

PETITION
Shop trading hours
The Clerk-I have received the following petition for presentation to Parliament:
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLA TIVE ASSEMBLY IN PARLIAMENT ASSEMBLED:
The humble petition of the undersigned citizens of the State of Victoria sheweth that the present Labour and
Industry Act 1958 is unfair, unjust and discriminatory. Your petitioners therefore pray that the law be changed
to allow shopkeepers and customers to decide between themselves when to transact their business without
interference from the Government.
And your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Tanner (166 signatures)
It was ordered that the petition be laid on the table.

ADMINISTRATIVE ARRANGEMENTS ORDERS
Mr CAIN (Premier)-By leave, I move:
That there be presented to this House a copy of Administrative Arrangements Orders Nos 17, 18, 19,20 and
21 of 1985.
Session 1985-14
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Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I understand that these Administrative
Arrangements Orders concern changes affecting the procedures involved in government
referred to by the Premier earlier this year.
Obviously, the Opposition looks forward to the Government making any changes that
bring about restraint in the way in which the Government of the day operates and we hope
that changes will be made to save the funds of the people of this State through greater
efficiency and effectiveness. However, I should hope that, so long as this Government
remains in office, when orders of this kind are introduced they will also mean improvements
in the way in which this Parliament operates.
It should be recognized that, although the Opposition is prepared to co-operate with the
Government in matters of this nature, it cannot continue to accept the fact that it receives
no answers to the questions it asks. There is absolutely no point in the Premier and the
Government taking action to improve the efficiency and effectiveness of departments if
they refuse to provide Parliament with a clear understanding of the way in which these
things operate.
It is obvious that, although the Government is moving for efficiency and effectiveness
in its administrative arrangements, it is not moving in a similar direction in its general
operation. It is not good enough for the Opposition to seek information continually and
continually to be refused answers to simple, logical questions to which not only Parliament
but also the people of Victoria deserve answers.

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

PAPER
The following paper, pursuant to the direction of an Act of Parliament, was laid on the
table by the Clerk:
Education Department-Report for the year 1983-84-0rdered to be printed.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
The SPEAKER announced the presentation of a message from His Excellency the
Governor recommending that an appropriation be made from the Consolidated Fund for
the purposes of the Victorian Economic Development Corporation (Amendment) Bill.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, April 30.

This is merely a formal motion to ensure that members do not have to turn up on Anzac
Day.
The motion was agreed to.

BANK HOLIDAYS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr CRABB (Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs) moved for leave to bring
in a Bill to repeal section 7A of the Bank Holidays Act 1958 and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.
418

24 April 1985

Town and Country Planning Bill

ASSEMBLY

9

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (TRANSFER OF
FUNCTIONS) BILL
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources) moved for leave to bring in a Bill
to transfer the land use planning functions of the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of
Works to the Minister for Planning and Environment, to amend the Town and Country
Planning Act 1961, the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works Act 1958 and other
Acts and for other purposes.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was brought in and read a first time.

SUPPLY (1985-86, No. 1) BILL
The debate (interrupted on the previous day) on the motion ofMr Jolly (Treasurer) for
the second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr TANNER (Caulfield)-In concluding my remarks that I commenced last evening,
I say that the Supply Bill exposes the ideological strait-jacket in which this Government
now finds itself and the bankruptcy of its economic strategy. Through the Supply Bill the
Government intends to provide a continuation of its policies and its economic strategy,
that have operated over the past 36 months. That strategy has seen an increase in
expenditure of more than 57 per cent, coupled with an increase in State taxes and charges
of 60 per cent and also an increase in the State's indebtedness of 60 per cent. That has led
to the average household in Victoria having a State public debt of $17 500.
Through the Supply Bill, the Government proposes the continuation of the economic
strategy, a strategy that was originally introduced by the Government to reduce the
intolerably high unemployment level. The unemployment level however, has risen from
6 per cent to 8 per cent-from 118 000 unemployed to more than 160 000 unemployedin the 36 months that the strategy has been in place. The strategy has been a total failure,
and yet the Government intends, through the Supply Bill and its expenditure-and also,
by implication, the revenue that will be required to finance it-to continue with the
strategy.
Throughout the debate on the Supply Bill, honourable members have seen the total
contempt in which members of the Government party hold this Parliament and the public
of Victoria. Honourable members would be aware that the Parliament has met for only
six days in the past five months, and it is proposed that it meet for only fourteen days this
sessional period. That means that by the time the Parliamentary session ends, Parliament
would have met for only fourteen days in seven months. Total contempt is being expressed
by the Government towards the Parliament of Victoria and the public.
The Government has further compounded that contempt by the totally inadequate
second-reading speech accompanying the Bill that was made by the Treasurer. Through
the Bill the Treasurer has committed the Government and the people of Victoria to an
expenditure of $3 490 419 000, which is an astronomical amount of money. If one looks
back a few years, that amount would have been incomprehensible to the average Australian
and Victorian and yet, under this Government, amounts such as that are becoming
nothing more than Mickey Mouse sums. The Australian dollar has been devalued and one
shudders at the effect that that devaluation might have even on the Supply Bill in the
months ahead.
The Government's economic strategy has burdened the people of Victoria with vast tax
increases, and yet it has not tackled the self-admitted high unemployment level. The
strategy has been a total failure and one about which the Victorian public shudders and
one which will burden future generations of Victorians.
Mrs SIBREE (Kew)-In addressing my remarks to the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill, I
support my colleague, the honourable member for Brighton, in the remarks that he made
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in his contribution. I congratulate him on a fine speech that related to matters that concern
us all as Victorians in terms of the economy and future prospects, not only for Victorians
who are currently in the employment market and part of the system but also for young
Victorians and future generations.
In answer to questions in the House in recent days regarding matters of grave
importance-such as the State Insurance Office, the Victoria project, Victoria's economic
growth and whether the growth in the Victorian economy is as strong as the Premier and
Treasurer would like to believe-time and again both the Premier and the Treasurer
reverted to history to apparently give them excuses for their bad performances.
Members of the Government party keep going back to past records and to past
Governments, so much so that over the past few weeks of this new Parliament both the
Premier and the Treasurer appear to have presented themselves as historians rather than
as economic managers. They will go down in history as being bad economic managers.
The Supply Bill is part of the ten-year strategy for economic growth released by the
Government approximately eighteen months ago. In the opinion of the Opposition, this
is not a ten-year strategy for economic growth but a ten-year disaster plan which will lead
the State further and further into debt and further behind in any economic recovery either
in this country or in the world. It is leaving young people without hope for the future, for
their rightful place in society, for their rights to full employment, training and a fruitful
future.
The Supply Bill continues the high taxing, high spending, myopic approach of the
Government. The other day I read an economic paper critical of Keynesian economics,
which contained an apt description of the Victorian Government's attitude. The writer
commented that Keynesian economics was for a decaying civilization. The Victorian
Government's economic policy at present is programmed for a decaying economy in
Victoria.
Interestingly, the more positive aspects of the Bill flow from Liberal Party policy presented
before the last State election. I am pleased that the Government is taking notice of the
constructive suggestions of the Opposition. This applies to some of the rearrangements
the Government has made in its Ministerial administration, although concern has been
expressed to me by community groups on the rearranging of some responsibilities.
I very much welcome the change in responsibilities for children's services, a policy
developed by me in conjunction with others. A Liberal Party Government would rearrange
the delivery of children's services by taking them out of the Health Commission area and
placing then in a new human resources Ministry.
In part, the Government has adopted some of the Opposition's policy by transferring
kindergartens and some other areas of children's services into the new community resources
portfolio of the Minister for Community Welfare Services. This is a positive move, but it
does not go sufficiently far enough for the better co-ordination of children's services
pursuant to the review of early childhood services which was initiated by the Government.
In order to do a proper job in this area other services such as infant welfare and early
childhood development programs also should be transferred to the Department of
Community Resources. I hope this can be achieved between the responsible Ministers
and that a properly co-ordinated children's service will result. Children's services can be
more efficiently delivered through a central co-ordinating division. However, to its credit,
the Government has pinched some of the Liberal Party's policies to improve these services.
It is a shame that the Government has not taken more heed of some of the major
economic policies of the Opposition. I am concerned about the reorganization of the
responsibility for youth affairs. I commend the Government for adopting almost the whole
of the Liberal Party's youth affairs policy; admittedly the Liberal Party policy was out
before the Labor Party had even started to get its together. The Government has established
an Office of Youth Affairs based on that policy. The office has proper status and standing
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but I am concerned that that office has now become part of the Department of Employment
and Industrial Affairs. Many people in the field are concerned, and I share their concern,
that this sensitive area is not just about young people's employment opportunities and
future but also more about their personal development and the co-ordination of that
development through the education system and family resources that are needed by young
people if that system should fail.
There has been much criticism of the new Office of Youth Affairs moving into the
Department of Employment and Industrial Affairs. The move is appropriate only with a
view to the youth guarantee scheme which the Government quickly proposed just before
this State election. That scheme is not the answer to the problems faced by young
unemployed. The concept was ill-conceived and through it the Government cannot provide
real freedom of choice to young people or give them a sense of responsibility. Once again
I express my reservations about placing the office under the responsibility of the Department
of Employment and Industrial Affairs because it could not be as critical as it could be and
may not properly represent the broader aspects of youth affairs. The Community Services
Department should have been restructured to cater for a human resources Ministry as was
suggested by the Liberal Party. The Office of Youth Affairs would have been better placed
in the Department of the Premier and Cabinet where all the interests of young people
could be represented, not just their employment interests.
I am particularly concerned about the attitude expressed in the past few weeks by the
Office of Youth Affairs. I have had discussions with major youth groups since the changes
have taken place. I have been led to believe that only the so-called "disadvantaged" groups
will be given priority as expressed in meetings called by the Office of Youth Affairs to
explain the Government's new thinking on youth affairs. The Government should carefully
consider where it intends to spend the precious amount of money set aside for youth
affairs. I am concerned that the Government will throw the baby out with the bath water.
Some traditional groups like the boy scouts and girl guides associations, which are
celebrating their 75th anniversary of services to young people, are perceived by some
members of the Government as providing services only to advantaged children. That is
an utter misconception and of particular concern to me. Those traditional groups are
voluntary and have assisted young people in their personal development for many years.
They have provided services to many disadvantaged youngsters who would otherwise be
further disadvantaged if they had not had access to that type of personal development and
discipline and leadership skills.
The Government should not forget those organizations because they have the greatest
access to young people. Approximately 25 per cent of young people in the appropriate age
groups join those organizations and try to develop themselves personally as well as acquire
new skills. The Government should not forget that a large percentage of the young people
associated with those organizations are handicapped. Those organizations paved the way
to helping disadvantaged youngsters who are handicapped, in wheelchairs and so on. The
Government and the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs should take note
that some of those organizations have been told by officers of the department not to lobby
them because they do not want to be bothered by them.
If the Government considers it is an open Government, is concerned about and listens
to people, and ifit is concerned about the $10 million "poverty problem" that honourable
members are hearing about, it should take careful stock of the community organizations
that offer real help, what they have been doing and for how long they have been doing it. I
express grave concern that the Government is in the situation it is in because the Minister
cannot give the matter his adequate attention.
I turn to the Government's so-called economic strategy. I refer to Budget Paper, No. 2,
Budget Strategy and Review 1984-85, issued by the Treasurer. Page 89 refers to the
initiatives in the 1984-85 Budget and the outlook for the labour market in 1984-85, and
it states:
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Following the turnaround in economic activity in Australia in 1983-84, the outlook for 1984-85 is one of
continued growth, and Victoria is again expected to show stronger growth than the rest of Australia. Employment
recovered strongly in Victoria after April 1983 and in 1984-85 average employment is expected to rise by 54000
or 3·2 per cent due to the expected increase in non-farm output of 5 to 5·5 per cent. For the rest of Australia,
average employment is expected to increase by about 3 per cent.

When the Treasurer presented the Budget, his prediction was a 3·2 per cent growth in
employment in Victoria which represented a target growth of 54 000 for the current year.
When the honourable member for Brighton was speaking earlier in this debate, he
mentioned the employment figures for the past nine months. Three-quarters of this year
has already passed and the growth of employment in Victoria has been 27 500. In other
words, approximately 1·5 per cent growth has occurred in the past nine months so the
Government has reached only half its target of growth rate for employment.
The Government has no hope, as does the Federal Government with its current strategy,
of reaching its targeted employment growth of 54 000 new people in the work force in
Victoria for the year 1984-85. The Treasurer is way off target and the Government knows
it. The figure reached is 27000 in nine months. Where is the growth? What has been
achieved? Because growth cannot come from the private sector, whatever growth there
has been has come from the public sector.
As shadow Treasurer, the honourable member for Brighton, ably pointed out earlier in
this debate, that the employment growth over the past nine months in Victoria compared
to other States as a percentage of growth means that Victoria is behind New South Wales,
Queensland, Tasmania and the Northern Territory. All Victoria can manage to do is to be
slightly better than South Australia, Western Australia and the Australian Capital Territory.
According to the Treasurer, Victoria has a proud history of employment growth; yet he
has not been able to achieve half the targeted employment growth and there is only three
months of the year remaining. That is a serious matter which should concern honourable
members.
What has the Government offered to the young unemployed, especially those in the
fifteen to nineteen-year-age category? One should not forget that when the Government
came to office in 1982 the number of young people in this category who were out of a job
was, in fact, 9800 fewer than it is today. As of March 1985, the number of young people in
the age group looking for work was 27 900. Admittedly, during the month of March that
figure dropped by a few thousand, due mainly to the fact that many of them decided to go
back into an educational setting, back into secondary or technical schools-a commendable
move on their part.
The true situation is that these young people were forced back into an educational
setting because there was no point in them staying in the employment market. The
Government must face the fact that during its time in office the number of fifteen to
nineteen year olds unemployed has increased by 9800.
What is the Government offering these young people over the next four years? During
the election campaign, the Government offered a youth guarantee scheme. It offered to
create 5000 full-time or part-time jobs in educational experience or training experience
positions over the next four years. That will not go even halfway toward solving the
current problem that the Government created over the past three years, when an extra
10 000 young people came into the situation of having either no work or no place in the
educational system.
The Government offers very little choice-in fact, no choice at all. It offers 1250 work
study positions in health, education and transport-all in the public sector. It cannot be
offered outside the public sector; the Government will not allow it.
The honourable member for Frankston South during the adjournment debate last night
pointed to the be~nning of the so-called work study positions. Apparently, approximately
ten of those positIOns have been made available at the Frankston T AFE College in various
clerical and other situations.
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One of the main criticisms by the Government of the Liberal Party's youth employment
scheme during the last State election campaign was that that scheme was, according to
them-and quite unfairly-going to be paying people at a rate less than the dole. That was
far from the truth and the Liberal Party showed clearly that that was not so.
According to the honourable member for Frankston South, these new work study
positions being offered at the Frankston TAFE College for fifteen to nineteen-year-olds are
based on three days' work and two days' training at the college. The wage for these young
people is-wait for it-60 per cent of the junior wage applicable to this age group. The
honourable member for Frankston South and myself sat down last night and did our sums
and we estimated that these young people will be paid less than the dole. The Government
that bleated and criticized the Liberal Party during the last State election campaign could
not come up with any broadly-based, constructive training scheme and now that it has
come up with a youth guarantee scheme, the first positions available to young people carry
a wage that is less than the dole!
The Treasurer is not bothering to listen to me, but it might be a good idea for him to
check out the facts and establish who has the interests of young people at heart in this
State. The Government has dragooned young people into the public sector in the health,
education and transport areas, then it conveniently pays them a wage that is less than the
dole. It does not allow the private sector to take part in a training scheme which would
give young people a choice of training or work, but it then has the audacity to pay these
young people at less than the dole.
Who is to be believed, Sir? In 1985, the Government is to create 700 apprenticeship
positions. The facts oflife are that since July 1984 there has been an upsurge in the number
of apprenticeships. Most of those positions were created because of the $1750 bonus from
the Commonwealth Government with an extra bonus for employing female apprentices.
Information I have received from reliable sources indicates that there are some 500 new
apprentices who cannot get into trade courses because no courses or teachers are available.
These apprentices are mainly from the building and food industries. They were taken on
as apprentices over the past few months but they cannot now get into trade courses and
there is no indication that they will be able to get into these courses later in the year.
The Government speaks about its youth guarantee scheme. Its guarantee is worth
nothing; it cannot deliver.
During the next four years, 5000 young people will possibly have the opportunity of
choosing to work in a Government position or accept an apprenticeship position in order
to avail themselves of the so-called youth guarantee scheme but the rest can just forget it.
That is 22 900, fifteen to nineteen-year-olds who can forget about that opportunity because
the Government is not prepared to allow the private sector to involve itself in the same
type of scheme that is available at Frankston and other T AFE colleges at present.
It is completely unfair and unjust to young people and it reeks of the Government
having no long-term policy on what the youth guarantee scheme will produce in this State.
The Government has failed to come to terms with the Kirby report on youth training-a
matter that has been of concern to the Victorian and Federal Governments for a number
of years.

The Age editorial of 22 April 1985 was headed "no more stalling on youngjobless". The
editorial commented on the report by Peter Kirby, whose ideas completely reflected the
youth employment scheme proposed by the Liberal Party. The editorial stated:
Despite an excellent report by Mr Peter Kirby three months ago, despite the issue being central to the Victorian
and federal election campaigns, and a long submission on the subject to the national wage case by the Confederation
of Australian Industry, youth unemployment remains shamefully high.
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A youth wage freeze, or small reduction, undoubtedly would enrage the unions, but it might also put young
people into useful careers. the new training proposals might have rough edges for the first year or two, but they
could also make many young people more attractive to employers.

The editor of the Age understands what it is all about. The community understands wnat
it is all about. However, the Government does not seem to understand what it is all about
because it has developed a very hasty scheme-a guarantee that is not a guarantee. It is
not worth the piece of paper on which it is written when, today, 500 apprentices cannot
get into their proper courses in TAPE colleges.
That is not good enough and is a disgrace. The Government was involved in a "con"
job on young Victorians. Why the Government did not involve the private sector in a
total youth employment scheme, as the Liberal Party proposed, is beyond my
comprehension. It is typical of the Government's myopia: The Government should do
everything; the Government is the only area that knows best; the community does not
know best; the community does not know how to spend its money, so the Government
will take as much money as it can away from it. That attitude is a disgrace and so is the
so-called youth guarantee scheme.
I commend the Government on appointing Mr Peter Kirby as the Director of the Youth
Guarantee Directorate. However, as a result of that action twenty committees and subcommittees are trying to work out what to do next. Growth in employment has to be in
the private sector.
The indications are far from what the Treasurer would like Victorians to believe.
From various indicators prepared by different groups, and apart from the Australian
Bureau of Statistics figures, which I quoted earlier, it is interesting to note that the National
Australia Bank reported in February that only modest increases in el}lployment could be
expected in 1985. The bank surveyed the employment intentions of firms for the next
twelve months and the findings indicated that 20 per cent of firms would increase their
number of employees. A significant number, 18 per cent, indicated that there would be a
decline in the numbers employed, and 61 per cent, well over half of the firms surveyed,
anticipated that employment levels would remain static. It is obvious that they will remain
static when the Victorian Government takes away the incentives for creating employment.
The Government is not allowing the private sector sufficient scope and flexibility to
create new employment opportunities, particularly for young people. The Government is
kidding itself by its proposal to provide places for young people at TAPE educational
institutions and so forth without providing resources to do that.
Finally, I shall comment on the skewing of the books by the Government concerning
local government funding. In answer to a question on 4 April, asked by the honourable
member for Mornington about the problems created by the reduction of the amount local
government was receiving from the Federal Government in respect of its tax sharing
arrangements, the Minister for Local Government, Mr Simmonds, stated that there would
be no decision in Victoria about the 2 per cent personal income tax grants to local
government. In this year, approximately $13 million will be lost to local government,
which represents approximately 500 jobs in that area. This is 500 jobs lost in the very
important third tier of Government in Victoria. Local government should be able to
choose where those 500 jobs will be lost, depending on the need and resources to its
communities
What did the Federal and State Governments do in a panic reaction before the last
election? They commenced a scheme, which I call "MES"-the municipal employment
scheme, which involves $11 million. The Federal Government is taking away $13 million
from local government, but the Federal and State Governments have fiddled and organized
a scheme for young people to go into certain jobs in selected areas of local government at
a cost of $11 million. Apparently this scheme will provide up to 1000 jobs in local
government. Therefore, local government is to lose $13 million in normal revenue and
the Federal and State Governments have contrived a "MES" which is a parallel to the
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community employment program. Local government has been told into what position
these people can be placed. Local government has lost further autonomy and power in its
own decision-making on what areas will provide employment.
This hastily contrived scheme for short-term jobs for 1000 people also involves local
government having to put in 10 per cent in cash or kind to obtain these people. This is
typical of the skewing of free market employment, of decision-making in local government,
and young people not being able to work and train where they wish.
The main point the Government has forgotten about training young people under the
proposed youth employment scheme is that it involves cash and kind from private
enterprise, which is an extremely important ingredient. Not only is it vital in terms of
young people who would be trained under a youth employment scheme program with
private enterprise, but it also means that the Government and the community would gain
more from private enterprise involving itself in training young people.
Training opportunities are greatly under-utilized in Australia. The only structured
training of a non-professional person is apprenticeship training. Otherwise, training is
through universities and the school of hard knocks. It is time that the challenge of Peter
Kirby was picked up by Governments-more must be done in terms of giving young
people an option. However, this should not only be done for young people.
Although I stated that 3000 fewer young people were unemployed during March this
year, a significant increase has occurred in people over 25 years of age and over 35 years
of age. These people desperately need retraining because of technological changes in
Australian manufacturing industries. Unless State and Federal Governments come to
terms with this problem, there will be more and more disillusioned, disadvantaged and
unemployed people in older age brackets who cannot afford to lose skills or to fail to
develop new skills.
The strategy of the Government is in tatters. The Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill represents
the big spending attitude of the Government which has been criticized by the Opposition,
and which will continue to be criticized. Victorians must become more and more efficient
and private enterprise must have the choice about where people can work and how they
will be trained.
Mr LIEBERMAN (Benambra)-It is my duty as shadow Minister for further education
to add a few comments to the excellent contribution made by the honourable member for
Kew concerning the grave deficiencies existing and emerging in delivering promises that
the Labor Government made to Victorians, especially young people in the youth guarantee
scheme.
The youth guarantee scheme was one of the major platforms of the Cain Government
in the lead-up to the election in March of this year. No thinking Australian would begrudge
any sincere effort by Governments to develop opportunities for young Australians to gain
further education and training to assist them in gaining work eventually.
Mr Deputy Speaker, you and I probably had more opportunities of obtaining jobs when
we left our secondary schooling than most young people in Australia today. That is
something that not all people recognize, and that is why sometimes one hears people
foolishly refer to young people who are not employed as dole bludgers. Very often that is
a most unkind reference because many young people are forced into this situation through
the failure of a number of systems and the declining performance of the Australian
economy.
Notwithstanding that, one of the greatest responsibilities that any Government has is to
be fair dinkum and truthful, especially to these young people. In the few weeks I have been
shadow Minister for further education, I have been alarmed to learn that the action being
taken by the Government does not match the rhetoric of its promise. For example, as I
mentioned last week, 6000 young Victorians worked sufficiently hard to obtain excellent
passes in the higher school certificate examination in 1984 and were not able to obtain
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positions-despite their excellent passes and achievements-at tertiary institutions. When
honourable members analyse what has been happening I hope they will share the growing
alarm I have about the spiral that is occurring.
In 1982, 1000 higher school certificate students could not find positions in tertiary
institutions in Victoria and that figure rose steadily until it hit 6000 last year. Those 6000
people were duped because many of them were persuaded by the Government's rhetoric
to stay at secondary schools to gain further education so that they could go on to tertiary
institutions and take up training opportunities. They performed and took up the challenge,
but through no fault of their own they cannot obtain positions. What is to happen to these
people? They can go back to school, assuming they can find places.
This year three times more persons applied for tertiary orientation program courses in
Victorian technical schools than there were available. One can imagine their chances of
obtaining positions at those institutions. These people can go back to the secondary
schools and will probably be able to get into the higher school certificate again, but what is
the use of that? They have already achieved a standard that in former years would have
entitled them to admission to tertiary institutions.
There is no point in their wasting a year performing well again if, when they apply to
the institution a second time-unless something is done by the State and Commonwealth
Governments to change the rules-they will lose ten or twenty points because they are
second-time-around higher school certificate students. They will be at a disadvantage in
the growing queue seeking admission to these institutions. Some will attempt to enter the
work force.
Honourable members know that the Government's economic performance in this State
has not provided jobs and opportunities, especially for that important group of young
Victorians who are aged from 15 to 25 years. These kids, some 17 or 18 years of age, must
join the queue in the areas where they wish to seek employment and where the queue is
longest. Ever-growing queues of young people are being disappointed and sent away to
apply for unemployment relief because there is no work for them. That is a burden for any
young Victorian or Australian. It is an extra burden if one is one of the group that
performed well, taken up the challenge and said, "Right, I want to get on, I want to be part
of the new retention policy. I accept the need to get a better secondary education and I am
going to perform. I am going to work my guts out. I will achieve the standards that the
universities require me to achieve to get into the faculty I am aspiring to enter."
Those kids have faced a form of double jeopardy, because they have been turned away.
What is to happen to them? When I read the Government's rhetoric on the youth guarantee
scheme, I see a very dangerous situation developing because, although the Government
has made this cast-iron promise that the youth of Victoria will be guaranteed education or
a job, it is not resourcing that promise.
That is the reality of the situation, and it is analogous to the mess that has been made of
the health system where in conjunction with the Federal Government and the idiots in
ivory towers who have drawn up the health scheme, the Government said to all Australians
and Victorians, "You can have a free hospital bed on demand, all you have to do is pay a
1 per cent levy." In fact, when the Australian people ask for that free public hospital
service on demand, by and large it is not there.
There are 22000 Victorians waiting for elective surgery in public hospitals who have
been conned by the Labor Governments of the Commonwealth and the State into dropping
out of private insurance because they were guaranteed by the Prime Minister, the Premier
and the former Minister of Health that they can have a bed on demand. They have been
conned, but where can they go? In many cases they cannot afford to take out private
insurance because they are paying a 1 per cent levy on income tax.
If they can raise the money to take out private insurance, they must then wait a
qualifying period of up to two years before they can claim on insurance. That is because
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the Federal Government, encouraged by the Victorian Government at Premiers'
Conferences and Health Ministers' Conferences, agreed to change the rules on health
insurance in Victoria and abolish the reinsurance fund that formerly existed which enabled
health insurance funds to provide cover for chronic illnesses and long-term care. The
insurance companies do not have the funds and therefore they must have long qualifying
periods before they can cover contributors for pre-existing illnesses.
That is an indication of what the Government is doing with the health system and I, as
the shadow Minister of further education, see the same con job emerging in education,
with all the fine words, the rhetoric, the Blackburn report and all these promises, for many
of which I have great sympathy and wish to support. I shall be happy to work with the
Government, especially in the area of education, but I will not stand by as shadow
Minister and allow the Government to continue conning the young people of Victoria.
The Treasurer has a heavy responsibility to all Victorians, especially the young, and during
the Supply debate he should indicate where the money is to come from to provide the
guaranteed resources to provide tertiary places, T AFE training places and the apprenticeship
positions that the youth guarantee scheme promises.
The Victorian people are not stupid. They will not let the Government get away with
making promises that will not be fulfilled. If one looks carefully at the Supply Bill,
notwithstanding the fact that it does not contain the cost of promises made during the
election, one cannot see where the Government will find the resources to fund the promises
it has made in education and training.
In examining the total expenditure in the Supply Bill and the performance of the
Government this year, one does not have to be a Rhodes scholar to understand where
Victoria is heading. The Government is spending more than ever before. The Bill calls for
approximately a 10 per cent increase in expenditure. It is interesting to ask why that figure
is greater than the consumer price index figures trumpeted by the Treasurer during question
time. It is about twice as much as the consumer price index increase.
The Government told us that it intends to contain expenditure so that taxes and charges
will not rise by more than the consumer price index. The people of Victoria will note that
that promise has already been broken since the last State election campaign. My analysis
of the Bill reveals that the Government is spending twice as much as the consumer price
index merely to maintain excessive services, without funding promises such as the youth
guarantee scheme and others yet to be introduced in the Budget.
In the past three years the Government has given away vast amounts of the taxpayers'
money. I will give some examples: During the Government's first term, it promised to
introduce a shorter working week in the public hospital system-the most labour-intensive
service that any Government could provide. When I was shadow Minister of Health, I
called on the Government to defer that decision because of the state of the economy, and
that is on the record. Notwithstand\p~ that decision, the Government went ahead and
conned everybody and misled Parliament.
.
When the Government approached the Australian Conciliation and Arbitration
Commission to obtain a sanction for the 38-hour week agreement, it claimed that there
was no danger to the economy, and therefore the national economy, in the commission
sanctioning the shorter working week because the cost of it could be largely offset by
Government administration in public hospitals and by charging extra money for such
services as canteen meals and the like in public hospitals. These figures are all on the
record. According to the former Minister, the net cost of the 38-hour week would be about
$16 million. That is also on the record.
I turn now to examine the performance of the Government. Despite Government
claims that the 38-hour week will cost $16 million, it will cost at least $30 million. The
Government said to the unions, "You are going to get the shorter working week that you
have been calling for, but you will have to pay more for your meals. We have to raise
427

18

ASSEMBLY 24 April 1985

Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill

about $10 million in income from the sale of meals in cafeterias so that we can offset the
total cost. That is what we told the Arbitration Commission, Parliament and so on".
The Treasurer, by interjection, asks me if I approve of the proposal. I have stated clearly
that the shorter 38-hour working week in the public hospital system should have been
deferred. It was a stupid, strategic error for the Government to agree to implement it. It
should have been deferred because one should not spend more money than one earns. The
Government has no right to spend more money than the people of Victoria can reasonably
afford to pay in taxes.
One must have the courage to say to unions, business, or anyone else defending shorter
working hours and better wages, that the Government cannot afford it at this time. But
the Government does not have the courage to stand up to the unions because it is the
vassal of the union movement.
When the Government asked the unions to raise the $10 million in offsets which it
stated in an undertaking to the Arbitration Commission that it could raise, the unions
replied that the Government could go to hell because they were not going to pay it, and
said, "If you do not back off, we will just put bans on all the hospitals". This caused quite
a kerfuffle.
The result was that the extra income was not earned and the poor taxpayer of Victoria
has had to provide more money at a time when he is already burdened by the highest
taxing Government in the whole of the Commonwealth. Victorians have had to supply
more money to fill the gap. That is just one example of the stupid incompetence of the
Government and its inability to deliver the goods and stand up to any pressure group,
such as the union movement.
I will give another example: Two years ago an unfortunate person died on the way to
hospital because it was thought that no coronary care unit was available in Melbourne.
Honourable members are familiar with that tragic case. The solution of the Government
to that problem was to employ a highly paid supremo to co-ordinate the coronary and
emergency care units in Melbourne's major hospitals. This move must have cost $70 000
to $80 000 because it is a seven-day a week, 24-hour a day service. One would probably
need two and a half such supremos to provide that service.
Government members, by interjection, ask me whether I am opposed to that fact.
Victoria's public hospitals, particularly in Melbourne, contain highly paid and competent
administrators. I am unfamiliar with their salaries, but I should imagine the administrators
would be regarded, in colloquial terms, as being "fat cats", some earning around $50 000
to $60 000 a year. The former Minister of Health should have called these administrators
together and said, "This is unsatisfactory. Apparently, there is no service operating whereby
each hospital records, from day to day and hour to hour, the available units in emergency
care and coronary care. The Government requires each hospital to install a system using
its own resources that will provide a monitoring and information service that will work.
I should be most surprised if all the talented and highly paid executives were incapable
of devising such a system, perhaps aided by computer technology, within a week. The
Government does not even give them the chance. Instead, it employs yet another fat cat.
It continues to employ extra bureaucrats to patch up the problems instead of employing
existing resources and management to do the job better.
The hospital system is frustrated because it has not been given auto_nomy by this
socialist Labor Government. It means another $60 000 or $70 000 of the taxpayers' money
goes into the health budget, which is why the Bill is searching for another 10 per cent
increase in public expenditure, more than twice the consumer price index. There is
obviously something seriously wrong.
If one looks around, one can see where the money is being spent. It is being spent largely
on growth areas in the public sector. In the past three years the Government has employed
more public servants than the combined total of all the other States and the Commonwealth.
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The State Government is concerning itself with these areas instead of developing the
private sector which, as everyone knows, is the "engine" that can take Victoria ahead. At
present, the private sector is extremely frustrated by every increase in costs.
Honourable members should consider the average family man, the average bloke in the
street, and ask themselves what awful things he has to contemplate today, the day before
Anzac Day. He must think about the Federal Labor Government which says, "We will
whack 4 cents a litre onto petrol costs". Petrol costs are already at the highest level. The
Premier of this State is posturing and saying that that is just not on, that he will not allow
it and so on. Having been given the chance today in Parliament during question time, the
Premier and the Treasurer did not provide any inkling on how those statements would
actually deal with the situation.
I estimate that the average bloke in the street will face an average of$1 .50 a week extra
for the normal running of the family car, and that is not for travelling on holidays. The
average person will not be able to afford a holiday, anyway! That is the seriousness of the
situation.
The State and Federal Governments have mucked up the health system, and the average
person looking to buy health insurance for his family-because he knows he will not have
the guaranteed service in public hospitals that the State Government conned him into
believing he would receive-will need to buy additional insurance. In my view, the cost
of health insurance will increase by approximately $2 a week minimum to provide for
basic cover. That will occur as a result of the Government's fiddling around with the
Medicare system, which is now taking place because the Labor Government in Canberra
has pushed the panic button and the Victorian Government is in disarray because it has
destroyed the health system which was previously the best that ever existed.
The Government embarks on expensive marketing ploys. I also add that the Supply Bill
now being debated is deficient in so many particulars that one really does not know what
the Government is doing. How much is it spending on its marketing and public relations
services? How much, for example, did it cost the Premier to go to Korea to negotiate the
"non-agreement" with the Korean company for the Alcoa project at Portland? Mr Speaker,
how much has it cost you and me since then for this Government to keep conning the
people of Victoria about its "skilful" negotiations in Korea, the partnership that if formed,
the heads of agreement, and all that nonsense? Honourable members should consider all
the blurb they have seen promoting that particular triumph by the Premier. What was the
triumph? The Premier will not even tell honourable members now what is the real
position.
During question time yesterday I, for one, listened very intently to the Premier's answer
to a question about his previous knowledge of the Korean company's requirements before
becoming involved in the Portland project-its "pound of flesh". Mr Speaker, you have
been around the world, and you know very well how shrewd the Koreans are in business;
you know how shrewd the Korean commerical interests can be. That is a well known fact,
and yet the Premier is now trying to tell honourable members and the people of Victoria
that the first he knew about the Korean company wanting major offsets before it would
sign the agreement and put in money-which was 10 per cent-was only the other day.
I shall go on record as saying that I do not accept that. I do not believe that a Premier of
Victoria could be so naive in thinking when he was in Korea that the Koreans did not, in
actual fact, want substantial offsets. God help the Premier, because this Opposition will
not allow him to get away with the bland assurance he gave to the House the other day.
He will have to tell the House what he knew about those negotiations and the expectations
of the Korean people.
As I said before, one does not need to fly to Korea to know that the Koreans drive a
hard bargain in commercial life; they are tough negotiators. When the Premier came back
from that much publicized visit, did he and the Treasurer honestly believe that the
Koreans would not be looking for major substantial offsets? Did they really believe that
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the Koreans would stand aside and let Australian manufacturers provide the plant and
equipment for that major project in Portland, and that the Koreans would actually pay for
it by way of a major cash contribution?
Did the Premier and the Treasurer really understand the trade situation in Korea? Did
they analyse it? Did they really think the trade situation and all agreements that had to be
sanctioned by the Korean Government were such that Koreans had enough liquid capital
to buy into a far distant country like Victoria, without getting back any trade? One does
not have to be an economist to understand that that is what the Koreans would have
wanted. Where is the Government's money going? How much has it spent in the blurb
involving all of that?
If one costed the time of the Premier, his Ministers, and public servants, the marketers
and all those people involved in preparing for the Premier the announcement relating to
the Museum project right up until the election and afterwards, one would realize that it
has probably cost the Victorian people some $500 000 at least, and that is a conservative
estimate. Perhaps the Treasurer can prove me wrong, I hope he can do so before the
conclusion of the debate today. As one who has had experience in the cost of government
and the Public Service, I say that the people of Victoria are some $500000 down the drain
so far on the Museum project alone. God knows in which direction that is leading! That is
the reason why the Supply Bill proposes a 10 per cent increase, which is double the
movement in the consumer price index.
There is no growth in the youth guarantee program that the Government promised;
there is no money to provide the extra places in T AFE colleges; there is no money to
provide extra secondary school tertiary orientation program positions or for the
Commonwealth Government to provide the 6000 positions for higher school certificate
graduates who had their hopes dashed to the ground in this recent debacle, when seeking
places in Victorian universities. Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works rates are
set to increase. To his credit, the new Minister for Water Resources was honest enough to
say in his debut speech in that capacity that he is unable to deliver what the Government
promised. Therefore, Board of Works rates will increase.
Some 70 per cent of Victorians live in the Melbourne metropolitan area. Some of them
pay rent and many own their own homes. If they reside in rental accommodation they
will be affected because increases in that area will be in excess of movements in the
consumer price index. They will be required also to pay an extra 4 cents a litre for petrol
and an extra $2, at least, for additional health insurance. Those are the costs Victorians
will have to bear before they even start.
In the spring sessional period, honourable members will be required to deal with the
next Supply Bill, the Budget for the next financial year, which will deliver, presumably,
the youth guarantee scheme. That scheme will cost millions of dollars. From where will
that money come?
I listened intently to the contribution to the debate of the honourable member for
Brighton, the shadow Treasurer. He made a magnificent contribution in which he
highlighted, by using independent figures, some of the real trends in Victoria's economy. I
am frightened of what is occurring in this State. It has a Government that is dominated by
big unions, a Government that is intent on papering over its inepitude in the past, a
Government that is intent to promote big marketing programs, and a Government which,
when it comes to delivering, falls in one big heap.

Mr LEA (Sandringham)-I open my remarks on this debate by commenting on the
literature which has been provided to Parliament and to the Opposition to examine the
Government's spending in the Supply Bill. As a newcomer to the Parliament I am shocked,
to say the least, to note how little information is provided, even in the supposedly detailed
Budget Papers. It is often difficult to trace Budget items from one year to the next and to
find out in which category the expenditure items are listed.
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Under the area of education, one finds line items to the value of$771 million, with very
little backup. The report of the Education Department, which is issued today, gives details
of the departmental arrangement and some financial backup, but one sees there how little
is presented to Parliament.
I congratulate the Treasurer on the introduction of program budgeting in October 1983.
Program budgeting is a means of controlling expenditure, involving detailed negotiations
between departments; it is a complex arrangement enabling detailed statements to be
made. However, the details of this program and the items contained in it have not been
received.
I comment now on this high taxing, free spending socialist Government that taxes
Victorians at the highest level in Australia. It has increased the State debt from $11 billion
to $15·5 billion in three years. It trims expenditure in certain areas and indulges in excesses
in other areas. I invite honourable members to examine some of those excesses and some
of the forecasts that were produced in the Government's previous three-year term when
more than 200 increases in taxes and charges were levied upon the community and the
average rate of tax rose by 58 per cent. Victorians registered a strong protest agaInst those
taxes in a marked swing against the Government at the last election.

Before the election, the Minister for Water Resources indicated that the Government
would keep all prices, including water rates, below the level of the consumer price index.
However, a mere month after the Government was returned to office this promise is about
to be broken. The Minister did not even apologize; he said that this was a fact of life. I
suggest that the Government will continue to act in this way.
Victorians have all experienced horrific rises in energy prices in the past three years. My
own electricity bill rose from $80 to $130 within twelve months, and this with a family of
only two who are rarely at home. One wonders what the Government will do to taxes and
charges under the current Supply Bill and how far above movements in the consumer
price index energy charges will rise. No Government should tax its citizens as heavily as
this Government does.
Another area of concern to all honourable members is the rise in petrol prices, which
involves both Federal and State factors. This morning the Premier refused to examine the
levy imposed by the State Government, and with good reason: His Government obtains a
large amount of revenue from this levy. Petrol prices will rise by 8 per cent-4 cents in 50
cents-and that is another way in which the Government has neglected its election promise
to keep increases below the level of movement in the consumer price index.
I shall also tackle some local community matters in the Sandringham electorate. One of
those areas is community service. Sandringham has an excellent community service, the
Southern Family Life Association. Scandalously, during the period of the Cain
Government, it has shifted from being able to balance its budget to using resources that it
had accumulated by working through an opportunity shop and from savings. This group
began as a private Initiative with private funding and costs the Government less than a
public institution. This year it will be $30000 "in the red" and the Government is refusing
to pick up the tab.

One wonders about money decisions in this State when a community that makes an
effort to solve its own local problems is neglected because it is making that effort, yet at
the same time the Govenment spends excessively on public servants and on works and
services, while neglecting the private enterprise sector.
Another local concern is the provision of health services. The Sandringham and District
Memorial Hospital has done a magnificent job over the years but, through no fault of its
own, now finds itself severely indebted. The current Bill would be one means whereby the
Government could overcome that situation.
I also refer to the effects on local government of the cutbacks in spending that are
envisaged by the Federal Government, if they should flow on to State and local government
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areas. It is not necessary for me to tell honourable members how far taxing has gone in the
local government area. In the past financial year the increase in municipal rates in the city
ofMordialloc in Beaumaris has been 70 per cent. I ask whether that is fair to a community
that is comprised largely of ageing persons. The Government is directly responsible for
that increase because of its failure to provide sufficient finance for local government to be
able to keep municipal rates and charges down. The burden of tax is being shifted from
the State area into the local government area and, at the same time, services are being cut
back.
The honourable member for Mornington indicated that library subsidies to municipal
councils have been severely cut, creating hardship. A large number of elderly persons in
the Sandringham electorate who derive pleasure from reading books borrowed from local
libraries will be disadvantaged by that cutback. The Federal Government has shifted the
burden of tax on to State Governments, and the Victorian Government has, in turn,
passed the burden down the line to local government so that the ratepayer bears the
burden by way of increased rates.
I turn now to the Premier's youth guarantee scheme under which he guarantees to young
people either a full-time job, full-time further education in a T AFE college or other tertiary
area, full-time training or an acceptable mix of work, education and training. How cruel it
is for a Government to promise an outcome like that when the Premier knows that that
position has never been achieved. I hope the young people in this community understand
that, although the intention is good, the outcome is unlikely to be achieved.
The sitting was suspended at 1 p.m. until 2.4 p.m.

Mr LEA-The Premier and the Treasurer referred to the youth guarantee scheme in
the light of the increase in the unemployment rate from 6 per cent to 8 per cent. It would
seem that the Treasurer had remarkable success with his Federal counterpart in reducing
the consumer price index.
Indeed this is only part of the story. If one reduces the consumer price index as harshly
as this Government has and increases unemployment, one will be in a difficult situation.
It is easy for the Premier to promise either a job or further technical or tertiary education
to young people. I hope the Government will be able to achieve that goal. I am sure all
honourable members understand the plight of young unemployed people, especially those
in the fifteen to nineteen-year age group, which makes up the largest sector of unemployed
youth. I hope the Government will keep down the consumer price index. At this stage it
appears to be losing control, and I hope the Government is capable of reducing
unemployment.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr LEA-I suggest the honourable member for Monbulk examines the effects the
devaluation of the Australian dollar will have on interest payments overseas and on the
inflation rate. The honourable member does not seem to understand the effect the recent
petrol price increase will have on the inflation rate. The Treasurer should note these
factors and do his best to keep the consumer price index down.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr LEA-Judging by the reaction I am getting from honourable members opposite,
they are concerned about the matter.
I draw attention to the transport allocation as another of the Treasurer's non-commercial
operations-which is losing $1 million a day. The honourable gentleman should be
concerned about such large losses, particularly when the services provided are nothing
short of alarming. A derailment occurred on the Sandringham line today.
I shall examine the transport services the State receives in return for a $1 million a day
loss. I suggest that the Treasurer and the Minister for Transport travel on the trains and
use the disgraceful facilities provided, especially those on the Cheltenham and Sandringham
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lines. The only reason any progress was made on the Sandringham line was because of the
March 2 election. It was amusing to note how quickly the red rattlers disappeared from
that line just before the election. That action showed how little the Government was doing
because it had paid no heed to the transport facilities in that area during the three years in
which it had been in government. It is an absolute disgrace that the Government pays so
little attention to the Sandringham line. I am speaking about a loss of $1 million a day in
the transport area, and the honourable member for Monbulk does not understand that
terminology. Transport services in the metropolitan area are a disgrace.
Honourable members interjecting.

Mr LEA-I note that the Premier is interested, too. I suggest the honourable gentleman
look to the Treasurer to see if he can fix up the transport deficit. This high-taxing, highspending and high-wasting Government is prepared to run public facilities at a loss and
allow them to run down.
The Premier mentioned that I might be a convert to the public transport system. I travel
on the trains and use the public transport system to see what type of service is being
provided to my constituents. I can say quite categorically that the service provided is
poor; it is beyond the pale and demeans a Government that wastes $400 million a year in
the transport area.
I shall turn to some of the other allocations in the Supply Bill which will have an effect
on the electorate I represent. I refer to education and the wastage of staff in schools to
which the Minister for Education alluded today. The Minister is right to present to the
House the number of excess teachers in technical schools. I suggest the Minister is concerned
about the Government's inability-not now, but in the past three years-to transfer excess
teachers.

At the same time as the Minister referred to an excess of220 teachers, an advertisement
was published advertising 101 vacancies to fill shortfalls in the Technical Schools Division.
The anomaly exists where one school has six teachers too many while a neighbouring
school has six fewer teachers than it should. In three years the Government has not been
able to arrange a proper transfer situation so that vacancies can be filled. I know the
Minister for Education would be worried about the situation.
The advertisement for positions dated 12 April stated that they were to fill vacancies
that had not already been filled. I will inform the House of the consequences of the
shortfalls in teaching staff. The shortfalls must be filled by emergency and relieving teachers,
and teachers already employed in schools must teach extra periods. I know of a number
of schools, particulary in the western suburbs, where no emergency teachers are available
and the Director-General of Education has informed the principals not to dismiss students.
I would like to know who is responsible when there are 200 students in the playground
and no one is present to supervise them. That happened on many occasions last year, and
it is happening this year and will continue to occur. The Government is abrogating its
legal responsibility to the children of Victoria. Who is responsible-the director-general,
the principal, the Minister or the Premier?

The Treasurer is treating this issue as a joke. He is not concerned about the children of
this State; he is not concerned about the State's finances because he has bankrupted
Victoria. The Bill provides for this high-spending, free-loading, taxing Government to
continue on its way.
The number of students at schools has dropped by 30 000 since 1983. Has the
Government done anything to reduce the number of teachers? There are 30 000 students
at an average ratio of 1 teacher to 25 students. It is obvious that the Treasurer can count
by using his fingers, and I suggest that millions of dollars are being wasted because of the
decline in student numbers and the increase in the Budget allocation for education. The
Government has not addressed the issue. It has had three years to do so and I suggest that
it devises a satisfactory solution.
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I refer to the pressure placed on principals and suggest it is unfair for a principal to be
given a direction from the Director-General of Education to retain students in a school if
the principal is not involved in an agreement between the Minister for Education and
teacher unions. That is unfair and unwarranted pressure on a principal.
Previously I mentioned that only one line in the Bill is devoted to the Education
Department. It is scandalous that the Treasurer does not provide greater details. Today, a
full report on the Education Department was released which gives some breakdown of its
financial situation, but this report was not released prior to the supply debate.
Regionalization in Victoria has not taken the form it would have taken if the Liberal
Party had won government. The duplication of facilities due to regionalization has cost
the taxpayers a great deal of money. Twelve mini-departments were established by a
previous Minister of Education, the Honourable Alan Hunt, and that policy was carried
through by the previous Minister, Mr Fordham. The department duplicated facilities and
staff so much that regionalization has been a big cost burden on the public in the same
way as it has been in the health sphere. It is a tragic waste of public funding, and the Bill
seeks to continue that wastage.
The community would not mind so much about regionalization if a service was being
delivered perfectly through the schools. In many ways, there is another tier of bureaucracy,
Public Service appointments, and diminution of services to schools. It is a myth to suggest
that regionalization automatically brings about better services. It should, but severe cut
backs have occurred in the education area due to the Government's mismanagement of
the previous Liberal Government's policies.
Another area that vexes and concerns me is the inter-face between secondary schoolsboth technical and high-and technical and further education colleges. Over the past three
years the Government has ignored the resolution of the problem where schools lose
students at Years 10 and 11 to technical and further education colleges. In the eastern
suburbs, the T AFE college at Box Hill has attracted a large number of secondary school
students, which has reduced the economic viability of these schools. T AFE colleges are
receiving funding for students who are lured to them. The Government is providing funds
on two occasions. It funds the courses at secondary schools as well as those at T AFE
colleges. The Government will not distinguish between the courses and is prepared to
provide funding twice. That is another example of the Government's excesses and its
inability to face up to the problem of drawing a line between secondary schools and T AFE
colleges.
The Government can claim that no union strikes have occurred but that is because it
simply allows things to happen. The Government has neglected and abrogated its
responsibilities to young people.
This Supply Bill claims to outline Government programs for the next five months and
the way those programs will be financed. The Government is spending heavily to fund
Public Service appointments and, public works. The Government promised to prevent
increases to taxes and charges, but it has already broken that pledge.
Surely the honourable member for Monbulk heard the Minister for Water Resources
comment about the water supply situation. I suggest those promises will be broken again,
as in the case of the State Electricity Commission of Victoria and Gas and Fuel Corporation
of Victoria charges. A shift of responsibility has occurred and the Federal Government
has now directed that cutbacks occur in the expenditure of State Governments and local
governments. Aged people in the community have to pay $700 to $800 a year for the right
to live in their homes. I thought honourable members opposite were concerned about
pensioners. The Government is reducing the services to local government and thus to the
community.
The Government is not prepared to help local communities run their hospitals. The
Sandringham and District Memorial Hospital has done a tremendous job but is cutting
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services close to the bone. The Government is increasing charges, but what is it doing with
the money it is raising from those increased charges?
The Government may have kept the consumer price index down, but it has increased
unemployment. The over-all result is that the high taxing, high spending Treasurer is
mismanaging and misleading the public through his program budgets because of a lack of
information. The Opposition and the public of Victoria object to being misled and misused
at a time when strong direction and leadership are required to take the State into the 21 st
century.
The Government has bun~ed and mismanaged the economy over the past three years
to the extent that Victoria is In a parlous state.
The Treasurer must supply more information and provide better documentation for the
House so that the Government does not mislead the public and better government can be
achieved.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-It is disturbing to note that the Supply Bill debate for
1984-85 has been dominated by members of the Liberal Party and the National Party. I
am disappointed that the Government has not taken up the challenges that have been
issued by various members from the Opposition.
An input is required from Government members on the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill
so that the Opposition can ascertain where the faction-ridden Labor Party is heading. The
number of factions has increased from three to five and honourable members opposite
should inform the House of their ideas and philosophies.
The Leader of the National Party indicated the concerns of the National Party when he
addressed the House on the Supply Bill yesterday. Members of the Opposition have made
relevant points of real concern on behalf of the people of the State and it is hoped that the
Treasurer will not turn a blind eye to those problems, but will be prepared to take them
constructively when he is framing the 1985-86 Budget, which, no doubt, he is commencing
shortly.
Education has been a significant issue in this debate. The honourable member for
Sandringham indicated that there was a number of excess teachers in some schools in the
metropolitan area. That is not the problem in country Victoria. In the Wimmera and
Mallee regions a staffing crisis exists in high and technical schools. I understand that crisis
is evident in the Latrobe Valley.
On 22 April a large meeting took place at Nhill, consisting of approximately 130 teachers
and parents, to discuss the staffing shortages in the Wimmera and Mallee regions. Or Ken
Boston, the regional director of the Central Highlands and Wimmera region was present
and I congratulate Dr Boston on the magnificent way he handled the meeting and for the
way he explained the Education Department viewpoint and some of the problems that
faced the department in securing adequate teaching levels, particularly for high schools, in
that area.
In the Central Highlands region there are 26 high and technical schools. On 28 February
this year the schools were short-staffed by 40·8 teachers. On 25 March the schools were
short-staffed by 35·5 teachers and by 22 April the staff shortage was 17·9 teachers.
At the commencement of term 2 it is estimated that the staff shortages could be 39·6
teachers because many teachers take long service leave, are on confinement leave or resign.
To counteract that, some teachers could be coming back from leave. It is expected that
these schools could have staff shortages of approximately 20 teachers, and that is a tragedy.
The Governor, in his address to Parliament, talked of the youth guarantee scheme
which the Government believes to be the solution to the problems of youth between the
ages of fifteen and eighteen years. The Government suggests that it will give those youths
the opportunity of either full-time education, full-time work or full-time training. That is
not the case for those who require full-time education at present. The teachers in the
435

26

ASSEMBLY

Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill

24 April 1985

Wimmera-Mallee region, to their credit, are doing a splendid job of overcoming
considerable staff shortages. If the Government intends to back up its claims as indicated
in the youth guarantee scheme, it will have to work quickly to overcome the problems that
now exist. These problems do exist in the Wimmera-Mallee region and in the Latrobe
Valley.
At the meeting in Nhill that I described earlier the point was made that the Education
Department was suffering from a lack of manpower and that staff numbers in the central
region at office level were down. Because of this the ability of regional officers to seek out
teachers for schools that have staff shortages is reduced or limited.
I point out that, in relation to the cost of corporate service programs by Government
departments, the percentages of total recurrent outlays are: 2·2 per cent for education; 8·9
per cent for community welfare services; 7·9 per cent for the Attorney-General's
department; 34 per cent for ethnic affairs; 19 per cent for industrial affairs; and 51 per cent
for labour and industry.
One cannot keep asking Governments to spend more and more money. Financial
restraint is needed, but the staffing level of both the central office and regional office of the
Education Department must be examined so that they can assist the school principals and
school councils who are working hard in an effort to overcome staff shortages in the
schools.
Reference has been made by members on this side of the House to transport. There is
no doubt that transport plays a vital role in country living in relation to agriculture and
the provision of various commodities for those who live in country areas.
Mr Cooper-Mr Acting Speaker, I draw your attention to the state of the House.
A quorum was formed.

Mr w. D. McGRATH-A vital component of transport is energy-that is, petrol and
distillate. In the past couple of days the Premier has made great play in the press about
how he opposes the world parity pricing policy maintained by the Hawke Labor
Government and believes the Hawke Government should be examining the increases that
are being forecast.
The Premier should also consider his own ability regarding the raising of revenue from
tax on petrol and distillate. The Premier is pointing the finger to the business franchise tax
imposed on petrol following the truckies' blockade in 1978. At that time, some $10 million
in revenue was derived from a tax on truck operators in this State. Following the blockade,
the previous Government decided that a new system of tax should be introducednamely, the business franchise tax-and on 30 June 1980 a tax of 4·5 per cent a litre was
imposed on petrol and 7·1 per cent a litre on distillate. At that time, it was suggested that
tax would raise between $40 million and $50 million. Those percentages have now increased
to 8·6 per cent on petrol and 11 per cent on distillate which effectively nets in excess of
$200 million for the Government.
One would think that if the Premier were vitally concerned about the cost of petrol, he
would consider dropping the percentages of the tax on petrol and distillate. There is no
point in criticizing the Federal Government if the Premier has the mechanism within his
control to set an example. He may not be able to save a lot of the tax but he could save $5
million and give an example of what the Government in Victoria is prepared to do in
relation to petrol pricing. He could overcome some of the concern about petrol pricing.
It is interesting to note the comparative prices between Australia and the United States
of America. Distillate is 12 cents a litre dearer in Australia than in the United States of
America and petrol is 10 cents a litre dearer in Australia. Australia has to compete with
the United States of America for export markets in overseas countries which places
Australian farmers at a disadvantage because distillate and petrol are vital energy
components in the production of agricultural products.
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Mr Maclellan-What about Queensland? Queensland does not have the tax.
Mr W. D. McGRATH-The honourable member for Berwick is correct. Queensland
does not have that tax.
The people who live in the country are concerned about where that $200 million
collected from the business franchise tax and other fees collected from the registration of
motor vehicles go and the Commonwealth funds that are made available to the State for
road programs. I understand those funds are to be cut back significantly. We are not asking
that more money be made available for road programs; we are asking that a better
distribution of those funds be made.
Mr Acting Speaker, you would have been in Parliament when, about five or six years
ago, the honourable member for Gippsland East moved a motion suggesting that more
funds should be made available for expenditure on rural roads. The motion was supported
by the Labor Party and carried unanimously in the House. Our concern at this point is
that the support given by the Labor Party when in opposition is not being given today.
It is easy for someone in opposition to make suggestions and pledge support for various
matters, but upon moving into Government one's credibility is at stake if those
commitments are not honoured. As the honourable member for Benalla has said by way
of interjection, Government members have short memories in relation to stated priorities
on spending available funds on the road network.

The matter I raise relates to the State debt. Since the Labor Government came to office
the State debt has increased from $11 billion to $15·5 billion. The Budget deficit at the
Federal level is approximately $9·5 billion. That is of concern to all of us. Research I
carried out on Australian Bureau of Statistics figures indicated that in 1953 all levels of
government-Federal, State and local-were taking 27 per cent of the gross domestic
product. By 1983 that figure had increased to 42 per cent. One must ask who is supplying
the gross domestic product. In most cases it is either the taxpayer or the private sector.
One wonders how long the taxpayer and the private sector can continue to maintain the
level of spending of these Governments. The cost of servicing the debt is approximately
$24 a week for each wage earner in the State, without even covering repayment.
The last wage rise of 2·4 per cent is a major concern to the National Party. It was
certainly not imposed by either the State or the Federal Government. It may have been
better if it had been imposed, but with some tax cuts so that actual take-home pay at least
remained somewhere near the original level. Every wage increase in this country places us
at a disadvantage in competing on overseas markets, not only with primary products but
also with m~.lufactured products.
If the economy is to remain vital and sound, we must ensure that we maintain as much
export earning as possible. This week and last week the Treasurer has been trying to
parallel the situations in Victoria and Queensland. One needs to understand that the
Treasurer is trying to criticize the industrial legislation that has been introduced by the
Queensland Government. An article headed, "State of Emergency Declared in Queensland"
states:
It has issued an Order in Council forbidding anyone to attempt to compel or induce any person to leave his
employment, discontinue his work, or refrain from returning to work in his calling in disobedience of an order
ofthe Industrial Court.

When announcing tonight that the state of emergency proclamation would be in force from tomorrow, Mr
Hanlon, Premier, added dramatically, "Ifnecessary, we shall take control of all transport-rail, air, sea, everything."
The Government made its emergency declaration under power conferred on it by section 22 of the Transport
Act.
Under those powers it has also placed a complete ban on picketing, whether on a man's house or his place of
employment.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Will the honourable member indicate
to the House the document from which he is reading?
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Mr W. D. McGRATH-I have pleasure in telling the House that I was quoting from an
article that appeared in the Argus of 28 February 1948. The person making these
announcements was the Labor Premier of the day, Mr Hanlon. Is it any different from
what the Bjelke-Petersen Government is doing now in trying to introduce some order in
industrial affairs?
Mr REMINGTON (Melbourne)-On a point of order, I do not understand the relevance
of these remarks to the Bill before the House.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-On the point of order, I put it to you, Mr Acting
Speaker, that the honourable member for Melbourne has raised a spurious point of order.
He obviously cannot think of anything better to do, so has decided to waste the time of
the Chair and the House. It is well established by past practice, the Standing Orders and
May's Parliamentary Practice that the Supply debate is a wide-ranging debate. As the
Supply Bill deals with the financing of every aspect of government, the debate is limited
only by the parameters of Government administration. Therefore, the honourable member
for Lowan is well in order and the honourable member for Melbourne is a fool.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I believe the honourable member
for Lowan is within the bounds of the debate in raising this matter. The views expressed
by various Governments have been discussed during the debate and, as the honourable
member for Forest Hill said, debate on the Supply Bill is wide-ranging.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, for your ruling.
Undoubtedly, the honourable member for Melbourne is not prepared to cop it sweet as it
would hit his raw left wing nerves.
In concluding my contribution to the Supply debate, I take up the point that it is vital
to this State to have a strong economy. In order to have a strong economy, confidence is
needed in the private sector, the manufacturing sector, the retailing sector and the
agricultural sector. At a recent conference, Prospects for Australian Agriculture to the Year
2000, held in Canberra, which was arranged by the New South Wales Livestock and Grain
Producers Association, the Deputy-Director of the National Farmers Federation, Andrew
Robb, made the following points:
If you look back over the past 10 years, farm costs increased on average at twice the rate of increase in farm
commodity prices, yet over the past four years, costs have increased at roughly three and a half times the increase
in prices.
And so, the cost price squeeze, which has been a fact of life in agriculture over many decades, is now at least
twice as severe as it was at the start of the 80s.

This is of very real concern to the people in country Victoria-those who are reliant
directly on agriculture and those service industries that support agriculture. The farming
community must be allowed to make a profit. It was pointed out by Mr lan McLachlan of
the National Farmers Federation that the average annual income of farmers in Australia
at present is $6000. I defy any member of the Government to approach his constituents
and ask them to work a 38 or 40-hour week for a profit of$6000 a year.
It should be of concern to all honourable members that there is a marked disparity
between the earnings of wage earners and many employees in private enterprise.

Mr JOHN (Bendigo East)-I support the Bill and wish to clarify certain aspects in so
far as they affect the electorate of Bendigo East. I am disappointed in the small number of
Government members who have remained in the Chamber during this debate on a matter
that is so important to the State of Victoria. I am similarly disappointed that no
Government member has had the courage to speak on the Supply Bill.
The items to which I refer are, in general terms, decentralization, transport, water
supply, racing and finally police and emergency services. These and many other aspects
vitally concern my area. I take this opportunity of congratulating the honourable member
for Sandringham who spoke so well on his aspirations for education in this State. Ifhe had
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not spoken on that important matter, it would have been one of the heads of my speech
this afternoon.
Over the past three years, Victorians have seen a Government of broken promises and
of bureaucratic wastage, and one that provides rubbery statistics. The people of Victoria
have been told that their State is leading the economic recovery. The Government should
ask the unemployed, nearly 10 per cent of this State, whether Victoria is the lucky State,
leading the economic recovery. Nearly 30 per cent of persons under 25 years of age in the
electorate of Bendigo East are unemployed.
I am concerned with the implications of the Bill for this State and, in particular, for the
electorate of Bendigo East. The Government has supplied honourable members with
inadequate information and therefore we have no comparative data against which to judge
the figures in the Bill.
I refer to decentralization and to the remarks made by the honourable member for
Murray Valley who, in last night's debate on the motion for the adjournment of the sitting,
spoke strongly on decentralization and the value of manufacturing industry to our State.
The Minister gave him short shrift, and that was extremely disappointing. Some six or
more vital manufacturing industries in Bendigo and the surrounding district are involved
in textiles and pottery, and employ between 2000 and 3000 people. That is a significant
part of the electorate, which comprises, in all, 30275 people. The Government has
withdrawn pay-roll tax rebates for those half dozen or so industries and substituted what
is called a ten-year economic strategy-one of these green books that it produced. Following
the incidents oflast week-end the Government is quavering. The wheels are falling off the
machine and yet the Government is talking about a ten-year economic stategy for Victoria.
A Liberal Government will have to be responsible for guiding this State out of the mess
into which it is heading.
The Government has, through its so-called ten-year economic plan promised assistance
to the manufacturing industries of Bendigo East and other country electorates-the large
employers of country Victoria. Last week-end I attended an executive meeting of the
Chamber of Manufactures in Bendigo and, to date, only one firm has received finalization
of details of that assistance. Months have passed since the department received various
queries and applications for aid submitted to the Government by these manufacturing
industries. The implication for Victoria is that benefits have been taken away and nothing
has replaced them. This created extreme difficulties for budgeting last year and will have a
similar effect next year.
Having personally examined the financial statements of at least six of the largest
companies in Bendigo, I find that decentralization benefits given to those companies under
the previous Government's scheme were substantial and were responsible, to a large
extent, for those companies remaining viable. They are large employers. If the Government
wants to throw these 2000 or 3000 employees to the wolves, it should continue with its
ten-year economic plan.
The demise of the manufacturing industry in the Bendigo East electorate would mean
not only the possible loss of 2000 or 3000 jobs, but would also threaten the whole business
community in that area.
For many years, the Calder Highway has been treated as a minor State highway and
attention has been directed to improving the dual highways to Ballarat and Geelong. The
Calder Highway services a major area round the electorate ofBendigo and is an important
road in central and northern Victoria. It is in urgent need of upgrading. In its next financial
deliberations, I urge the Government to direct attention to making improvements to the
Calder Highway.
The Victorian railway workshops at Bendigo are extremely well run and employ several
hundred people, as well as providing training skills for apprentices. The workshops also
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are in need of funds, and I recommend that the Government consider the valuable
contribution of the workshops to employment and to the Bendigo community.
Lake Eppalock is a large inland waterway near Heathcote which services aquatic activities
through sailing, power boats and water skiing clubs, and also provides water for household
use in the Bendigo district. The lake has serious pollution problems and authorities may
need to consider closing it to recreational activities and to curtailing development around
the lake, which would be a great shame for the community. I draw the plight of this very
important waterway to the attention of the Government.
I refer also to Piccaninny Creek, an extension of the Bendigo Creek, which takes all the
drainage water from the City of Bendigo through the country at Mitiamo and Prairie to
Kerang. In recent times, Piccaninny Creek has become clogged with the weed, cumbungi,
and the water now flows to Prairie, at a faster rate than before, with the result that over
the past two or three years 1500 acres of land have been lost due to salt.
All honourable members, especially members of the Liberal Party and National Party,
are aware that one way to eliminate the problem of salinity is to provide proper drainage.
I should like improvement to occur in these drainage facilities in the area either through
works by the Rural Water Commission or by an extension of powers to the Bendigo Water
Trust so that it can attend to this matter. Any honourable member travelling through this
section of the country will see the results of salinity-dead trees, dying bird life, and
country affected by salt.
Bendigo has magnificent racing complexes for horse racing, harness racing and greyhound
racing. At present, country racing is threatened by inadequate prize money being offered
at country meetings compared with prize money being offered at metropolitan meetings,
and the consequent lack of attendance. At the last Elmore Cup meeting at Bendigo, the
average first prize given for an ordinary race was $1300. Anyone knowing the racing
industry will know that training fees for a horse can be a minimum of $800 a month-a
city trainer may charge twice as much.
If the racing industry is to continue to thrive, the Government should look after the
base at the pyramid of the racing industry-country racing. Honourable members can see
what has happened to Victorian Football League and Australian Rules Football. There are
now only four or five strong clubs, the rest are falling by the roadside. The same mistakes
should not be made in the racing industry. The industry employs many people and
honourable members should be aware that 11 per cent of the Government's revenue
comes from horse racing, greyhound racing and harness racing.
I congratulate both the Government and the honourable member for Bendigo West on
the recent completion of the Bendigo fire station. A good job has been performed by the
completion of this project, which the previous Liberal Party Government worked hard to
plan and to achieve. It is a fine complex. Bendigo is an area that is fire prone during the
hotter months. However, in the past fortnight proposals have been made to reduce the
number offire fighters at the station from twenty to seventeen. I urge both the Government
and the honourable member for Bendigo West to ensure that the number of fire fighters is
not reduced.
Law and order is of grave concern to all, particularly to the socialist left faction of the
Labor Party after the events oflast week-end. It is ironic that the Government's neglect of
law and order resulted in the fracas of last week-end. I am bitterly disappointed-I am a
lover of tomatoes because I could not purchase any that week-end!
It is absolutely essential in a democratic society to have a strong, properly equipped and
well-manned Police Force. Although Bendigo has an excellent Police Force, unfortunately
it is undermanned and does not have sufficient police cars. I am still trying to ascertain
whether last week-end there were insufficient cars in Bendigo because they were all at
Melbourne! I urge the Government to consider the points I have raised on the Supply Bill.
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Mr ROWE (Essendon)-The Supply Bill provides for both the recurrent expenditure
and works and services expenditure for the next five months, as has been indicated by
other honourable members. The Bill indicates the intention of the Government to move
towards budgeting in all respects, not only in recurrent expenditure but also in works and
services expenditure, which is now included for the first time in this program.
I congratulate the Government and the Treasurer for moving in this direction. The
move is not dramatic in financial reporting; the activity is normal in the private sector.
Certainly after 27 years of a Liberal Government this move is a turn about. Earlier
speakers on the Supply Bill debate have spent time speaking about restraint in spending
and reporting mechanisms in the State Insurance Office. The first step to bring about
fundamental change in the financial mechanisms that operate in the public sector is the
introduction of program budgeting. In order to introduce such a change the Government
and the departments need to identify their objectives. That is important because for 27
years public departments and authorities followed the budgetary process in every manner
other than program budgeting.
One must then ask: How does one effectively monitor the effectiveness of prowams?
One wonders how the different departments and authorities got out of kilter in VIctoria.
The media recognized that situation as did the business community.
I direct the attention of honourable members to a recent analysis of the Victorian
economy by a journalist for the Australian Financial Review, Peter Robinson. The article
was published in the 13 March 1985 edition which included some interesting comments
from other people about the Victorian economy. In particular the report dealt with the
way in which the Government has introduced changes to public sector accounting. The
first quote I shall read from the Australian Financial Review is that, unlike other States:
Victoria showed new life as the most dynamic State in the Commonwealth.

Peter Robinson continues:
Five years ago, the Hamer Government was clearly in a condition of advanced decay . . . that all hope of
rational or innovative policy-making had disappeared.
The State's structure of statutory authorities and its web of often contradictory regulations had stifled business
initiative.
Even Victorian business tended to breathe a sigh of relief when the Government was defeated.

That important statement is from one of the most widely read newspapers in the country.
Business people in the State breathed a sigh of relief with the defeat of the former Liberal
Government because of its inability to deal with the public sector in Victoria. Is it any
wonder there was a decline in investment over those years? People invested out of the
State. How could one expect business people to invest in Victoria when the former Liberal
Government could not run its business undertakings efficiently and effectively. It could
not get its act together.
It is important to recognize what program budgeting means. The most fundamental
change in Victoria in the past three years has not only been the introduction of program
budgeting in public sector accounting but also what flows from that. Firstly, the Government
had to ask the various departments and authorities to identify their objectives and to set
out financial resources on a program basis. That was only the first step in bringing financial
sense to the public sector. Secondly, a change in reporting mechanisms was required by
both departments and public authorities. One should contrast that sort of action with
what occurred under the previous Liberal Government; there was no reporting by various
departments and public authorities. In many instances the requirements of the relevant
Acts governing the various public authorities, departments and qangos to report to their
respective Ministers and/or Parliament were not adhered to.

In some cases those public bodies had not reported to the Minister, Parliament or the
people of Victoria for up to ten years. It is a hollow plea by the Leader of the Opposition
to ask the Treasurer to report monthly on the operations of the State Insurance Office.
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This Government introduced annual reporting requirements for all public authorities and
departments. That change has been progressively implemented following the introduction
of program budgeting. The process is staged.
The next step in the reform of public sector accounting is to extend that reporting to all
public authorities. Once that has been completed the achievement of objectives will have
to be monitored. In the analysis reported in the Australian Financial Review the chief
economist of CRA Ltd, Mr John McLeod, is reported to have said of the Victorian
Government and the economy that:
Victoria was the heartland of Australian commerce, but it stultified under Hamer and Thompson while Tinsel
Town grew up.

That is a statement from the chief economist of one of Australia's largest companies,
which has its headquarters in Melbourne. He continued:
Without any doubt, Melbourne is the science and technology capital of Australia.

The article includes a statement from the head of Victoria's Small Business Corporation
who:
. . . sees a surge of small businesses which are innovative or specialized. In recent months the corporation has
been receiving 100 inquiries a day, the highest level it has had since it started in 1977.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! Is the honourable member for
Essendon quoting from the same article?
Mr ROWE-Mr Acting Speaker, those articles were from a newspaper dated 13 March
1985. I took only two or three quotes from the articles but there is much more detail that
one could present to the House. However, those articles indicate the range of support that
exists for the Government and its economic strategy.

It is clear from the comments made by the honourable member for Bendigo East on the
economic strategy that he has not taken the time to read the document. He was critical of
the Government's initiatives on the changes in the provision of assistance to decentralized
industry. He does not appear to understand the fundamental issue involved. The
Government instituted a wide ranging review of decentralized industries, as the Minister
for Industry, Technology and Resources indicated to the House during the adjournment
debate last night. That review was headed by Mr Stuart McDonald and representations
were made by the Victorian Chamber of Manufactures and the Australian Council of
Trade Unions. They highlighted the problems concerning the existing provision of payroll tax benefits to decentralized industries. In many cases, assistance is being provided to
decentralized industries that do not need it.
I do not consider that just because industries are located in Bendigo, Ballarat, Geelong
or anywhere else in the State that they should receive assistance as of right. An example is
a television channel operating in a major provincial centre- it does not require assistance.
It is obvious to the Government that much assistance is being squandered, whereas it
should be targeted to growth industries throughout the State.
The National Party wants the retention of the scatter-gun approach to assistance to
country and regional centres. However, the Government recognizes that assistance should
go, first1~ to those firms in need and, secondly, where there is the greatest likelihood of
growth. The fundamental difference between the approach of the Government and the
approach of the National Party, which, merely wants the present situation to continue-Honourable members interjecting.
The ACTING SPEAKER-Order! I am sure the honourable member for Essendon
needs no assistance.
Mr ROWE-The Government wants to create employment and growth in country
areas, whereas the National Party is arguing for the retention of the scatter-gun approach
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that has been condemned by independent reports as being of no assistance to Victoria or
its economy.
The newspaper article I read to the House identified the important differences in approach
between the Government and the Opposition; that the Government has taken the
opportunity of addressing this fundamental issue and identifying the economic strengths
and weaknesses of Victoria, and then designing a set of policies that will ensure this State
will continue to grow and prosper.
What do we hear from members of the Opposition? They either decry that policy or
they ignore it. It is obvious from the many contributions to the debate that members of
the Opposition have not bothered to read the document. It surprises me that they are
prepared to make a contribution on such an important debate when they have not read
the document nor do they understand the fundamentals behind the policies of the
Government.
The Leader of the Opposition and the honourable member for Brighton spoke extensively
about the need for restraint in expenditure and about small government. They obviously
attended the same conference at which Mr Grace had spoken. They both spoke about
what Mr Grace had to say and they both tried to apply it here today. I have not had the
opportunity of hearing Mr Grace speak, but if he is bringing Reaganomics to Australia, I
am somewhat sceptical. I would have expected the honourable member for Brighton to
apply himself in a more intelligent way to this fundamental and significant issue.
All honourable members are no doubt aware that for the remainder of this decade, all
Governments will have a difficult task of applying expenditure. Unlimited funds and
revenue will simply not be available. That is the case in all States, not only in Victoria.
The honourable member for Brighton waxed eloquently about delivering services. It is
more important to get down to the tundamental issue of finding out how to deliver services
more efficiently.
The record of the previous Liberal Government stands in stark contrast to that of the
Government in its three short years. The Government has introduced program budgeting
and annual reporting among other things. This approach is not new in the private sector.
If private companies listed on the Stock Exchange do not report on time or within a certain
period of time-say three months from the end of the financial year-their shares are
delisted from the trading board. It is not a new concept; although it is new to Victoria. The
Government introduced that reform, something that had not been addressed for 27 years.
Is it any wonder that the business community lost confidence in the previous Government!
The calls for restraint and for more timely reporting are hollow statements from the
Opposition.
The honourable member for Brighton indicated that the Supply Bill was remiss in that
it did not take into account the likelihood and impact of an imminent national wage case
decision. That indicates to the House his clear lack of understanding of the fundamental
issues involved. It has been the practice of the Government, as well as previous Liberal
Governments, not to include in the Bill any provision for that. Good reasons exist for that
practice. I would have thought that the honourable member for Brighton, who has appeared
before various industrial arbitration commissions in this country, would wake up to the
error of his comments in this regard. One would not include in the Supply Bill or in the
explanatory memorandum any comments on the likely outcome of a national wage case.
The Government would not want to prejudice such a wage case and it would not want to
add to the public sector cost as the honourable member was saying yesterday. That would
be the case if the Government followed the steps that he was advocating in Parliament.
Perhaps the honourable member for Brighton should ask his colleagues why the previous
Government did not take up that issue.
These are the issues that I consider to be important in the Supply debate. The view of
the Government on the need for reform is clear. Over the three years it has been in office
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it has proceeded with reforms in the public sector and it will continue to do so with the
introduction of program budgeting in works and services, which is an extension of that
commitment to reform the public sector finances. It is an ongoing matter so far as the
Government is concerned, which is in stark contrast to the poor performance of the
previous Liberal Government. I have listened to the contributions of various honourable
members to this debate and it is clear that some have not been able to focus on the
fundamental issues. I shall be interested to hear the contribution of the honourable member
for Malvern, to learn whether he understands any significant issues. There is plenty of
rhetoric but I shall leave the debate with the question: Have any honourable members
opposite addressed the fundamental issue of bringing about efficiency and effectiveness in
the delivery of government services? They are strong on rhetoric but they do not understand
the reforms that have been instituted in this State and they are not prepared to do their
homework so that they can understand and be able to make a more intelligent contribution
to the debate.
Mr J. F. McGRATH (Warrnambool)-Like the honourable member for Sandringham,
as a new member I find some difficulty in assimilating the figures put forward in the
Supply Bill because they are grouped in lots and not necessarily specified in the appropriate
areas. It is a pleasure to be following the honourable member for Essendon, who was the
first Government speaker to support the Supply Bill. The Government has a responsibility
to present a Bill in such a way that it can be generally understood by honourable members.
The Leader of the National Party expressed a strong view about the Bill and I concur with
his remarks.
It is interesting to note that in three years the deficit has increased by $4·5 billion, which
would suggest that the Government strategy is right off course. Although it would argue
that it is a Government of sound economic management, it should realize that having a
deficit of that size is not a commendation.

I refer again to the preparation and presentation of the Bill. If the accountant ofa private
company submitted a Bill in that form to the appropriate Government body for review in
an annual assessment, a different set of guidelines would be put forward for the detail and
references required. The Government should consider giving more detail, especially in a
Bill as important as this.
I shall address the Bill and some of its effects on the electorate I represent. The honourable
member for Bendigo East spoke about road reconstruction problems. In the electorate of
Warmambool funding for a satisfactory reconstruction program is one of the many
problems that we face. Honourable members heard earlier that honourable members now
on the Government side of the House supported this type of funding for rural roads when
they were in Opposition. It appears that the Government is slipping behind in the formula,
which, currently, is running on a 60-year cycle.
This is a cause of concern to people who live in the country when they look at the
condition of the roads today and endeavour to estimate what those roads will be like in 20
or 30 years' time. The funding must be reviewed so that a reconstruction program of
around a 25-year cycle can be implemented. Professional people in local government
around the State say that that would be satisfactory.
Local government is facing difficulties because in recent times the Government has seen
fit to burden it with financial commitments for extra welfare services, which involve rural
councils in providing personnel, services and facilities for country people, which they
deserve. Some would question whether this is the responsibility of local government or
whether it should be the responsibility of the State Government. Local government has
not been helped in the allocation given to it.
I have previously spoken about the problems of housing and its funding. It is important
to mention again, in the context of the Supply Bill, that there should be adequate funding
for adequate housing. In the electorate of Warmambool, for example, 340 people have
been waiting for public housing for two years and some have been classified as waiting for
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an indefinite period. That is 'of concern when on considers the types of people who are on
the waiting list.
One lady who came to my electorate office recently had suffered a tragic set of
circumstances. Just prior to Christmas, in about November, she and her husband were
milking on a share farm when her husband dropped dead in the dairy. The people who
operated the dairy needed the house so that they could continue as share farmers-for
those who are not aware of the situation it is not possible to attract a share farmer to a
farm without providing adequate housing. The lady and her four children had to move
out of the house and into what I consider to be sub-standard accommodation.
We approached the local office of the Ministry of Housing and, although we were
received with sympathy and co-operation, it was very disappointing to have to tell the
lady that she could be waiting for two years for a house. I have serious misgivings about
the funding of the housing program. I urge the Government to consider allocating more
funds to the Minister for Housing so that he can carry out the job that, from my discussions
with him, I am sure he would like to do.
It appears that the housing shortage affects people who seem to be already discriminated
against. I am talking about low-income families and people receiving welfare-the
unemployed, single parent, senior citizens and young people especially unemployed young
people.

In this day and age when there is much talk about unemployment and the need for
Australia to be a welfare nation, it is sad that the Government is not addressing these
problems as a priority.
Earlier in the debate the House heard about the downgrading of agricultural services. It
was unfortunate that apart from one word towards the end, there was no reference in the
Governor's Speech to agricultural matters. Some of the facilities in the area I represent are
being downgraded. A veterinary clinic in Hamilton, which services a large proportion of
the area I represent, has qualified professional people working in the field of research and
treatment oflivestock diseases. Due to the downgrading of that facility, brucellosis could
well become a major problem once again. Unfortunately, through the withdrawal of senior
personnel at that veterinary clinic, there will no longer be ongoing experimentation and
treatment of the disease. That is of concern not only to the people in the area I represent
but also to the people in western Victoria generally. The Department of Agriculture and
Rural Affairs can no longer provide that level of senior personnel because of a lack of
funds.
There has been a further downgrading of facilities in the closure of the Lands Division
office at Penshurst, which is a small country town located in the middle of a vast and
viable rural area. One of the prime functions of the office is the control of vermin and
noxious weeds. The local branch of the Victorian Farmers and Graziers Association wrote
to the former Minister of Agriculture saying that the nature of the surrounding countryside
lends itself to the propagation of vermin and noxious weeds. Because of the rock barriers
to the south, which could have left it unchecked, a bad rabbit and vegetated thistle problem
exists. For that very reason the problem cannot be adequately addressed by private
landholders and the assistance of the Lands Division is needed.
I have been informed that the senior inspector at this location has been offered an
appointment elsewhere. Although the Government has denied that it intends closing the
facility, it appears that may be the end result because the senior officer at the location is to
be transferred.
Five years ago there was a capital cost in relation to the building used in this location
and in recent times there has been an upgrading of the department. There has been a
financial investment in an office and depot which will be closed and left to deteriorate.
Again, I urge the Treasurer to be more sympathetic to the problems that are besieging
country people.
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I turn now to the area of health. One of the problems f have in the area I represent is
that of the Mental Health Division at Briely Hospital which attends to permanent, shortterm and out-patients suffering severe mental and sometimes emotional health problems.
There is a wing in the hospital known as the Lewana Clinic, which is a recent development
and an excellent facility unequalled by any other mental institution in the State.
However, it is sad to reflect that the departure of the superintendent of Briely Hospital,
who returned to the United States of America in 1984, has left that position unfilled for a
variety of reasons, the main one being inadequate funds to employ a competent person.
The Government should recognize that to attract applicants with the qualities and
qualifications required to hold down an important position in the major area of mental
health it needs to provide incentives for the relocation of such a person to country
Victoria. Residents in western Victoria are still waiting for the funding of this all-important
clinic for the referral of persons addicted to alcohol and drugs.
The clinic was established by a public meeting convened by the Mayor of Warmamboo I
in July 1983. Following that meeting and with the support of local municipalities, the
hospital management board and all practising medicos in the area, a submission was made
in October 1983 to the then Minister of Health for adequate funds to establish the clinic.
Unfortunately, the funds have still not yet been received and no answer to that letter has
been received.
It is interesting to note that similar clinics have been established in other large provincial
centres along the lines outlined in the submission forwarded to the former Minister of
Health. The need for the clinic in Warmambool has been justified by extensive surveys
undertaken by the various Apex clubs throughout western Victoria which highlighted the
fact that there is a severe problem of drug and alcohol dependency in the area.

I urge the Treasurer to speed up funding for the establishment of this important clinic.
It would be pleasing if the clinic could be established during 1985, the International Youth
Year.
Earlier in the debate the honourable member for Essendon spoke of the 100 queries a
day received by the Small Business Development Corporation. I should be interested to
know how many of those queries are serviced and what percentage of those queries came
from country Victoria. In the past couple of years it has been my experience that those
persons who have approached the corporation for financial assistance have received only
negligible benefits.
The honourable member for Essendon spoke of the decentralization program of the
Government. I draw his attention to an or~nization in Warmambool called Fletcher
Jones and StaffPty Ltd which has been estabhshed in the area for many years and employs
800 people.
In recent times, the Fletcher Jones company has been motivated by economic gain to
transfer 90 of those jobs over the border to South Australia. This is as a result of the
Government's plan to downgrade and phase out incentives to decentralized industry.
An honourable member said before that the Government was propping up only ailing
industries. I can assure the House that the Fletcher J ones company is not an ailing
industry. It is a viable industry and an extremely important part of Warmambool's
economic growth and the growth of western Victoria. It is sad to see a situation develop
where the South Australian Government could come up with an offer that would entice
the management of the Fletcher Jones company to take 90 jobs, for a start, across the
border to South Australia.
One of the four-pronged proposals made to the Fletcher Jones company by the South
Australian Government was a guarantee of pay-roll tax rebates until at least 1992. The
company was offered financial assistance for the training of new personnel, and it was
offered a special financial arrangement for the provision of adequate buildings to
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accommodate those 90 employees. Is it any wonder, with the downgrading of our facilities
and the obvious competition that is coming across the border from South Australia, that
those jobs have been lost to Warrnambool. The question should be asked: "How many
jobs will be lost from Victoria?".
I direct to the attention of the House an article that appeared in the Warrnambool press
last Saturday, 20 April, which reported comments that were made at the 45th annual
conference of the Decentralization Development Association of Victoria. The guest speaker
that evening was the deputy director of industries assistance from the Department of
Industry, Technology and Resources, Mr John Gault. He made some interesting statements.
Another article in the same newspaper stated:
Earlier this year, Fletcher Jones announced that, due to the State Government's decision to phase out decentralization incentives, it planned to extend its production in South Australia, not Warmambool.

In response to a question from a shire councillor who was present at the conference, Mr
Gault stated that he was dealing personally with Aetcher Jones on this matter, and he
described the situation as far from lost. I am not too sure with whom he is dealing. Prior
to my coming into this place yesterday afternoon, I had discussions with people from the
Aetcher Jones organization who stated that the facility in Mount Gambier is nigh on
completed and that they soon will proceed to transfer the jobs to South Australia. That
seems to indicate that Mr Gault is not in touch with the situation.
The other matter to which I refer is the decision of the Nestles company to transfer
some 40 jobs to Queensland. Many comments have been made in the past few days about
the activities taking place in northern Australia, particularly in Queensland; however, it
seems to be attractive enough for Nestles to tranfer 40 jobs to Queensland. The management
has given an undertaking that no jobs will be lost. However, it is important to reflect on
the fact that because some of those 40 jobs will include people who will retire or leave,
they will not be replaced. That is a sad situation. In addition to that, a substantial number
of casual positions are held by people who work for limited hours of the day or the week.
Indeed, they are able to work a 40-hour week, depending on the demand of production.
Those jobs will definitely be lost. Again, there will be loss of economic input in western
Victoria and, in this case, it will go to Queensland.
There is a need to think seriously about the direction that decentralization is taking.
Honourable members heard earlier today about the shortage of teachers in country Victoria.
I point out to the Government that the provision of an incentive for teachers to move out
of metropolitan Melbourne or large provincial cities to service the all-important part of
country Victoria has never been considered.
The cyclic maintenance problem in schools in country Victoria, I believe, is caused by
a lack of Government funding. On Monday of this week I visited a school in the electorate
I represent, namely the Hawkesdale High School where, in the company of representatives
of the school council and the acting principal, I participated in a discussion that lasted for
about an hour and a half and I also made a tour of the school. Maintenance work at the
school is long overdue. It is many years since any sort of substantial cyclic maintenance
was carried out. I put it to the Government that these sorts of matters need to be addressed.
This case involves yet again a country community which has demonstrated an ability to
get in and help itself, as have so many other country communities. The school council has
arranged many working bees and many of the responsibilities that were and should be the
responsibilities of the Public Works Department have been carried out. The school council
is unable to proceed with cyclic maintenance because the funding and the direction have
not existed.
I suggest to honourable members that if they were teachers they would not persevere
with the facilities in the staffroom of this school, which are absolutely pathetic. The room
available for curriculum research is in a state of disrepair. I was amazed to find that five
teachers in the staff room were trying to do research and had to put their books on the
floor, on card tables or chairs. The facilities are totally inadequate.
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The boys' toilets at this school have obviously not been maintained for years. These
sorts of matters should be handled in the day-to-day functions of a department. The real
concern of the school council was the responsibility thrust upon it for interviewing and
selecting the school principal; it found the task extremely cumbersome and exhausting.
Each member of the council has spent 65 hours in interviewing and doing research work
in relation to the selection of a new school principal. This work had to be done during
school hours, which causes many problems to people who do not have access to time off
or who do not have time on their hands. The Government ought to address this matter.
The Supply Bill should address issues concerning the whole of Victoria. It should
include all self-supporting facilities within the private sector, within industry, particularly
within the primary area. It needs to be remembered that primary industry plays a significant
part in this State's economy and that, by mere participation, swells the Government coffers
somewhat. I urge that all future consideration in terms of Supply be made with the
important people who live in rural Victoria firmly in mind.

Mr LEIGH (Malvern)-I am delighted to make a contribution to the debate on the
Supply Bill. Listening to the honourable member for Essendon just a few minutes ago
reminded me so much of what should appear in the Oxford dictionary as the definition of
a Labor Government. I suggest that the definition should read, "A group of bureaucrats
intent on misleading the community", because that is exactly what the honourable member
was doing when he talked about program budgeting.
I remind the honourable member that the former Minister of Agriculture, the Honourable
Ian Smith, first introduced this concept into the Department of Agriculture. The honourable
member has the gall to announce this as a new brainwave of the Labor Party Government
and of the Treasurer, who is now known as "Boy Wonder". During the three and a half
years that I have been a member of Parliament, the Labor Party has said that for 27 years
the Liberal Party did this and did that-it, the magnificent shinIng white knight on the red
charger, has said that it will solve all problems. That is far from the truth.
In 1982, the Labor Party said it would solve all problems and, at the same time, people
would not be paying any more in taxes. The Labor Party trick was to tell people how bad
things were and that it had inherited a $440 million deficit, when in fact it inherited a
surplus of $6 million. At that time, Victoria owned its trains and trams-today, it does
not. One suspects that the Immigration Department is encouraging members of the
Japanese business community to come to Australia to look after their assets-Victorian
trains and trams! They own them, Victorians do not. The Government has sold the State
down the drain.
It promised no increase in Government taxes and charges, yet those taxes and charges
have increased by 55·4 per cent over the past three years. During the last State election
campaign, the Premier, who had already lost so much credibility, said that the Government
would not increase taxes by more than the increases in the consumer price index.
Admittedly, the Government was returned. However, within a week, the new Minister for
Water Resources had broken the Premier's promise when he admitted that the Board of
Works would have to increase its charges by more than increases in the consumer price
index.

The Government has introduced a Supply Bill to the House and still claims that it will
improve things but that it needs the money. The Government lacks any credibility,
especially when the honourable member for Essendon spoke of bureaucrats trying to
mislead the people. During his speech, the honourable member for Niddrie continued to
inteIject about what he thought Opposition members were saying. The honourable member
sits on the back benches like a great hulking bear baying at the Opposition. He is no longer
on the front benches and he has not participated in this debate.
The honourable member for Essendon has been the only Government party backbencher to support the Treasurer on this Bill-no one else has! The Government has been
so lacking in its support of the Treasurer that when the Treasurer was speaking in the
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House the Opposition had to form a quorum from its own members to give the honourable
gentleman an audience. Members of his own party did not wish to listen to him-I do not
blame them! The Treasurer is a member of the centre unity faction-the others are
members of the socialist left faction, and they do not wish to listen to someone whom they
regard almost as a Tory. It is a dreadful state of affairs when a Government is in this
condition.
The honourable member for Essendon referred to the Public Bodies Review Committee.
Perhaps the former Liberal Party Government did make mistakes but, as a member of the
community reading newspapers in those days, I thought it was the Liberal Party
Government which set up the Public Bodies Review Committee-in fact, it was. It had
the courage to take the flak that came from the establishment of that committee. Under
this Government enormous amounts of money are being expended by the Government
Media Unit to compound the lies that the Government is putting out to the communityit is continuous! At least the Liberal Party Government had the guts to take it on the chin,
unlike the Government party, which simply starts crying.
Whenever I have sought information from the Government on policy or on
administrative policy, I have received one line statements from the responsible Minister
saying that the matter will be looked into. The Minister for Police and Emergency Services
writes that he will write again when he has more news. It appears that six months later he
has no news because another letter has not been sent.
An apt description of the Government is that it has sold out the workers, whom it claims
to represent. The Government increased electricity charges to such an extent that it had
to initiate a $7 million emergency fund to be used to help relieve those people who simply
could not pay their increased electricity bills.
Members of the Government party may say that the honourable member for Malvern
has a fine electorate. The only disappointment I had in the last State election campaign
was that my opponent got his deposit back. Land tax has severely affected the aged
population in the electorate of Malvern. These people, who chose to live in Malvern many
years ago-in the 1950s after the second world war-bought properties for which today
they are being charged $2000 land tax by the Government because the Government says
that anyone with wealth is not allowed to keep it-the Government wants it in order to
make everyone equal in society, regardless of whether people have worked all their lives
to provide themselves with their own homes.
To these people their homes are not assets unless they are sold, but that is not relevant
to the Government because land tax is another taxing measure through which the
Government can rip off the people. The application of land tax is almost a tax directed
expressly at the people who voted for the Liberal Party because it is the people in the
electorates of Liberal Party members who are being charged the bulk ofland tax. Land tax
should not be charged on anyone's residential home. In fact, if the Labor Party members
held the Liberal Party seats to which I referred, land tax would be abolished. Obviously,
the Government is punishing these people for the way in which they voted.
It is extremely disappointing to my constituents that the Government is not prepared
to concede that many elderly people face enormous problems because of huge land tax
bills. I can provide the House with lists of those people. I know of at least twenty people
who have had to sell their houses because they cannot afford to pay the land tax Imposed
by the Government. The situation will worsen because, as a result of the revaluations that
occur every four years, land tax will increase substantially. The honourable member for
Essendon is giggling over this matter. When people are being hurt, it is a giggle to him.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member should ignore interjections as they are unruly and unnecessary.
Mr LEIGH-I agree that they are unnecessary and unruly. Government party members
regard this subject as a bit of a joke. They waffle on about figures and statistics. However,
each one of those statistics in fact is a person.
Session 1985-15
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Every percentage point represents a person. I thought Labor Governments were supposed
to care about people and that Liberal Governments were not supposed to be so interested
in people. It seems that the tide has turned. The Liberal Party has learned from the
mistakes it made in its years in office. However, it now seems as though the Government
is behaving in the same way as it accused the former Liberal Government of behaving and
is totally ignoring the community.
The only thing that will be slow in coming is the next election, whenever that may be
held. Following the activities last week-end not only will tomato growers make more
profits, but also it will not be long before Victoria is rid of the ridiculous Labor Government.
I refer to two significant areas of mismanagement on the part of the Government. The
first issue concerns school councils. The former Minister of Housing, who is now the
Minister of Education, and the former Minister of Education, who is now the Minister for
Industry, Technology and Resources are always patting each other on the back about how
brilliant they were in their former portfolios. School councils now have a certain degree of
autonomy which allows them to decide on curriculums. This is all very well in theory, but
the bureaucracy in the Education Department has not diminished and no extra assistance
has been proVIded to school councils. Many school council members, who work for a
living, now have to find additional time to choose principals and school curriculums. The
school councils were told to carry on in this way and the Government said, "We will see
how it works".
The system may work for many school councils. It will probably work in the Malvern
electorate, which has a high proportion of mothers who remain in the home and have time
to participate in school councils. However, that will not happen in electorates such as StKilda,
where often both parents have to work. Such parents would not have the time or the skill
to decide on suitable types of curriculums. The Government should be able to guarantee
that a student who has completed Year 6 in one school can move to another school in any
city or State without being disadvantaged. However, a student could move from Chadstone
to Armadale and find a totally different curriculum. This will not be an advantage to either
the student or the education system.
It is a positive disgrace that the same number of bureaucrats exist in the Education
Department and yet fewer officers are located in the community where the real action is. I
should like to see fewer bureaucrats, but if they must be employed they should be employed
out in the community where their assistance is required.

The second issue concerns the public transport system. As honourable members are
aware, the former Minister of Health is now responsible for trains, trams and buses, and
the time-table system is in a state of collapse. The State Government sold off trams and
trains worth $475 million, and not only is the Government still repaying the original loan,
but it must also make the lease-back payments. Future generations will have to face the
problems that result from that policy.
As other honourable members have pointed out, the State debt has risen substantially
since the Labor Government came to power. It is a shame that its policies are so shortsighted. When the honourable member for Niddrie finishes reading his comic, he may
remember the $13 million spent on the Fairway system that was supposed to improve the
movement of trams through city traffic. Although the vast sum of $13 million was spent
on the system, the trams have been able to increase their speed by only 1 minute. This is
an incredible state of affairs. The ridiculous blocks that form part of the Fairway system
cause severe traffic hazards.
If trams have increased their speed by only 1 minute and if the cost of the program was
$13 million, I do not consider that to be a cost effective program. By spending the same
amount of money the Government could have solved the problems of trams being held
up in traffic. The main congestion occurs when motorists turn right, and all that is required
is the introduction of a right-turn indicator that can be operated. That would be a more
efficient way of speeding up the traffic than the Fairway scheme.
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During the election campaign the Premier introduced the youth guarantee scheme and
promised to do one of three things for unemployed youth between the ages of fifteen and
nineteen years-namely, allow them to remain at school, allow them to have a job and
attend school part-time, or to give them a job.
Aside from putting everyone on the public pay-roll, how can the Government guarantee
to employ everyone in one form or another? Perhaps I am illogical, but I cannot see how
the Government can do so. In this life there are two guarantees: One is birth and the other
is death. In the interim there are no guarantees. I should like to know how the Treasurer
and the Premier, who were the most ardent designers and supporters of the scheme, can
make that type of guarantee.
During the election campaign many Labor Party members knocked the Opposition's
proposed Youth Employment Scheme. Perhaps the scheme had shortcomings and the
community decided that it would not work. However, at least the scheme did not give a
commitment that could not be met.
The Government must remember that the Opposition needs to prove only that one
person did not receive the benefits of one of the three alternatives offered under the youth
guarantee scheme to prove that the Premier has broken a promise. When that takes place
it will be a further example to add to the long list of broken promises. When the Bill passes
through the Committee stage, honourable members will be able to ask the Treasurer how
he proposes to implement the youth guarantee scheme.
Young people are not assisted by the types of activities that masqueraded as job creation
schemes in the former Ministry for Employment and Training or ~~Mickey Mouse
Productions", as it was known. The job creation programs last only six months and after
that the person is placed back on the dole. What is the point of that? The job of a seaweed
collector was created but I do not know of many openings for seaweed collectors in private
industry. When I read the employment section of the Age newspaper I do not see many
advertisements for seaweed collectors. Perhaps the Government could enlighten me.
However, at least the seaweed collector was paid, which was not the case with the lion
tamer who went straight back onto the dole.
I am not critical of people who want opportunities in life. If one examines a Federal
Government survey on issues that most concern youths of today, one finds that their
major concern is not nuclear weapons, Victoria being a nuclear-free State, nude bathing at
Geelong nor white lines at race tracks-their major concern is obtaining a job, not
necessarily in the Public Service. People have far more respect for private industry than
they do for the Public Service and the union movement.
Parliament should encourage the creation of opportunities in society so that young
people will have the chance of obtaining jobs. Members of the Government do not agree
with that proposal because they believe the more social welfare schemes that exist, the
more likely it is that the Labor vote will be encouraged. The Government is dealing with
this issue from a political point of view instead of concerning itself with the interests of
the State.
Unless all people are on the public pay-roIl-which could not happen unless the
Government takes over the State, and it has not gone that far yet-there is a role for
private enterprise in the community. As members of the opposition parties have indicated
on previous occasions, the Government does not believe anyone lives outside the 25
kilometre radius of the General Post Office except kangaroos, sheep and galahs. Perhaps
the galahs exist in the form of Government members representing inner-suburban Labor
areas rather than in the bush.
Agriculture and other industries outside the metropolitan area play a significant part in
society. It amazes me that the Government ignores people who live outside the metropolitan
area, but that is the concept on which the Government works.
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Honourable members should speak with many of the journalists who deal with the
Government. They are sick and tired of the $500000 media unit that protects some
Ministers who have extreme difficulty in opening their mouths let alone writing press
releases. The media unit contributes towards keeping the public from knowing what is
going on.
Hopefully, over the next four years the Government will collapse. If it does not, when
the Leader of the Opposition becomes Premier he will face great problems because the
Government will own an enormous portion of the private sector through its proposed
workers compensation legislation. Approximately $2 billion worth of assets will have to
be handed over to the Government. Honourable members will not know of which company
the Premier will be a board member because the Government will own many such
institutions.
The honourable member for Springvale, who is interjecting, would not know where
Government money is going, let alone money in the private sector. He makes few
contributions to Parliament. I presume he is one of the people whom the media unit
protects. During my time in this place, I have found it difficult to deal with some members
of the Government. Many of them, such as the honourable members for Preston and
Richmond, are easy to deal with, but some are not. It is a pity that the honourable member
for Springvale is not interested in the community he represents. He may learn something
by listening not only to Government members but also to members of the Opposition.
Since he makes little contribution to this place, honourable members should not worry
about him.
It is necessary for the welfare of the State for the Government to be removed-it is
incompetent and its Leader lies.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Stirling)-Order! I ask the honourable member for
Malvern to withdraw that remark.
Mr LEIGH-I withdraw, Mr Acting Speaker. I should have stated that the Premier
misleads not only the Parliament but also, more importantly, the people of the State. The
people decide whether the Labor Party or the Liberal Party will be in government. They
decide the ultimate fate of Victoria. Members of the Government should remember that
the margin between the Labor Party being in government and the Liberal Party being in
government at the last election was only 1000 votes. It is a pity that those 1000 people did
not have the opportunity before the last election of seeing actions such as those that
occurred at the Labor Party conference on the week-end. They would have seen a
Government that is not fit to govern. If a party cannot govern itself, it certainly is not
capable of governing the State.
On the next occasion that the Government faces a censure motion, I hope some of the
more pragmatic members of the Government will decide to do what occurred the last time
a Cain was in power. If they do, John Cain, Junior, will find himself in the history books
in the same manner as John Cain, Senior, and that is exactly where he deserves to be. At
the Labor Party conference last week-end, the Labor Party proved itself to be incompetent
and irresponsible.
Government members have shown little interest in the debate-there are only five of
them in the Chamber and three of them are asleep. I hope my speech has not put them to
sleep. Apart from the contribution made by the honourable member for Essendon, no
other contribution from the Government has been made. Members of the Opposition
want to hear what Government back-benchers want to do. I am sure they do not want to
do what the Premier or many of his Ministers want.
I hope that when a censure motion is moved, the Government back-benchers will do
the decent thing in the interests of Victoria and get up from their benches and walk across
to this side of the Chamber so that another election can be held. If that happens, there will
be only a few members of the Labor Party left in the House to make up the Opposition.
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When that occurs, I hope the honourable member for Richmond can become the Leader
of the Opposition.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member's time has expired.
Mr PERRIN (Bulleen)-This is the first time I have had the pleasure of debating the
Supply Bill, being one of the new members of the Opposition.
Mr Weideman-You would not call it a debate, would you?
Mr PERRIN-No, I would not call it a debate. Members of the Opposition know that
I have some expertise in financial matters. I am a qualified accountant and a Fellow of the
Australian Society of Accountants. When I examined the Bill I found I could not understand
it. After twenty years' involvement in the accounting profession, I examined the Bill and
said, "Now I should know how the Government is going to operate". The last thing one
would learn from examining this measure is how the Government operates. The Bill
purports to spend $3·5 billion over the first five months of the next financial year and for
that sum of money one would have thought there would be more explanation than what
is contained in the Bill.
Previous speakers from the Opposition have made clear what detail should be supplied
in the accounts, but the Bill is totally inadequate. If one were to examine any budget for
any department in the Bill-and the one I have opened is the Ministry of Consumer
Affairs-one would find inadequate information. Four lines contain nine figures for this
Ministry and they purport to represent over $2 million.
Mr McCutcheon-It is not a Budget.
Mr PERRIN-I know, but it has half a page of explanations for spending $2 million,
and there are no comparative figures. What was spent last financial year for the same
period? Do honourable members have anything with which to compare this figure? As an
accountant, the only way I believe one can judge expenditure is by comparing it with what
occurred in the previous year, but honourable members do not have that information.
Perhaps the answer lies in the magnificent term "modem money management". This is
a term that I had not heard before entering Parliament. I have worked in the business
community for a long time, but it is not a term that is used.
What is modem money management? I examined a number of reports presented to
Parliament to ascertain what level of standards were required. I examined the Road Traffic
Authority annual report for 1983-84. It was an interesting exercise because no comparative
figures were contained therein. No judgment could be made about the amount spent this
year in comparison with what was spent last year. How does one compare and judge the
figures supplied in the report? Where are the notes and the accounts that give one a
comparison to make a proper assessment of how well the Government has managed its
mandate to govern?
If one examines the State Insurance Office report-a report that has been discussed in
this House in great detail over the past few days-one can follow the comparative figures.
If the State Insurance Office can include comparative figures in its report, why can they
not be included in other reports produced by Government departments and agencies, and
why cannot those figures be in the Bill?

I also examined a number of other annual reports to see what reporting requirements
they had. I examined the State Transport Authority report for the year ended 30 June
1984 and, being a suspicious fellow, I checked to see what the Auditor-General said about
the way the report was presented and whether it was presented adequately. The AuditorGeneral found it necessary to make the following note in the accounts:
As stated in Note 6 (4) to the accounts the authority has not disclosed either the useful service lives or
depreciation rates used for each asset class. Such information is required to be disclosed by the Annual Reporting
(Large Trading and Rating Public Bodies) Regulations 1984.
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The honourable member for Essendon spoke about the virtues of the Annual Reporting
Act, but if honourable members were to examine the reports that have been produced
since that Act was proclaimed-and on the front page of the State Transport Authority
report it states: "Presented to both Houses of Parliament pursuant to section 8 (6) of the
Annual Reporting Act 1983"-they would realize that the experts have a long way to go
before the House is adequately informed.
The Auditor-General also found it necessary to comment on the way the Metropolitan
Transit Authority report was presented. He stated:
As stated in Note 23 the authority has treated the difference between the payments to and from the Public
Accounts referred to in that note as contributed capital.
As neither the Works and Services Appropriations Act 1983, nor the Transport Act 1983, under whose
provisions the transactions occur, indicate the nature of the transactions, i.e. whether or not the amounts
appropriated were contributions of capital and the amounts paid to the Public Account were reductions of
contributions of capital. I am unable to form an opinion as to whether the transactions have been reported in the
appropriate manner.

Again, clarification has been made by the Auditor-General despite the requirements of the
Annual Reporting Act.
The next report is the 1983-84 Public Works Department annual report, for which there
is an appropriation in the Bill. The Auditor-General stated on this occasion:
In my opinion, the basis used by the Department to debtors of$922 787 and creditors of$7 743 983 included
in Notes 2 and 5 of Appendix B, do not necessarily incorporate the value of all debtors and creditors of the
department at 30 June 1984. It was not practicable for audit to determine the amount of any debtors or creditors
omitted.

Exactly who are the true debtors and creditors of the Public Works Department? Why was
it necessary for the Auditor-General to put a note on the report to Parliament making that
clear?
It is interesting that all of the reports to which I have referred have been submitted to
the House recently. Three bodies, out of the half dozen that I examined, required the
Auditor-General to make it clear that there were discrepancies in the way the accounts
were presented. What are the liabilities of the various bodies required to report to
Parliament? What are these liabilities to the taxpayers and this Parliament?

I have an article from the Financial Review of 30 August 1984 which refers to the level
offunding necessary for the New South Wales superannuation scheme to be fully funded.
That article states, inter alia,
. . . Liability for past service for members of the NSW Retirement Scheme and the State Superannuation
Scheme was about $2·5 billion.
The simple answer, as the committee recommends, is to fully disclose the benefits and cost of public service
superannuation to the public, through the Parliament, and likewise disclose the cost of any increase in benefits
as they occur. This applies to all States and to the Federal Government, and should be taken up as policy by all
governments immediately.
Governments around Australia must make a fundamental decision now: Whether or not public sector
superannuation benefits are to be regarded as part of the wages and salaries of public servants and risk a massive
backlash from the public as the real cost of running.

If one considers the losses that are occurring in the public sector, one will recognize that
there are increasing debts by the Government which must be paid for at some stage in the
future by future generations. I return to the State Insurance Office report for 1984 which
disclosed an accumulated loss of$I000 million.
There is a further understatement of $341 million in the reserves. The diligent shadow
Treasurer has been able to point to an understatement of $341 million so that the real
shortfall over the period of the Cain Government was $1·4 billion. That is a very important
figure because, as the Opposition examines the accounts, it must add up these figures to
see what is involved.
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What other unpaid accounts are there? If one examines the Budget Papers carefully one
discovers that workers compensation payments made by the Government are in fact not
on a fully funded basis but on a pay-as-you-go basis and have operated on that basis since
the last Budget. Payments to superannuation authorities are also being held back. I am
aware of many unpaid accounts and accounts not being paid on time to contractors. What
other debts are not disclosed by hospitals, the State Electricity Commission, the Board of
Works and the Gas and Fuel Corporation? These are very important questions.
Simply because we are looking at an expenditure of$3·5 billion for the first five months
does not mean that is a true picture, although the Government attempts to present it to
the Parliament as a true picture of how good its economic policies are. They are not good.
I do not wish to bore the House with lots of figures. The Cain Government's record
shows that electricity charges increased by 28 per cent in the period of the first Cain
Government. Gas charges increased by 32 per cent during the first term of the Cain
Government. Water rates increased by a massive 27·5 per cent.
An Honourable Member-What was their promise?
Mr PERRIN-The promise was to keep rates down. In public transport, fares rose by
20 per cent. Ambulance charges rose by 42·5 per cent; petrol taxes on motor spirits rose
by 48 per cent. In the past four days we have learned that an increase of 4 cents a litre is
coming through.
The grand plan of the Government is to increase taxes to the point of introducing new
taxes, such as the financial institutions duty, which was a brand new tax introduced by the
Government. I ask: How many more taxes will be introduced over the next four years?
When one examines the deficit given in the accounts, one finds that there are billions of
dollars of undisclosed losses. The Government will be brought to account in four years
and the Parliament will have to approve increased expenditure. What is the situation with
regard to the Supply (1985-86 No. 1) Bill? This Bill provides expenditure for the first five
months of the year.
I shall now examine the record of the first Cain Government with regard to expenditure.
I shall refer to administration expenditure and not expenditure on services. Total
Government outlay increased by 57·6 per cent. General public services administration
costs rose by 55 per cent. Education Department administration costs rose by 53 per cent.
Health Commission administration costs rose by 109 per cent. Social security and welfare
administration costs rose by 134 per cent. Transport administration costs-that was a
record-rose by a massive 626 per cent. What a magnificent effort that was! The costs of
economic services administration-this must be to manage the Government's economic
policy-rose by a massive 597 per cent. They are all administration costs that have to be
paid by the taxpayers.
It is clear that the Cain Government is a high-taxing, high-borrowing, high-spending
Government that is prepared to sell off the assets of the State to pay for some of its
spending programs. One must not be negative. The Liberal Party has an alternative and
has made it clear to people of Victoria that it has an alternative. That is why the Liberal
Party got the swing it did at the last election. Unfortunately, figures are very hard to relate
to people. The alternative presented by the Liberal Party was program budgeting. To hear
the honourable member for Essendon talking, one would think that program budgeting
was some magnificent concept brought up by the Cain Labor Government. Nothing could
be further from the truth. It has been clearly pointed out in past debates that program
budgeting is a Liberal Party initiative and is the proper way of accounting for programs.
The Liberal Party alternative goes one step further because we believe there is a need for
zero base budgeting. That is, every program has to start from zero and it must justify its
existence or it will not get funding: Zero base budgeting is a clear concept that all can see.

The Liberal Party also has a policy of restraint in Government-not in services but in
administration. We believe in a reduction in administration and in waste. I shall present
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a couple of examples of the type of cut the Liberal Party will make in spending. Examples
are the payment of $54000 to the Australian Union of Students; $172000 to the Gay
Publication Collective; $443 000 to the Victorian Trades Hall Council and $118 000 to
the Victorian Teachers Union. That is obviously a pay-off for the support during the
election before last. Other examples are payments of $40 000 to the Amalgamated Metal
Workers Union; $18 000 to Radio 3CR; and $13 000 to the Ballarat Trades Hall Council.
That is the type of overspending the Liberal Party believes should be cut out completely.
There are other examples. Prior to my entering this place I was Secretary of the Victorian
Dairy Industry Authority. During that time I saw the Cain Government program in
operation. It was interesting. For example, the Freedom of Information Act when
introduced was a magnificent concept with which honourable members on this side of the
House agreed. Many members of the Opposition are now using that Act, with a few
exceptions, when refusals are made. When the Act was implemented a massive bureaucracy
was set up behind it. The Law Department put on dozens of clerks just to manage the Act
and every department and Government agency must have a freedom of information
officer. Each department sends, not only monthly returns, but also six-monthly returns
and annual returns. Bureaucrats are sending returns to other bureaucrats on the Freedom
of Information Act. The Government was implementing affirmative action.
Every department and Government agency has to have an affirmative action officer.
They contribute nothing to the benefit of the community. It is bureaucracy. Every
department and every agency must have these bureaucrats to implement this policy. In
addition, the Government is considering itself an economic manager. It is interesting that
the level of unemployment in this State has not been mentioned much recently. I wonder
why.
The Budget Papers indicate that the Government strategy was that the unemployment
rate should be 7 per cent. At present it is 8 per cent and riSIng, as indicated in the March
figures. It will be interesting to note whether the Government can achieve its target in the
three months left. I guarantee it will not. The Government's policy will have the effect of
increasing interest rates and inflation. There is no doubt that those effects will lead to
increased unemployment. The policies of the Government will be seen to be an actual
sham.
I am not a negative person by nature, so I shall endeavour to be constructive about what
needs to be done. A consolidated balance sheet needs to be released so that one can
identify State debts. If one adds up the debts of all the authorities, hospitals, departments
and other bodies, one will be able to determine the debts of the State and the debts faced
by the people of future generations, many of whom will be unemployed. The details
required are not evident in the Bud$et Papers. I have been looking through the Budget
Papers for a balance sheet to determIne the debts of the State and the taxes necessary in
the future. A statement of hidden liabilities and assets needs to be made. It should also
indicate accumulated losses. There are unfunded liabilities in workers compensation and
superannuation that will have to be paid by future generations. A consolidated balance
sheet is necessary.
The other suggestion I make relates to the Estimates Committees of the Australian
Senate. I have read transcripts of those committee hearings on many occasions. I believe
the practice should be adopted by this Government. The principle is that members of
Parliament form committees that have the power to call witnesses from departments or
Government agencies to review the Estimates and programs. In reading the sorts of
programs that have been reviewed by the Senate, it is my view it would be a clear
advantage to the people of Victoria and Parliament.
It would be remiss of me if I did not nlention programs in the electorate that I represent.
I have received a letter from the Box Hill-Doncaster Regional Library Authority. It may
interest honourable members on the Government side of the House to know that Box Hill
is in the Province of Nunawading. The secretary of the authority has written to me and
other members of Parliament in a letter dated 22 March 1985. He has said that the subsidy
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for the library authority has decreased as a percentage of total library costs from 39 per
cent in 1982, which is the time when the Cain Government came into office, to 29 per cent
in 1985. The authority believes the original arran~ement of 50/50 funding should be
maintained. I agree with that suggestion. The authonty has passed a motion which states:
Council (i.e. Box Hill and Doncaster and Templestowe) approach the Minister for Arts, the Municipal
Association of Victoria and local State Members of Parliament urging immediate commitment by the major
political parties to a return during the life of the next State Parliament to the original one for one funding
arrangements between State and Local Government for the provision of Library Services. Further, that failing
such commitment, the Councils would consider a proposal to extend "user-pays" policies to library services.

I shall be interested to hear the reply of the Minister for the Arts on this matter. I should
like him to give me a copy of the reply so that I can keep my constituents informed. The
library of the City of Doncaster and Templestowe and Box Hill is an important part of the
community facilities and should not be downgraded. Funding cuts from the State
Government will either lead to higher rates or cuts in services. I am sure the people of Box
Hill and Doncaster do not want their library facilities to be downgraded.
The final matter I raise relates to a problem in the eastern suburbs about which
Governments seem to have their priorities wrong. In the eastern suburbs the European
wasp is growing in population. In my view the wasp should be eliminated. The species
was introduced to Victoria and is therefore not a natural species to the State. The
Government has issued a paper indicating that its policy is to do nothing more than
control the wasp problem. My view is that the Government should have a policy of
eliminating the wasps. The former Government introduced a policy on the sirex wood
wasp so that it was eliminated before it became a menace. The present Government
should adopt a new policy on the European wasp because I understand that the wasps are
now attacking hives of bees in the area.
The eastern suburbs are known for their beautiful gardens and people depend on the
native bees for pollinating those gardens. If the European wasp spreads any further it will
spread to some of the western suburbs, which some honourable members represent. Those
honourable members will then realize the effects of the wasp. It is a particularly a~essive
insect. I call on the Government to allocate more money in its Budget to elimInate the
European wasp so that allocations in future Budgets will not be necessary.
I thank you, Mr Speaker, for your indulgence. I am pleased to have spoken in this debate
and I look forward to contributIng to future debates on the Appropriation Bill in the spring
sessional period.
On the motion of Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until next day.

BANK HOLIDAYS (AMENDMENT) BILL
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

Over recent years a dispute has occurred in Victoria between the Australian Bank
Employees Union and the banks over closing time on the Thursday before Easter.
Normal closing hours for banks except those exempted on a Thursday is 4.00 p.m.,
except where the Friday is a public holiday when the banks may remain open until 5.00
p.m. This practice was established by an agreement in 1962 between the banks and the
Government of the day, at the time when section 7A of the Act was proclaimed.
Section 7A of the Bank Holidays Act 1958 allows the Governor in Council to suspend
the provisions of the Act which makes Saturday a banking holiday, "if at any time it
appears . . . that any of the arrangements for providing additional adequate banking
facilities on the last banking day prior to Saturday in each week have ceased to operate or
be carried into effect".
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Over the past two years the banks and the union have sought a statement from the
Government that 4.00 p.m. closing time for Victorian banks was a satisfactory arrangement,
thus implying that the Government would not seek to invoke the powers of section 7A.
This year the Commonwealth Bank and the State Bank closed at 4.00 p.m., and it is
understood that the union instructed its members in private banks to close at that time.
In discussions with the banks' industrial association and the union, both before Easter in
1984 and this year, the banks indicated that they would not oppose the repeal of this
section.
The banks and the union agree that since the Act was last amended there has been a
significant improvement in the provision by banks of such services as night safes, automatic
telling machines, credit cards and branches providing services beyond normal working
times. Therefore, the parties consider that a 4.00 p.m. closure of banks on those days
where the last day of trading of the week is not a Friday would not be too inconvenient to
bank users.
In addition, the proposed amendment will bring the Victorian banking system trading
hours on this day into line with those which exist in the other States. The Government
has therefore determined to repeal section 7A of the Bank Holiday Act. I commend the
Bill to the House.
On the motion ofMr RAMSAY (Balwyn), the debate was adjourned.
It was ordered that the debate be adjourned until Wednesday, May 8.

TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (TRANSFER OF
FUNCTIONS) BILL
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-I move:
That this Bill be now read a second time.

Last year the Government, in accordance with its policy of establishing a better structured,
more efficient and functional public sector, announced that the functions of the Melbourne
and Metropolitan Board of Works would be altered by transferring its responsibilities for
metropolitan planning to the Ministry for Planning and Environment and expanding its
parks and waterways functions.
The Board of Works will retain its hydraulic functions in addition to its expanded role
as a recreational agency, and it is the Government's intention that this decision should
give the board more flexibility in providing, or assisting other bodies, particularly municipal
councils, to provide recreatIonal lands and facilities. This reflects a clear recognition of
Melbourne's recreational potential and the Government's determination to improve the
quality of life in this State by providing facilities for the better and wider enjoyment of
leisure time.
The Government believes that, in a metropolis the size of Melbourne, to have two
organizations of planners above local government-one State level, one regional level-is
not necessary. Successful planning of the metropolitan area depands on the co-ordination
of the efforts of a large number of Government agencies whose decisions- and activities
substantially affect the form and quality of our capital city. It is appropriate in rationalizing
the current system that the State level decision-making organization is the one which
should remain.
The proposed legislation will facilitate these changes and the Government is bringing
the Bill before the Parliament at this time because it wants to make the necessary changes
as from 1 July this year.
The Bill transfers responsibility for strategic plannin$ and development control in the
metropolitan area to the Minister for Planning and EnVIronment and redefines the Board
of Works' role. The transfer of the board's town planning powers to the Minister necessitates
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a transfer of the planning and support staff of the board as well as appropriate resources
and lands held by the board for planning purposes.
Accordingly, the Bill provides in Part IV for the transfer of the board's planning and
support statito the Ministry and enables them to become public servants, at salaries not
less than those that they are currently receiving together with other accrued entitlements
and benefits. Extensive consultations have occurred with the Public Service Board and the
various staff associations to examine all aspects of this transfer and to ensure that staff will
be transferred on an equitable basis. There is agreement between all parties on how the
transfer should be affected.
The Bill provides for officers of the board to elect, within six months, whether to remain
with the board's retirement provisions or to transfer to the State Superannuation Fund.
This period will allow counselling of staff to occur.
These provisions will also apply to certain staff to be transferred from the board to the
Environment Protection Authority, due to the transfer of pollution control functions,
previously exercised by the board under delegation, to the authority. The transfer of staff
to the authority accords with the Government's policy of consolidating pollution control
activities.
The metropolitan planning activities of the Board of Works have been one ofa number
of metropolitan improvement activities funded from a rate levied by the board on
metropolitan properties. With the transfer of the planning function and staff from the
board to the Ministry for Planning and Environment, it is the Government's view that the
financial support for these functions should similarly be transferred.
This approach will ensure that this lon~standing and accepted system of funding
metropolitan improvement activities, of WhICh town planning has been a major part, is
not altered, though the responsibilities for that activity is now to be with the Minister for
Planning and Environment.
Further, the concept of funding from the Metropolitan Improvement Fund metropolitan
improvement activities which are not the responsibility of the board is not new. A previous
Government determined that the metropolitan contribution to the cost of building the
under-ground rail loop should be drawn from the fund. Currently, a significant proportion
of the rate collected is annually transferred from the board for that purpose.
A similar process will be applied in this instance. The Bill provides in Part III for
moneys from the fund to be transferred to the Treasurer after consultation with the
Minister responsible for the board. These moneys will contribute to the costs of
metropolitan planning.
The Bill also increases the plannin~ responsibilities of local councils. In addition, the
Government, in full consultation Wlth local councils, will examine the possibility of
planning roles for sub-regional groupings of councils to reinforce and strengthen the role
played by local councils in planning. It is the Government's view that planning
responsibilities can be significantly streamlined while retaining representative decision
making in metropolitan planning.
As a means of providing municipal councils in the metropolitan area with increased
responsibilities, it is proposed to enable these councils to prepare, exhibit and process
through to the Minister certain amendments to the Melbourne Metropolitan Planning
Scheme. These new arrangements will replace the local development scheme provisions
currently available in the Act. In practice this system has been shown to be a complex and
unwieldly dual planning scheme.
Clause 6 of the Bill sets out the procedures to be followed by a municipal council prior
to placing an amendment to the Melbourne and Metropolitan Planning Scheme on public
exhibition to ensure that the objectives and principles of the scheme are maintained and
that they apply only to the municipality concerned. In future, councils will have the
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opportunity of making an amendment to the scheme either through the new procedures
or they will be able to request that amendments be included in the scheme by the Minister
in the same way that the system currently operates through the Board of Works.
Clauses 20 and 21 provide the necessary transitional arrangements to ensure a smooth
and direct transfer of current processes from the board to the Minister and that appropriate
rights and obligations are retained.
Clauses 24 to 30 provide special transitional arrangements to be applied to existing
interim development orders, planning schemes and local development schemes within the
metropolitan area which have been prepared by councils. The intention of this provision
is to ensure that there is a progressive transfer to the altered metropolitan planning
procedures and the integration of existing council controls into the Melbourne Metropolitan
Planning Scheme. There are a small number of local development schemes which will
need to be incorporated into the scheme and it is proposed that this occur one year after
proclamation of the relevant section.
There are some twenty municipal interim development orders and planning schemes
within the metropolitan area which are to be incorporated into the metropolitan planning
scheme to eliminate dual planning control in the metropolitan area. The Bill provides that
the interim development orders and planning schemes be revoked within two years of the
date clause 17 comes into effect, which length of time will be necessary. Clauses 27 and 28
provide for the conversion of these local development schemes, interim development
orders and planning schemes into the Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme in a
simplified manner.
The Geelong Regional Commission and the Loddon-Campaspe Regional Planning
Authority currently have the ability to prepare planning schemes or interim development
orders for their respective regions using procedures which are similar to those currently
used in the metropolitan area. It is not Intended in the Bill to alter the way that these
agencies undertake their statutory functions nor to apply the new metropolitan planning
system to these.
A number of consequential changes have been introduced to the Town and Country
Planning Act and the Geelong Regional Commission Act to ensure that the current
arrangements remain.
Clause 12 of the Bill amends section 25 of the Town and Country Planning Act to
provide for the Minister for Planning and Environment to replace the Board of Works for
the consideration of planning permit applications in the metropolitan area with respect to
land owned by a council. It also seeks to clarify the existing provisions for an applicant
who is applying for a permit to use or develop council-owned land. The section has been
extended to clarify the operation of permit issuing procedures.
Part XI of the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works Act empowers the board
to plan for, by way of concept plans, specified parts of the Yarra and Maribymong rivers
and adjacent lands as well as undertake developments and works to implement such plans.
The planning functions are to be transferred to the Minister for Planning and Environment
and consequently relevant provisions will be introduced into the Town and Country
Planning Act and removed from the Melbourne and Metropolitan Board of Works Act.
The legislative changes incorporated in the Bill are intended to. facilitate the
implementation of the Government's intent to revitalize Melbourne's waterways and
develop these as a major recreation resource.
The procedures for the preparation of concept plans, including public consultation,
consideration of comments and issues raised by Government agencies, have been
streamlined, and accord with principles in the Town and Country Planning Act.
Clause 7 of the Bill provides for the delineation of the Yarra region by the Governor in
Council within specified natural boundaries. This will ensure that planning for the region
460

24 April 1985

Town and Country Planning Bill

ASSEMBLY

51

can include key areas of land adjacent to the defined parts of the Yarra and Maribyrnong
rivers.
The new responsibilities of the Minister for Planning and Environment for metropolitan
strategic planning will include planning for the location of land uses and major open
spaces adjacent and related to urban waterways. The Minister for Planning and
Environment will consult with the Board of Works in relation to its continuing
responsibilities for the development of open space, parks and waterways. All strategic
planning is to be consistent with the hydraulic requirements of the Board of Works.
The board will continue to be responsible for detailed issues in respect of metropolitan
waterways, metropolitan parks and certain other open space areas. It is envisaged that the
Board of Works will be able to play an increased role in assisting local councils in the
development of their own local open spaces and parks. For example, it is intended that
under the Metropolitan Improvement Fund a special program will be provided for parks
and open space development by local government.
The Bill contains in Part III a number of provisions which expand the role of the Board
of Works in relation to parks and waterways by affording it greater flexibility and a wider
range of options and opportunities to provide, or to assist in providing, recreational lands
and facilities and generally to give assistance to councils and statutory authorities to enable
such bodies to provide recreational lands and facilities. The board will be able to enter
into agreements for the use, management and maintenance oflands of the Board of Works,
and any waters thereon for recreational purposes.
Further, the board's powers to develop, for recreational purposes, the bed, banks and
waters of the rivers and streams for which it is responsible, and lands abuttin~ such
streams, are increased and the board will also be able to expand its parks to contl~uouS
land beyond the metropolitan area where such expansion is considered to be a desIrable
and necessary adjunct of a park.
The proposed lepslation expands the board's powers to appoint advisory and/or
consultative commIttees, and, where necessary, to pay the members thereof, thereby
expanding the opportunities for public and expert input into the Board of Works decisionformulating processes.
Due to the changes in the roles of the Board of Works, including an expanded role for
open space, parks and waterways, the organizational structures of the Board of Works
need to be changed in a number of ways, amongst which is the creation of the position of
deputy general manager. To give effect to these, relevant provisions of the Melbourne and
Metropolitan Board of Works Act are to be amended and these amendments are contained
in clause 42.
The Board of Works has applied the Metropolitan Improvement Fund in part to purchase
land reserved under the Melbourne Metropolitan Planning Scheme. Purchases have been
for its open space and waterways purposes, purchases on behalf of other agencies, principally
for roads and road widenings, and long-term needs of other agencies, well in advance of
their budgets and programs, to allow the reservations to be established and the land use
pattern settled in the short term.
Some of this land will no longer be required by the Board of Works because of its
redefined responsibilities.
The Bill provides in Part V for the Minister for Planning and Environment, the Minister
for Water Resources, the Minister for Transport and the Minister for Local Government
to determine which land will be retained by the Board of Works and which land is to be
transferred from the board. Land to be transferred to a public authority with a direct
interest in it will be determined by the Minister for Property and Services and the Minister
responsible for the public authority. Land to be transferred to the Crown will be determined
by the Minister for Property and Services and the Minister for Conservation, Forests and
461

52

ASSEMBLY 24 April 1985

Joint Sitting ofParliament

Lands. The Treasurer will determine case by case on what financial basis, ifany, the land
is to be transferred.
If there is any land not transferred at the end of three years, the Minister for Property
and Services, the Minister for Water Resources and the Treasurer will decide whether the
land is to be retained by the board or transferred to a public authority or the Crown and
on what basis.

The Bill also makes provision for an increase in the limit for the borrowing powers of
the Board of Works. Under the present provisions of its Act, the Board of Works may
have aggregate borrowings outstanding up to a sum of $2 billion. For the information of
honourable members, I should also point out that in the past three years the total loan
liabilities of the Board of Works have not increased in real terms. In order that the board's
borrowing program is not unnecessarily restricted by the reduced real value of the limit,
the Bill makes provision for an increase in the limit to $3 billion. Explanatory notes on
the clauses in the Bill are provided for the assistance of honourable members.
As I stated at the outset, the Government proposes that these changes will start coming
into effect on 1 July, and therefore it is proposed that there be opportunity for the Bill to
be debated and passed in this sessional period. 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 Wednesday, May 8.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences-La Trobe University-Victorian
Institute of Secondary Education
The SPEAKER-I have received the following communication from the Minister for
Conservation, Forests and Lands:
Dear Mr Speaker

19 April 1985

The statute relating to the Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences provides for Governor in Council appointment
of, among others, three Members of Parliament to the Governing Council of the Institute. Members are
recommended for appointment as an outcome of a joint sitting of the Legislative Council and the Legislative
Assembly conducted in accordance with the rules adopted for the purpose by the Members present at the sitting.
The three Members of Parliament currently appointed are:
Mr B. Evans, MP
The Hon. W. V. Houghton, MLC and
Mr G. Stirling, MP
Their terms of appointment expire on 1 March 1986.
However, the Hon. W. V. Houghton retires from Parliament on 15 July and as a consequence, it is necessary
to appoint a Member in his stead for the balance of the three year term.
Accordingly, I would be grateful if you could arrange for such a joint sitting to recommend a Member for
appointment to the vacancy for the period 16 July 1985 to 1 March 1986, under the terms of the Victorian
Institute of Marine Sciences Act, No. 8607, 1974.
Yours sincerely
JOAN E KIRNER
MINISTER FOR CONSERVATION, FORESTS AND LANDS

The SPEAKER-I have also received the following communication from the Minister
for Education:
24 April 1985

Dear Mr Speaker,

The statutes relating to the university and institute listed below provide for the appointment by the Governor
in Council ofthree Members of Parliament to each of the governing councils-the Members to be recommended
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for appointment by a joint sitting of the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly conducted in accordance
with the rules adopted by the Members present at the sitting.
I should be grateful if you could arrange for such a joint sitting to recommend Members of Parliament for
appointment to the following vacancies.
La Trobe University Council (La Trobe University Act 1964, section 7 (1) (a»
(Remainder of a four year term of office ending on 18 December 1986 in place of DonaId Neville
Saltmarsh, MP, who retired as a member of Parliament.)
Victorian Institute of Secondary Education Council (Victorian Institute of Secondary Education Act 1976,
section 5 (1) (a»
Remainder of a four year term of office ending on 10 January 1989, in place of the Honourable Waiter
Jona, MP, who retired as a Member of Parliament.)
Balance of a four year term of office in place of the Honourable Joan Elizabeth Kimer, MLC, who has resigned
from the Institute Council.)
Yours sincerely,
IANCATHIE
MINISTER FOR EDUCATION

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-By leave, I move:
That this House meets the Legislative Council for the purpose of sitting and voting together to choose various
members of the Parliament of Victoria to be recommended for appointment to the councils of the La Trobe
University, the Victorian Institute of Secondary Eduction and the Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences, and
proposes that the time and place of such meeting be the Legislative Assembly Chamber on Tuesday, 30 April
instant, at six o'clock.

The motion was agreed to.

It was ordered that foregoing resolution be transmitted to the Legislative Council with
a message desiring its concurrence therein.

ADJOURNMENT
Victoria project-Lifting of fire restrictions in the Wimmera-Mallee-Latrobe Valley
Family Planning Association-Petrol pricing-Werribee train service-Bayswater
Aluminium Pty Ltd-Bicycle parking facilities at railway stations-Housing project in
Hawthorn
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-The matter I raise with the Premier is the
ongoing sadness surrounding the Victoria project, otherwise known as the Museum station
project. The time has come when the issues surrounding the project need to be resolved.
What is at stake is not the participants but the whole credibility of the Premier. What led
the Premier on 21 January this year to make the public statement that all matters concerned
with the project had been thoroughly vetted and passed with flying colours? Since then the
Premier has refused to be straight about the circumstances that led him to make that
comment and about the investigations that led him to make that statement.
Who were involved in the investigations and what were the results? The Premier has
refused to be straight about further investigations that have now taken place and which
were initiated and conducted by the Attorney-General. He has refused to stand by the
individuals involved in the consortium companies. Ifwhat the Premier said on 21 January
is true, why the delay in the project and why the investigations now? The Opposition
wants the development of the Museum station to proceed. It makes no allegations against
anyone or any company concerned; all it seeks is the truth. The truth is what the Premier
has been denying the House.
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Yesterday, the Premier invited the Opposition to provide more information to him and
to Parliament. I regret that the Premier has not been straight with honourable members
and the people of Victoria, and I now want to give to the Premier further information that
illustrates why the Opposition is concerned and what constitutes Mr Costigan's concern.
I shall read what Mr Costigan had to say in his secret reports about the Essington group.
In volume 9, paragraph 63 of the reports, Mr Costigan said:
Essington is expert in the movement of money and had sufficient overseas connections to provide an international
money laundering service.

In volume 9, paragraph 66, he said of movements of money:
I conclude that all of these movements of cash were for illegal purposes.

In volume 9, paragraph 67, he said:
In my view the Essington group justifies an inquiry in which it is the centre of investigation. That group has
been operating since the demise ofNugan Hand and is still operating today. By the manner in which it carries on
its business it warrants close and intensive investigation. It may be expected that a central feature of such
investigation will be taxation frauds.

The Premier owes Parliament and the people of Victoria a complete and full brief about
the delays surrounding this project. He owes an explanation to the partners, participants,
individuals and the consortium companies. A right and proper role for any Opposition is
to seek information on behalf of the electorate it was elected to serve. The Opposition
would be remiss in allowing the Premier to continue without providing information to
Parliament and the public. This is not a witch-hunt directed at the people associated with
the project. It is about the Premier of the State failing to be straight by telling the House
and the people of Victoria fully and frankly what is going on. The Premier should make a
full explanation of his role and the statements he made.
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-The matter I raise with the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services relates to the lifting offire restrictions in the Wimmera-Mallee. More
importantly it deals with the failure of the Government, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and the Minister for Conservation, Forests and Lands to accept the
recommendations that were put to them by municipal fire prevention committees in those
areas. After consultation with the regional officers of the Department of Conservation,
Forests and Lands and officers of the Country Fire Authority, the committees agreed that
the fire restrictions applying to the shires of Wimmera, Kaniva, Lowan, Dimboola, Arapiles
and Dunmunkle and the City of Horsham should be lifted on either 10 March or 17
March.
Surely these committees have enough knowledge of the circumstances applying to those
areas to make a reasonable judgment. Farmers in the Wimmera-Mallee districts would
like the opportunity of cleanng stubble from the land to be prepared for the forthcoming
planting season. If the Minister does not accept the recommendations he will more or less
force those in authority at a local level to put the dates forward. I understand that it is
necessary for the Minister to consult with the Minister for Conservation, Forests and
Lands before the lifting of the fire restrictions can be approved. I do not know whether the
Ministers disagreed over this matter, but it is causing grave concern to the people in the
area I represent. Surely the Minister can accept in good faith the recommendations put to
it to prevent the restrictions being lifted two or three weeks after the recommended dates.
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources, for the Minister for Health who is in another place. It concerns
family planning services for the Latrobe Valley. Until recently, a Family Planning
Association service operated at the Morwell Community Health Centre. The service
comprised two basic elements: Consultation which was available at regular intervals each
week, and an education function which the service performed in local schools and local
organizations, such as youth support schemes and the work/life preparation program in
Morwell in conjunction with many other organizations which have human relations as a
component of their courses.
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The Family Planning Association has discontinued the Latrobe Valley service which
leaves a vacuum in family planning services for the community. I ask the Minister for
Health to give consideratIOn to the re-establishment of a family planning centre in the
Latrobe Valley under Health Commission funding.
I understand that the Morwell Community Health Service and the Traralgon Community
Health Service have flagged their desire to have discussions with the Health Commission.
I ask the Minister to take up this issue with the Health Commission with a view to reestablishing this service.
The Latrobe Valley is a large area and it is entitled to such a service. I strongly urge the
Minister to take up this issue in line with requests that have been made on behalf of the
community and also previous correspondence that I have submitted to the Minister.

Mr STOCKDALE (Brighton)-I address my remarks to the Minister for Industry,
Technology and Resources in the absence of the Premier-perhaps his absence is
explainable! On behalf of the people of Victoria, I seek to call the Premier to account for
the hypocritical statements he has made over the past 24 hours on the petrol pricing issue.
Those statements were not only hypocritical, but also damaging to the interests of Victoria
and its relationship with the Commonwealth.
It is the Premier who stands to gain directly from the Federal decision about which he
has been directing criticism: The increase of 4 cents a litre in petrol prices. The Opposition
wishes a reduction in petrol prices otherwise the decision will flow through to increase
retail prices in Victoria with the Premier offsetting against that price increase the windfall
revenue gain to the State which flows from the decision itself.

The reality is that, in Victoria, the price of petrol includes a levy consisting of petroleum
franchise fees equal to 7·8 per cent of the wholesale value of petrol. When the wholesale
price increases as a result of world parity pricing, not only does the Commonwealth gain
increased revenue but also the State.
It has been hypocritical for the Premier to be posturing and dominating the media in
the past 24 hours complainin~ about the effect on the Federal Treasury and the Federal
tax revenues when the deciSIon also yields this State some $28 million by virtue of
increased royalties and a further $20 million by way of increased franchise fees.

The story does not stop there because, as the Budget Papers for the current year show,
Victoria has already gained increases above those which were projected in the Budget
Papers. In the current financial year, petrol prices have twice been Increased by 1 cent a
litre. The effect of that is of the order of half the present increase of$50 million; that is a
further $25 million, making a total in round terms of $ 75 million which has flowed into
State coffers-not Federal coffers, State coffers-as a result of increases in petrol prices.
If the Premier wishes to preserve his credibility and faith with the people of Victoria, he
must admit that he has misled them during the past 24 hours in his attack on the
Commonwealth. It was a deliberate ploy to disguise the fact that the State gains
approximately $50 million from that petrol price increase. Why did the Premier refuse
this morning to offset increases in prices at petrol pumps to Victorian motorists by the
windfall revenue gain to the State for the benefit of Victorians?

The Government today released the February statement of financial transactions in the
Consolidated Fund which again shows that receipts are ahead of projections in the current
year's Budget. If the Premier was really concerned to provide relief for Victorian motorists,
let him put his money where his mouth is. He should discount the effect of the Federal
Government's decision to increase petrol prices.
However, the reality is that this is another exercise in deception, another hypocritical
and misleading statement by the Premier to mislead the people of Victoria and disguise
the fact that Victoria's real enemy is the Government and the real source of the tax burden
on Victorians is the Government. When petrol pumps clink over from 1 May onwards,
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motorists will not be paying extra taxes to Mr Hawke, as the Premier would have them
believe, they will be paying those extra taxes to the Government which has bleated its
head off for 24 hours about those very petrol price increases.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I raise with the Minister for Transport a matter relating to
the new time-tables introduced generally for rail services which, in the case of the Werribee
line, provide for agreatly increased number of services from 58 to 70 a day.
As honourable members will be aware, a number of complaints have been made about
the way in which services have been operated since the introduction of the new timetables on 15 April.
Some reports suggest, especially in reference to a late afternoon service that leaves the
city at approximately 5.15 p.m., that quite extraordinary delays have occurred.
On one railway service last week, the train left, as scheduled, at 5.15 p.m. and did not
arrive in Werribee until 7 p.m. I have been examining this matter on behalf of my
constituents who use these rail services because they had expected to take advantage of
the significantly improved services provided for them by the new time-tables.
Unfortunately, it appears that a human error of major significance has been made in the
preparation of the time-tables. The new time-tables provide for the Werribee services to
be routed through the Altona line and to continue through on the new line that has been
constructed between Westona and Laverton railway stations. In most cases this rail service
would be significantly improved by using the new time-tables.
The service to which I have referred has a train service which enters a section of track
from Newport at 5.37 p.m. and is scheduled to reach the next station, Seaholme station,
at 5.44 p.m. That would be satisfactory if it were possible for rail services to maintain that
time-table. There is also a train running in the opposite direction, leaving Seaholme at
5.35 p.m. and arriving at Newport at 5.43 p.m. It would be admirable if trains were able
to keep to that time-table. Unfortunately, it is a single track. Honourable members might
appreciate that this has caused some difficulties in the operation of the services. Obviously
it requires that the time-table be completely rewritten and that a small number of the other
services that have been affected by human error in the preparation of the time-table be
corrected.
I ask the Minister for Transport to ensure that a new time-table is introduced so that
the section of line between Laverton and Newport, which is a single track, is taken into
consideration.

Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-I raise a matter for the attention of the Minister for
Employment and Industrial Affairs, the Minister who is reported in Hansard of 16 April as
having stated:
The freedom of speech and the freedom to work or not to work are the fundamental rights of every individual
in a free society.
The Victorian Government will continue to deal fairly but firmly with all sections of society on an industrial
basis and will do that with the abiding commitment to preserve the freedom of every citizen in this free
community.

I bring to the attention of the Minister a situation existing at Bayswater Aluminium Pty
Ltd, a small company in the eastern suburbs of Melbourne that requires the assistance of
the Minister. The Minister was advised about this matter last week and on Monday of this
week he received a report that indicated that all bans had been lifted and that goods were
flowing freely at Bayswater Aluminium Pty Ltd. The Minister was advised that the dispute
is essentially a demarcation dispute between the Building Workers Industrial Union and
the Federated Ironworkers Association and that it would go before the Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission next month. That was the advice received by the Minister from
his staff on Monday, 22 April.
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However, that information is a mile out of date. The dispute went before the Arbitration
Commission last Friday and an award was handed down by the commission, giving the
work to the Federated Ironworkers Association. The commission was told by the Building
Workers Industrial Union that all pickets had been lifted and that work was flowing freely.
However, at 4.10 p.m. today those pickets were still in position. A fawn Commodore,
registration number CIM 985, ofa Building Workers Industrial Union organizer continued
to be parked in the driveway of Bayswater Aluminium Pty Ltd preventing free access to
those premises by people wishing to go about their business.
Following the decision of the Arbitration Commission, somebody interfered with the
premises over the week-end and ~ued up the keyholes of the doors so that employees were
unable to gain access to the building on Monday. That is the type of industrial hooliganism
that has been perpetrated in Victoria. It does not reflect itself in lost working days which
the Government is always so pleased to quote. The Government is continually stating
that the number of working days lost has fallen. However, this type of industrial hooliganism
is occurring and the Government is ignoring it.
The Government sought a report on this dispute, but was given the wrong information
by its own staff. The Government does not know what is going on, so I call on the Minister
for Employment and Industrial Affairs to live up to those brave words that he spoke in
Parliament last week about the rights of individuals to work or not to work, and I ask him
to do something about protecting the rights of those workers at Bayswater Aluminium Pty
Ltd who are being sorely tried by trade unions that are acting in defiance of the Arbitration
Commission and are paying no regard to precious individual rights.
If the Minister fails to act on this small issue, how can anyone believe a word of what he
says about more important issues?
Mr NORRIS (Dandenong)-I direct to the attention of the Minister for Transport the
bicycle parking facilities at railway stations in the electorate that I represent. It has been
marvellous to see the resurgence or renaissance in the use of bicycles, but difficulties are
faced by cyclists who ride to railway stations to board trains for destinations such as the
city, and so on.
I was amazed to discover that in the Dandenong electorate one railway station has an
average of one bicycle stolen a day, sometimes two. The Government must take some
action to protect the property of cyclists. Cyclists should be encouraged to ride their
bicycles to railway stations, but they are currently facing enormous difficulties.
The Noble Park railway station has ten excellent bicycle storage facilities or bicycle
lockers. I am sure honourable members would agree that bicycle lockers are an excellent
innovation. They are hired out by the Metropolitan Transit Authority for $36 a year and
at one station in the electorate that I represent there is a waiting list of twenty or thirty
cyclists who wish to hire bicycle storage lockers, but only ten are available at that station.
However, at Dandenong railway station, which is much larger and busier, no railway
storage bicycle lockers are available. Dandenong railway station has only "rabbit ears"
facilities-I am sure they were an innovation when they were first introduced-in which
the bicycle is pushed between the "rabbit ears" and padlocked. Bolt cutters are used in
bicycle thefts and I am sure within the area there is a bicycle thieving gang in operation. I
have been told by staff at railway stations that if cyclists have a good bicycle, they should
not store it at the railway station because it will be stolen.
An Honourable Member-What about more police?
Mr NORRIS-I do not believe it is necessary to have a policeman stationed at railway
stations. I am asking the Minister to consider better storage and safety facilities for cyclists.
The locker system is an excellent one. Lockers may be expensive to install and they do
take up a little bit more room, but when one recognIZes that there is a waiting list of 20 to
30 cyclists at Noble Park who want lockers, and are prepared to hire them for $36 a year,
I believe the Government should see the writing on the wall and provide more bicycle
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storage lockers. It is also important that the Government encourages people to use the
facilities that are gradually being provided.
Perhaps storage facilities could be provided for bicycles at railway stations and one of
the station assistants could have the key to the storage facilities. Cyclists could be provided
with identification. I am sure a person would be prepared to pay a nominal charge for the
use of these storage faciliti~s.
I am also sure the Minister for Transport will lend a sympathetic ear to the pleas of
cyclists in the Dandenong and Noble Park area because he is an advocate of fitness. I ask
the Minister to take my proposal on board. Rabbit ears are out; storage facilities may not
be.
Mr GUDE (Hawthorn)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Housing relating to a
Housing Commission rooming-house program in Mason Street, Hawthorn, to establish
residences for 30 single persons. The project seems to have fallen into a state of disrepair
and is now in a disgraceful situation. I ask the Minister for Housing to take steps to bring
about a quick conclusion to the project so that the people seeking this type of
accommodation can be satisfied.
The SPEAKER-The time for raising matters on the motion for the adjournment of
the sitting has expired.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The Leader of the Opposition raised the question of the Melbourne
central project. He appears to want to do all he can to undermine that project in every way
possible.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-The qualifications the Leader of the Opposition seems to offer seem hollow
tome.

Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! I have warned the honourable member for Mornington on a
number of occasions to cease interjecting and I will not warn him again.
Mr CAIN-The Leader of the Opposition knows that at the time when a decision was
made about this project the Government indicated that appropriate officers had examined
all of the projects and there was nothing on the short list of those projects that indicated
that the Government should not deal with the organization concerned.
A choice was then made of what seemed to be an outstanding project-the best oneand, in accordance with the heads of agreement entered into at that time, a thorough
examination of all aspects of the proposal is taking place. The Leader of the Opposition is
aware of that fact. Under those heads, a full and complete examination is being made of
the source of the finance of the organization concerned, the parent and associated
companies, their capacity to complete the project, to deliver, and whether they can offer
adequate guarantees from the parent organization that all the planning aspects are
satisfactory. Everything that any prudent Government or organization considering a large
project would do is being done.
I have already indicated that the work being done will be thoroughly undertaken and a
comprehensive examination of all those matters will occur. This examination is taking
place and will be completed in due course. The Government will act accordingly when it
receives advice.
I add that I shall not be moved, and I do not think the people of this State will be
moved, by the way the Leader of the Opposition seeks to couch his attacks on the project.
Last week the attacks were about my being the biggest of the crooks-he did not know
who the crooks were, but I was the biggest of the crooks.
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This week I am alleged to have failed to have been straight. I am telling the Leader of
the Opposition that a choice was made and that I have already detailed the extent of the
scrutiny that is to take place under the heads of agreement.
Personal invective and abuse appear to be the forte of the Leader of the Opposition. It
is all he appears to know, and I intend to take no notice of it and I do not think the House
will do so either. It does the honourable gentleman and Parliament no credit for him to
behave in the way that he has behaved on this and other matters. I say no more than that.
The honourable member for Brighton wanted to have a second go about petrol. I notice
he has been here only a short while but even in the time he has been here, he should know
by now, having listened to the debates in the House, that members of the Opposition
stand up day after day during the debate on the Supply Bill and ask the Government to
spend millions of dollars more in their electorates. Members of the Opposition are the
greatest whingers, askers and urgers that I have ever heard. There is nothing wrong with
that, but what do they do when they stand up in the House on some other matter? They
preach small government, saving and spending nothing. Members of the Opposition talk
nothing but humbug, and they claim they are the great financial saviours of the State.
Members of the Opposition claim they want small government and that they want to save
people money, to lower taxes and provide more services. Yet during the debate on the
Supply Bill members of the Opposition urge the Government to spend dollar after dollar
on their electorates.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-I can excuse some of the members of the Opposition but not the honourable
member for Brighton, who claims the Government ought to forgo revenue obtained from
oil. The Government is concerned that the Federal Government is receivin~ additional
revenue of$660 million and that Victorian motorists are contributing $200 million of that
amount. The Government believes that is unreasonable and that there is a case for saying
that the proposed increase in the price of petrol should be phased in over a period of time
to cushion the effect it will have. That is what the Government believes is proper but
which the Opposition does not.
The honourable member for Brighton then suggests that Victoria should forgo the
revenue that it receives by way of that increase by the Commonwealth in petrol prices.
Victoria gets approximately $20 million. I will not do that or suggest it should be done. In
the last Budget the Government gave $37 -million worth of tax cuts, and no Government
could have been more reasonable than this Government has been in regard to taxation
over the three years in which it has been in office, especially in light of what the Government
inherited from the previous Liberal Government, which left the place $1500 million down
the drain.
What the Opposition is saying, if one believes the honourable member for Brightonand I do not know whether one should-is that the Government should penalize Victorians
for what the Commonwealth is doing. I am not prepared to consider that argument. The
Government has adopted a reasonable and proper attitude in response to a poor decision
by the Federal Government, which has over the past two and a half years done very well
in this country by ensuring that an economic recovery is taking place, and Victoria has led
that economic recovery.
The Federal Government has done a great job but it has not done a good job on this
issue. I told the Commonwealth Government before the decision was made, and I will say
it again, that it ought to phase in the increase in the price of petrol and not knock the
motorist in one hit because it will have enormous consequences on the day-to-day living
expenses of ordinary citizens and on the cost of all the goods and services provided.
The honourable member for Brighton has not been a member of this House for long
and ought to learn quickly what hypocrisy and humbug occurs in the benches behind him.
He has a cheek to suggest that we should forgo revenue when he and his colleagues are
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asking day after day for the Government to spend more money now. What nonsense! The
Government will continue to do what it can to ensure that Victorian motorists get a better
deal, even though the Opposition seems to want a worse deal for them.

Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Morwell raised a
matter with me as the representative of the Minister for Health concerning family planning
services in the Latrobe Valley. It appears that the Family Planning Association has ceased
to provide the services it provided for families, particularly women, in the valley and this
is causing significant problems. As honourable members are aware, the Health Commission,
generally speaking, through local government, offers subsidies and assistance for the
availability of localized family planning services. That point should be considered in this
instance.
In the past three years there has been a significant increase in the availability of family
planning services in country Victoria. This might be an appropriate expansion of Health
Commission family planning services, particularly with a co-operative community, unlike
other communities such as Warmambool, where, finally, the Government had to provide
services without the local council participating, because of its particular views on family
planning.
The honourable member for Werribee raised problems on the Werribee railway line. I
am aware of the problems and have asked the Metropolitan Transit Authority to examine
carefully all aspects of rail services to and from Werribee. I suppose one can cope with
natural disasters, such as the mining strike or other problems such as derailments.

Mr Richardson-In what category would you place the disaster?
Mr ROPER-It is not as bad as the category of disaster in which I would put the
honourable member for Forest Hill. The problems cannot be overcome and cause further
problems in train running times. The problem of time-tables is of considerable concern to
the Ministry of Transport and we intend to overcome that problem.
The honourable member for Dandenong properly raised the problems faced because of
thefts of bicycles from railway stations in the area that he represents. One of the methods
of encouragIng people to use public transport was the provision of additional facilities,
both for motor car parking and for cyclists, at railway stations. Theft of bicycles is a major
problem. The provision of lockers is one way of overcoming the problem. I shall take up
the matter with the Metropolitan Transit Authority and consider an expansion of the
program so that cyclists who are prepared to pay for that security and assurance that their
bicycle will be waiting for them when they return to the railway station in the afternoon,
can take advantage of the program.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-The honourable
member for Balwyn directed an issue concerning Bayswater Alumimum Pty Ltd to the
attention of the Minister for Employment and Industrial Affairs. I shall ensure that the
Minister is acquainted with the matter and I am sure he will take the appropriate action.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The honourable
member for Lowan raised with me the matter of the lifting of fire restrictions in certain
areas. I want to say that the municipal fire prevention committees do an excellent job on
behalf of country Victoria and the Country Fire Authority. However, they are only one
source of advice among many which the Minister must consIder in reaching these decisions.
I can only give the honourable member an assurance, through his Leader, that that
consideration has most carefully and meticulously been given.

Mr WILKES (Minister for Housing)-The honourable member for Hawthorn raised a
matter concerning a rooming-house at 20 Mason Street, Hawthorn, and I thank him for
raising it. In the first place, the house was acquired by the Ministry of Transport for the
purpose of providing rooming-house accommodation. The contract was let under the
construction management arrangements that the Ministry used at that time for certain
types of construction; that is, managers are appointed and they then set about employing
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sub-contractors on the job. In fact, that is what occurred. This proved unsatisfactory
because the sub-contractors got behind in their time-table and the Ministry was forced to
cancel the contract and let a normal contract for that job.
Construction under the new contract is running to schedule and several people are
already accommodated in the rooming-house at Mason Street. It will be finished and
opened by October this year, and I extend an invitation to the honourable member for
Hawthorn to attend the opening.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 6.7 p. m. until Tuesday, April 30.
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The SPEAKER (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds) took the chair at 2.7 p.m. and read the prayer.

DEATH OF THE HONOURABLE ROBERT WILFRED HOLT
Mr CAIN (Premier)- I move:
That this House expresses its sincere sorrow at the death of the Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt, and places
on record its acknowledgement of the valuable services rendered by him to the Parliament and the people of
Victoria as member ofthe Legislative Assembly for the electoral district of Portland from 1945 to 1947 and 1950
to 1955; and as Minister of Lands and Survey, Minister of Soldier Settlement, and Minister for Conservation
from 1952 to 1953.

Bob Holt was a Tasmanian by birth, having been born in Launceston in 1914, the son of
a Presbyterian minister. He was educated in Melbourne at Scotch College and the University
of Melbourne. In the years immediately after his graduation he practised law as a solicitor,
and went to the second world war in 1941. He served in the 2/9th Australian Armoured
Regiment in New Guinea, rising to the rank of captain and for a short while was a major.
He entered Parliament in 1945 at the end of the war, having just completed his serviceor, in fact, he might still have been in the services. He took up his seat as the honourable
member for Portland from 1945 until 1947, when he was defeated in the election consequent
upon the banking legislation that led to the early dissolution of the Victorian Parliament.
He was re-elected in 1950 to the same seat and served the electorate of Portland until the
general election in 1955 when he chose not to contest the seat. Later in the same year he
moved to the Federal Parliament as the honourable member for Darebin.
In his Parliamentary career, the fact for which he is best remembered concerned his
period of service as Minister of Lands and Survey and Minister of Soldier Settlement from
December 1952 until December 1953. He resigned from Cabinet in perhaps the most
spectacular example of a Minister demonstrating his determination not to comply with a
Cabinet decision and resigning as a consequence.
It was to him a matter of the principle of the Bill that he found he could not support. He
objected to an amendment that had been approved by the Government and-I expect
where either I or my deputy are now situated-demonstrably tore up the Bill, and then
resigned on either that day or the next. It was a spectacular example of someone in every
possible and public overt way indicating his disenchantment with a decision made by the
Government and accepting the consequences of that decision.
It is something for which he will be remembered, which will be remembered by most
people of the time and which will be remembered by those who have heard about it since.
Whether either his peers or history later judge his stand to be correct, he had a principle, a
belief and a determination and, when it came to a point, he stuck by his principle.
Everyone regarded him as a determined and forthright man when he felt strongly about
something.

As I said, he entered Federal Parliament and served three years from 1955 to 1958 as
the member for Darebin in the northern suburbs, during that time and in the years that
followed giving dedicated service to the Australian Labor Party as an officer. He was a
member of the executive for ten years from the time of party conflict in 1955 to 1966; he
was treasurer for the party in 1960 and 1961 and he then served for three consecutive
years as President of the Australian Labor Party from 1962 to 1965. They were years of
internal turmoil in the affairs of the party and he was seen as the figurehead of those who
took strong views about what was going on at the time. He was an outspoken member of
the party.
His public service outside the Parliamentary sphere included a period of service on the
council of the University of Melbourne. He was a member of the executive of the Victorian
National Parks Association and President of the Victorian Animal Aid Trust. He led a
473

2

Death ofthe Hon. R. W. H olt

ASSEMBLY 30 April 1985

very full public life. In his later years, after leaving Parliament, he continued practice as a
solicitor in Rin~wood and outer suburbs and maintained an interest in community, local
and public affaIrs during those years. For a considerable period during his later life, he
underwent a serious illness. The Government extends its sympathy to his family and
desires its expression of sorrow to be placed on the record of this House.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I join with the Premier in the motion of
condolence to the family of the late Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt. As the Premier said,
the Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt was born in Tasmania. He was educated in Melbourne
at Scotch College. Like many other Labor Party politicians these days, he had the benefit
of a private school education-not that I in any way would ridicule that, but it is interesting
that the trend towards private school education had been set before 1920.
The Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt was a politician who, regardless of politics, made
a real contribution in the Victorian and Federal Parliaments and, after completing
Parliamentary service, continued to serve the community, in his case through the Australian
Labor Party and, importantly, through many community services and organizations,
particularly, as the Premier said, through membership of the council of the University of
Melbourne. It is amazing that this place does seem to engender in people a commitment
to community service after the expiration of their period as Parliamentary representatives
and, in many cases, people have come to this place who have given tremendous community
service either in local councils or local organizations.
The incident to which the Premier referred of the Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt
ripping up a Bill and taking his feelings to the extreme position of resigning his commission
as Minister is the most well known of his activities. Not knowing him, one can only
suspect that he was a man of tremendous integrity.
It may be that that type of position could be adopted by some of the current Ministers
on some of the proposed legislation that is wheeled up in this place from time to time. The
Opposition gives thanks for the service of the Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt and
extends its condolences to his widow Barbara, her four children and their families.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I join the Premier and the
Leader of the Opposition in the condolence motion in respect of the late Robert Wilfred
Holt. As has been explained in some detail, he represented the Assembly seat of Portland
on two occasions and after that was the Federal member for Darebin. He was Treasurer
and State President of the Victorian Branch of the Australian Labor Party which is an
outstanding record of service to his party.
Robert Holt had what I regard as a conventional and interesting background which no
doubt served him well. He was the son of a Presbyterian parson, attended Scotch College,
Ormond College at the University of Melbourne, served in the armoured division of the
Australian Imperial Forces and had both a provincial and city background. He went on to
war and served his country with great distinction. As I said, he was a major in the
armoured division and served from 1940 to 1945, including service in New GUInea.
As the Premier said, he was involved in the heady days of the Labor Party in the
memorable Government between 1952 and 1955, and for a Minister of the Crown to make
his feelings public, knowing full well what the result would be, was an action of principle
and not of showmanship.
When honourable members saw Bob Holt in the House, as they did in earlier years
when he used to visit from time to time, it reminded them of the days in question, and I
consider that what he did enhanced his reputation amongst those who knew him well and
those such as I who knew him not so well.
After leaving Parliament he practised as a solicitor, and unfortunately, I gather, he had
not enjoyed good health in recent years. He lived a full life and served his country well in
war and peace. On behalf of the National Party, I express sincere sympathy to his widow
and children.
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Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-Ijoin other honourable members
in paying tribute to the memory of the late Honourable Bob Holt. He was the Federal
member for Darebin when I was on the campaign committee, and in those days we were
not all aware of the background circumstances when Bob tore up a Bill in this place.
However, we became aware of the events which were to flow from that action, and
basically the issue was not so much legislation but rather a very fundamental one about
organizations being free from infiltration and having the right of free association.
Throughout his career Bob Holt stuck to that principle. He took a number of issues upon
himself, and it was not just the trade union movement that benefited from his application
of that principle when he defended the rights of the unions to elect representatives of their
own choice, free from interference.
He campaigned strongly and ardently on the subject of the hydrogen bomb tests that
were not popular. During the 1950s when the hydrogen bomb was being tested close to
this country, he was one of the first people to take up the issue.
He also extended his application of the principle of civil liberties to people who had
suffered disability in their employment because they held views which were not acceptable.
A close colleague, Dr James, suffered as a result of the McCarthyism in those days when
he was transferred from the Heidelberg Repatriation Hospital for distributing a leaflet.
Bob Holt took up the issue in Federal Parliament.
Bob had a long record of service to the principle of civil liberties of the people and in
the proposition of the freedom of association. His ultimate retirement from Federal
Parliament did not terminate this service. During his time as a Federal Member of
Parliament, he found time to do such things as to collect clothing for the poor in his
electorate. Not too many State or Federal members of Parliament take that sort of interest
in their constituents. Bob could not only deal with matters on a high political level but
also found time to deal with the needs and concerns of ordinary people.
Those honourable members who knew Bob Holt when he represented the Darebin
electorate-as it was known then-and who had seen him recently are grateful for having
known Bob. His contribution to the Labor Party movement will live long past the memory
of most people in Parliament. I mourn his passing.
Mr KIRKWOOD (Preston)-I pass on my sympathy to the family of Bob Holt. I knew
Bob from 1955 after he lost preselection for the seat of Portland, as a result of tearing up a
Bill in this House. A gentleman by the name of Jack Cull, who was a member of the
Preston Branch of the Australian Labor Party, was responsible for Bob standing for the
Federal seat of Darebin. In those days there were two State seats for one Federal seat so
that both Reservoir and Preston were represented by Darebin.
Bob never publicly defended himself on his action in the Parliament until Dr Evatt
spoke to the press about the enemy from within. Only then did Bob write a letter to the
Federal Secretary who, I think, was the Queensland State Secretary at the time, Mr J.
Schmella. In the letter he exposed what he thought would happen if the Bill with which he
disagreed were passed and he said that the extreme control which was being held over the
Victorian Executive and the Victorian Labor Party should be investigated. He resigned as
a Cabinet Minister in 1953 and he outlined his reasons. Bob believed that the land referred
to in the Soldier Settlement Bill that was not required for settlement should be handed
over to groups or individuals to use in their own way and be financed by outside people.
Bob attacked Mr Santamaria because of his rural movement plans about which he had
heard at a conference at Albury; I think at that time he was Minister. For years Bob had
kept silent on this issue, but I think his attitude was vindicated many times.
To my knowledge, although the Bill which was tom up by Bob was eventually passed, it
was never implemented. To the credit of the Opposition party, it opposed an amendment
to the Bill that was moved in the Council by a Mr Fraser, but the Hollway Liberals twisted
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and decided to go the other way and eventually the Bill was passed. Bob had many things
going for him. I knew him very well, as did many people in the area he represented.
I remember how Bob assisted the fight against splinter groups. At one time, the
Democratic Labor Party was getting 17 per cent of the vote in the electorate of Darebin.
Every time Bob stood for election to that seat, the count had to go to preferences.
Thankfully, that is not the case today.
I remember Bob telling me one Friday after he had returned from Canberra that he had
made an appointment with a doctor. The following week he informed me that he had to
make a decision-he either had to give away his position on the Australian Labor Party
Executive or give away Canberra. He gave away the job that paid, kept the unpaid position
and eventually became the State President of the Australian Labor Party.
Bob was dedicated and loyal to the principles of the Labor Party at that time. He gave
great leadership to the ordinary people in ordinary branches of the party. I extend my
sympathy to his wife and family.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-I add a further personal tribute to the memory
of Bob Holt. He was a man for whom I had immense, indeed unbounding, admiration. I
met him in 1958 and he was one of the first senior members of the Labor Party who
became known to me. I remember with gratitude the instruction and inspiration that I
had from him as a young man and the many hours that he spent in his Ringwood solicitor's
office talking to me about every aspect of political life.
He was a deeply committed Christian socialist and a passionate advocate and defender
of democracy. It was that combination of commitment to socialism and democracy that
led him to successfully stand for Parliament in the seat of Portland when he returned from
his war service. Likewise, it was that which motivated every further stage of his career in
public life.
As other speakers have mentioned, he, together with Evatt, Kennelly and other men of
their stamp, was instrumental in exposing and ultimately breaking the influence of the
Santamaria conspiracy within the Labor Party. The incident, when he tore up the Bill in
the House and left the Chamber saying, "I cannot go on with this", was catalytic in the
events leading up to the great Labor Party split of 1954-55 and in clearing the way,
ultimately, for the election of the Whitlam and Hawke Governments at the Federal level
and the leadership which those Governments have given to Australia. However, he was
consistent in the application of his principles and when, in the middle 1960s, he formed
the view that the party in Victoria was once again departing from the path of democracy,
he took up a position of opposition to that.
He was one of those who were instrumental in the restoration of democracy to the
Victorian branch, the introduction of the proportional representation system of elections
within the branch, and all that has followed from those great reforms. He was a man to
whom all Victorians and, more particularly, all members of the Labor Party, are deeply
indebted. He served the State and the Labor Party well and his memory deserves to be
honoured.
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-I join with honourable members in expressing
condolences to the family of the late Robert Holt and to advise you, Sir, and the House,
as the member for Berwick representing the community of Maryknoll, which was a
successfully established Catholic community, that history and time cures much.
I am sure that honourable members would not want to leave this occasion believing
that the proposals in the Bill were all bad. The community of Maryknoll was successfully
established and is completely non-threatening to anyone. It is a great community within
the electorate I represent and one which, I am sure, despite all the politics of the situation,
time and history will show that the settlements made as a result of the legislation were
successful in part; that the visions sought by those who wished to settle on unused and
disregarded Crown land were not bad and not unwelcome in the community, and that the
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people who took up the opportunity have made a success of it and have gone on to be
good citizens.
It is a matter of some irony, Mr Speaker, that the Labor candidate who stood against
me at the last State election came from Maryknoll!

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I add my remarks
to those of former speakers paying tribute to the life and work of the late Bob Holt and, in
particular, echo the comments of the Minister for the Arts.
Bob Holt was one of those who was very much in the eye of the storm-the Labor Party
in the mid-1950s-and he often spoke to me about those extremely turbulent years. It is a
great pity that for the sake of people with my interest, and, I believe, the wider community,
that so little has been written about the internal goings on of that time both in Parliament,
in the party and, indeed, in the community. As people such as Mr Kennelly, Mr Lovegrove
and now Mr Holt pass on, we are losing an opportunity to really understand something of
what, in many ways, was a unique period in Australian history and certainly in Labor
Party history in this country. It is to be hoped that someone finds a journal or a diary
belonging to Bob Holt as it would make fascinating reading of his period both as a
Parliamentarian and as a politician in the wider sense.
He gave outstanding service to his party, to his community and, indeed, to the
Parliaments in which he served.
I joined the Labor Party during my university days and Bob Holt, at that stage, was a
member of the Executive of the Australian Labor Party in Victoria, as referred to by the
Minister for Local Government, the honourable member for Preston and others. I made
his acquaintance at the time I inquired about membership and was learning something of
the traditions and the background of the Victorian Branch of the Australian Labor Party.
Bob Holt kept in touch with me from time to time over that period. He used to call in to
Parliament House, as many members would know, only occasionally, but I often happened
to be here at the time and we would speak about his life and his understanding of the
direction in which Parliament and the Labor Party have been heading over more recent
years.
The Premier outlined something of the circumstances of the action for which he was
best known: The famous-or infamous-tearing up of the Bill. However, Bob Holt left
much more behind him than that. He gave years of dedicated service to the reconstruction
and resurrection of the Victorian Branch of the Labor Party following the traumas of the
1950s. Both he and others like him can, no doubt, rest comfortably on the results that they
now find with Labor in government in this State, as well as the contribution made to
Labor in government in Canberra. I extend my sincere regrets at his passing and my
sympathies to his family at this time.
The SPEAKER-Before putting the motion, I would also like to add my tribute to the
late Bob Holt. I knew him in my early years in the Labor Party and in subsequent years
when he visited this place. I formed the opinion that he was a dedicated individual and
strong in moral and political principles.
His membership of this House and the Australian Parliament was during most dramatic
periods in the history of Australian politics.
Bob Holt stood fast against personal pressure and during his presidency was an inspiration
to the Australian Labor Party and young members of that party such as myself. I express
my sympathy at his passing to his wife and family.
The motion was agreed to in silence, honourable members signifying their unanimous
agreement by standing in their places.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I move:
That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the late Honourable Robert Wilfred Holt, the House do
now adjourn until half-past four o'clock this day.

The motion was agreed to.

The House adjourned at 2.37 p.m.
The SPEAKER took the chair at 4.34 p.m.

ABSENCE OF MINISTER
The SPEAKER-I am advised that the Minister for Housing will be absent from the
House this week as he is attending a Ministerial conference in Perth.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE OF EMERGENCY
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-Can the Premier advise the House whether
it is a fact that a state of emergency in Victoria was proclaimed last night at 10.30 and, if
that is correct, what time the Premier decided to inform the people of Victoria about this
very extreme and draconian measure?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The decision was taken early last evening, in view of the prospect
of the Government being able to ensure that there was an adequate supply of milk, and
the necessary order was made. Before the order becomes effective, it is necessary to publish
it. I am advised that that publication formally took place when the Government Gazette
was available in the Victorian Government Bookshop at about 9 a.m. today.
I made a formal announcement at 9.30 a.m. I indicate that it was the Government's
desire, and remains the Government's desire, to try to resolve this matter without being
forced to take that sort of action. That was my intention yesterday and discussions were
taking place last night to remove the necessity to proceed with this proclamation.

It is not the Government's desire to do any more than to ensure that the process of
picketing, which has become an accepted part of the process of protest, is carried out in an
orderly and peaceful way. I am advised that may well be occurring this afternoon. I hope
it is.
Mr ROSS-EDWARDS (Leader of the National Party)-Will the Premier advise the
House when Cabinet made its decision to invoke the essential services legislation?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-As the Leader of the National Party should be well aware, I do
not propose to discuss what occurred in Cabinet, if and when it occurred, and under what
circumstances. I will tell the public that a decision has been made and the process and the
history of that decision-making is as I have just enunciated in response to the question of
the Leader of the Opposition.
The Leader of the National Party well knows the accepted practices and the importance
of preserving the Cabinet system. I intend to do that. The Government believes it has an
obligation to ensure that steps are taken to obtain supplies of milk in this State. That is the
Governmenfs objective. It will do no more and no less to achieve that.
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EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
Mr GAVIN (Coburg)-Will the Premier inform the House of the latest details on
private sector employment growth in both Victoria and Australia?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I am delighted to be able to tell the House that Victoria is making
a spectacular contribution to Australia's employment growth. The latest Australian Bureau
of Statistics figures on wage and salary earners show that Victoria accounted for more than
one-third of the growth in private sector employment in Australia.
That is a very gratifying figure and one of which everyone should be proud. The
Government, justifiably, is pleased about it. In 1984 private sector employment in Victoria
increased by 4·3 per cent compared with 2·8 per cent for the rest of Australia.
I am pleased to inform the House and members of the Opposition, who seem to have
different views, that private sector employment growth outstripped public sector
employment growth, which was much lower in Victoria than was private sector growth in
employment. As a result, Victoria's total employment has increased some 3·6 per cent in
comparison with the rest of Australia of 2·6 per cent. Coupled with the lowest
unemployment rate of all States in every month in 1984, the Government is very well
pleased with what is occurring both in the employment and unemployment figures for
Victoria.
This very strong employment growth provides more good news that I hope I will be
able to spread shortly when I go overseas to present the case for continued and renewed
investment in Victoria in a wide range of areas that lend themselves to attention by very
shrewd investors in the State.
I am pleased in that context to know that the Melbourne Chamber of Commerce-with
which the honourable member for Hawthorn once had something to do, when it had a
narrow and parochial view-in a letter from its president congratulated me and told me
of the chamber's endorsement of my visit to Europe.
I am pleased that the narrow political orientation that the chamber had during the reign
of the honourable member for Hawthorn seems to have dissipated. The chamber takes a
much broader, more worldly and more understanding approach now. I shall not read all
the letter; I would be embarrassed to do so and I do not want to blush today. What a turn
around that that place is no longer as politicized as it was. I can go to any part of the world
and properly say that Victoria is a good place for investment or for any other indicator.

STATE OF EMERGENCY
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-I ask the Premier whether it is a fact that earlier this year
the Victorian Dairy Industry Authority obtained legal advice to the effect that the Essential
Services Act could not operate against dairy farmers and could not force dairy farmers to
milk their cows.
The SPEAKER-Order! The latter part of the question is out of order. It is facetious.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-Thank you, Mr Speaker. I have no knowledge of the advice to
which reference is made. I am advised that the course taken by the Government last night
and this morning is within the provisions of that Act. There is no intention to use those
provisions to do any more than, as I said before, ensure that the process of picketing,
which has become an accepted part of the process of protest in the State, is carried out
peacefully.
I shall take this one by one. The Government has applied the same standards to the
meat workers at Portland and to the Builders Labourers Federation at the Melbourne
Cricket Ground. The Government made it clear that it intended to erect the light towers
at the Melbourne Cricket Ground. The guidelines were enforced. The police played their
part and enforced the guidelines to which they and the trade union movement had agreed,
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in the same way as the guidelines were implemented and acquiesced to by the trade union
movement through the meat workers at Portland.
Honourable members interjecting.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Forest Hill is repeatedly
interjecting. I will not continually warn him to cease interjecting.
Mr CAIN-All the Government wishes to do is to apply the same set of rules and to
impose the same requirements upon those who are now seeking to prevent people from
going about their lawful business. I am referring to the dairy farmers. It is not possible for
the police to operate in this way; they cannot undertake such diverse operations throughout
the State in the milk crisis as they did at the Melbourne Cricket Ground.
Having explained to Parliament what the Government is doing and how it is ensuring
that milk is supplied to the people of the State, I ask the Opposition whether it supports
that action. I have answered the question; now I am asking members of the Opposition
whether they will publicly declare their support for the statement of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition in tonight's Herald that he supports the Government. The tone of the
questions from the Opposition suggests there is a difference between the Leader of the
Opposition and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. Honourable members should know
the truth. Does the Opposition agree that the Government should take reasonable steps to
ensure the milk supply in this State?
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I raise a point of order. Mr Speaker, you were concerned
about the interjections from Opposition members. However, when the Premier asks the
Opposition what does it think about this or that, he simply invites interjections. I request
that you, Mr Speaker, ask the Premier not to invite interjections if you do not want them
during question time.
Honourable members interjecting.
Mr PLOWMAN-The dogs are barking over the way, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER-Order! Would the honourable member for Evelyn arrive at his point
of order?
Mr PLOWMAN-I would be delighted to, if I could get a word in edgewise! The point
of order is that the question was clearly in relation to the Essential Services Act. The
answer given by the Premier bears little or no relevance to whether the Government
sought advice on the Essential Services Act. I ask you, Mr Speaker, to bring the Premier
back to some relevance in his answer to the question.
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the honourable member for Evelyn that I am concerned
not only about interjections from the Opposition benches but also about interjections in
the House generally. That is the first point I stress to the honourable member for Evelyn.
The second point I make is that as the honourable member for Evelyn has been my
predecessor in this chair, he would appreciate the difficulty involved in controlling the
behaviour of the House if there are many interjections, from whichever side of the House
they come.
The third point I make, is that, as the honourable member for Evelyn is aware, I have
no control over the form in which a Minister or the Premier answers a question. I do not
uphold the point of order.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I do not wish to persist in endeavouring to find out what is the
view of the Opposition. If Opposition members speak with forked tongues and the Leader
of the Opposition says one thing and the spokesman says another, so be it! However, the
majority of dairy farmers support what the Government has done, and appreciate the
assistance it has given and also support the decision of Mr Justice Robinson in regard to
the increase. I believe, the majority will show their support by ensuring that adequate milk
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is made available to depots for transporting to Melbourne and its suburbs to supply milk
to the people of this State.

PETROL PRICING
Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I direct a question to the Premier and I refer to his
indulgence in public relations last week when he condemned the Federal Government for
its proposed rise in the parity pricing tax on fuel which will add approximately 4 cents to
the price of petrol from 1 May.

Is the Premier aware that the State tax will rise from 3·71 cents a litre to 3·99 cents a
litre on 1 May this year as a result of rises in fuel under the parity pricing system and
taxing by the Federal Government earlier this year? If the Premier is aware of the rise in
State tax because of these other rises, will he give an assurance that he will not increase the
price of fuel in Victoria by the equivalent percentage tax when the Federal tax becomes
operative on 1 May?
The SPEAKER-Order! I advise the House that it is a long-established practice that
questions be brief.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I made this position clear in the House last week, that the
Government believes there should have been a phasing in of any increase that was to
occur. To suggest there can be any recompense to Victorian motorists, who are paying
some $200 million towards the $660 million or thereabouts that is recovered by way of
additional revenue, is a nonsense.
The amount that is attracted by way of additional royalty or business franchise levy is
so small as to be inconsequential and it would be absurd to suggest the Government
should make any contribution or any gesture of that kind when Victorian motorists,
instrumentalities and organizations are contributing some $200 million by way of additional
fuel levy. The Government will not penalize the Victorian people by any such suggestion.
Of course, what the Opposition wanted to do during the State election campaign was to
further increase the price of petrol by motorists paying increased motor registration fees,
which, on any view, would have represented an increase of2·5 per cent.
The honourable member for Berwick nods his head. On Liberal Party figures, it was 2·5
per cent. The Liberal Party was going to put up the price of petrol by 2·5 per cent, but it
probably would have been much closer to 5 per cent.
The Government is concerned that motorists should pay the lowest possible price for
petrol, not something higher, which is what the Liberal Party seems to want.

CONSUMER PRICE INDEX
Mrs HILL (Frankston North)-Can the Treasurer inform the House of recent trends in
the State and local government charges component of the consumer price index?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I am delighted to inform the House about the increase in the
component of the consumer price index which relates to State Government and local
government charges. It is interesting to examine recent trends that have occurred in
Victoria and across Australia. From December 1980 to March 1982 the increase in Victoria
in this component of the consumer price index was 37·2 per cent. In the corresponding
period for the eight capital cities in Australia the increase was 33·8 per cent. In other
words, under Liberal Party rule in Victoria, for its final three years in government, one
finds an increase of 37·2 per cent in Melbourne compared with 33·8 per cent across
Australia. This is certainly an alarming position.

If one examines the situation since the Cain Government has been in power, one will
see how successful the Labor Government has been in restraining the impact of taxes and
charges on the consumer price index in Victoria. The figures are these: From the March
Session 1985-16
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quarter 1982 to 1985 the increase in the component relating to local government charges
and State Government charges was 17·9 per cent-17·9 per cent compared with 37·2 per
cent under the former Liberal Government and, more importantly, 17·9 per cent compared
with 28· 3 per cent for the eight capital cities across Australia.
That is a remarkable performance and indicates how the Government has shown restraint
in the area of taxation and Government charges. These are the Australian Statistician's
figures published in the consumer price index, and for the benefit of the honourable
member for Balwyn I repeat: 17·9 per cent in Melbourne and 28·3 per cent for all capital
cities across Australia.
The taxation policy of the Government is not only having an effect on the consumer
price index but it also demonstrates that the growth in taxes in Victoria was less than
other State Governments in Australia.
The Australian Bureau of Statistics released data today relating to State taxation and it
showed that in the financial year 1983-84 the increase in taxation in Victoria was 6·3 per
cent and for other States for the same period it was 12·6 per cent. For once the mouth of
the Leader of the Opposition is closed-I cannot believe it.
Mr Kennett interjected.
Mr JOLLY-The Leader of the Opposition cannot resist opening his mouth. For his
benefit, I shall repeat the figures: 6·3 per cent for Victoria and 12·6 per cent for other States
of Australia. In other words, Victoria has approximately half the rate of increase of the
other States. It should also be noted that no longer is Victoria in the position of having the
highest tax per capita. The position, as released by the Australian Statistician today, shows
that New South Wales has a figure of$722 and Victoria has a figure of$711. Honourable
members should be aware that the only reason New South Wales and Victoria have these
taxation figures is because they subsidize all the other States in Australia.
I am pleased to report that in this respect the Victoria Grants Commission has
recommended substantial changes to the tax sharin~ distribution. That will certainly, if
implemented, make a significant difference to the posItion in Victoria and yield substantial
benefits for the State.

STATE INSURANCE OFFICE
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I address a question to the Treasurer. As
the honourable gentleman is in such a bra~ng mood today, in the interests of frankness
and to put the Treasurer to the real test, IS the Treasurer now prepared to table in this
Parliament the profit and loss statement and balance-sheet for the State Insurance Office
to the end of March 1985? If not, why is the Treasurer not prepared to be honest and frank
with the people of Victoria?
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-The Leader of the Opposition is petulant and upset because
he advocates a 60 per cent increase in third-party insurance when the Government is
totally opposed to it. I understand the Leader of the Opposition believes in a fully funded
scheme. The Government does not support that concept and will be enforcing compulsory
third-party insurance in accordance with its time-table.
I should point out that the report of the State Insurance Office has already been tabled
with respect to 1983-84. The quality of reporting in respect of the State Insurance Office
has been improved. In accordance with the long standing convention and practice of this
House, the next annual report of the State Insurance Office will be tabled at the completion
of the financial year. That has always been the case.
The Leader of the Opposition pretends that some profit and loss statement is normally
tabled in this place. No such statement is normally tabled in this House. Does the Leader
of the Opposition suggest other reports are tabled in this House in relation to the State
Insurance Office?
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The only report-the Leader of the Opposition should be aware of this fact-that is
tabled in relation to the performance of the State Insurance Office is the annual report,
which will continue to be tabled in this place in accordance with the legislation. There is
no doubt that that convention is the proper way.
The Leader of the Opposition asks, by interjection, about the profit and loss statement.
How many times do I have to repeat to this man that in areas where the State Insurance
Office operates in competition with the private sector it operates on a profitable basis?
The Leader of the Opposition wants to know how the State Insurance Office is going. In
areas where it is competing with the private sector, it is making a profit. In areas where the
State Insurance Office was driven into a monopoly position because of a Liberal
Government, it operates at a loss. That has been demonstrated in the 1983-84 report and,
in respect of 1984-85, the annual report will provide that information.

FILM AND TELEVISION PRODUCTION
Mr HILL (Warrandyte)-Can the Minister for the Arts advise the House of the economic
result of the Government's support for film and television production?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for the Arts)-The House should be aware that the film
industry is yet another area where Victoria leads Australia's economic recovery. The
Government inherited a situation where Film Victoria was able to invest only $3·25
million in film production in the 1982-83 financial year. In the following year, thanks to
the initiative taken by this Government and the additional resources made available by
this Government to Film Victoria, the amount of investment increased to no less than
$29·95 million and in the current financial year it will increase further to between
$35 million and $40 million.
This represents an increase from less than an 18 per cent share of the Australian film
industry to more than a one-third share of that industry being in Victoria.
In the past year alone more than 480 additional jobs have been created in the industry.
The Victorian film industry, as in so many areas of economic life, leads Australia's
economic recovery.

DAIRY INDUSTRY
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-Can the Minister for Police and Emergency Services advise
the House whether 2000 policemen from the metropolitan and country areas have been
sent to certain dairying districts on the authority of the Minister to inform people that
anyone attempting to block milk containers or even speaking to tanker drivers is liable to
arrest and could face a fine of$1000 or imprisonment for six months?
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The superintendence
of the Police Force, as the honourable member for Portland should be aware, is the role of
the Chief Commissioner of Police. I have total confidence in the arrangements that he
makes.

PROPOSED RADIOACTIVE WASTE DUMP
Mr WALLACE (Gippsland South)-Will the Premier give an undertaking that the
proposed radioactive dump site at Dutson Downs, involving a cost of $250 000, will not
become the Commonwealth dumping site for Australia?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-That site is purely a suggested State enterprise at this stage, as it
is currently being examined. I would not want any more waste to be dumped at the site
than necessary. I understand the Commonwealth has not made any decision on what it
intends to do on the wider issue of its radioactive wastes. The State Government is trying
to overcome the problem, which has been in existence for approximately nine years,
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during which time the waste has been stored primarily a matter of a few hundred yards
from this place in State offices. Successive Governments have failed to do anything about
it. The Government is seeking to resolve the problem. However, there is no suggestion, of
which I am aware, of that dump having any wider use.

POST-SECONDARY EDUCATION
Dr VAUGHAN (Clayton)-Will the Minister for Education inform the House of the
need for tertiary places in Victoria's post-secondary education institutions?
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-It is becoming abundantly clear that students
who could be successful in higher education are being denied access to tertiary institutions.
The figures indicate that the proportion of Year 12 students who immediately transfer to
higher education has fallen from about 54 per cent to 42 per cent in the years between
1973 and 1984. The result is that the number of qualified school le avers seeking places in
higher education who are not successful in gaining places has increased from about 1200
in 1982 to about 6000 this year. The estimate for 1987 is that the figure could increase to
about 8000.
It is incomprehensible to me that, at a time when State Governments are achieving
higher retention rates to Year 12, the Commonwealth Government should introduce this
barrier to access to higher education and places in tertiary institutions. As a result, the
Victorian Government has raised the matter and I have had discussions with the Federal
Minister, Senator Susan Ryan. I assure the House that I shall continue to pursue the
matter.

STATE OF EMERGENCY
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-Will the Premier inform the House why the Victoria Police
have been instructed to enforce the state of emergency by arresting dairy farmers, whereas
the Portland police were told to adopt a "hands off" attitude to members of the Australasian
Meat Industry Employees Union during the dispute over live sheep exports?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-I refer to the answer given by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. The matter of the operation of the Victoria Police is one for the Chief
Commissioner of Police. Like the Minister, I have the utmost faith in the commissioner's
ability to carry out that function. The Government has never sought to tell the police how
or when to do their duty; nor will it.

GRAIN FREIGHT RATES
Mr W. D. McGRATH (Lowan)-Is the Minister for Transport aware that grain deliveries
by road to Portland have more than doubled for the period from 1 February to 31 March
1985, to 17 670 tonnes compared with 8066 tonnes for the same period in 1984? Does that
indicate that the rail freight rate is too high, and will the Minister review grain freight rates
for the coming season?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The Government is pleased at the increased
usage of Portland for moving the grain harvest. During a recent visit to Portland, I
inspected the facilities and the port with staff of the Grain Elevators Board and the port
authority. Certainly the Government expects a continuing increase in the usage of the port
of Portland.
We are examining ways in which V/Line can make its contribution, but we are also
aware that on many hauls the roads present a viable alternative to rail. We will examine
the use of rail and road transport for produce coming from the corner of South Australia,
where we are well placed to boost Portland's activities. Whether by rail or road transport,
I certainly hope the Government can continue to increase the usage of that fine port.
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COUNTRY RAIL PASSENGER PATRONAGE
Mr SHEEHAN (Ballarat South)-I ask the Minister for Transport: What progress is
being made in improving country passenger patronage of V/Line?
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-I thank the honourable member for the question.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill}-On a point of order, Mr Speaker, I put it to you that
the question is inadmissible because question No. 218 on the Notice Paper relates to
services of the kind referred to in the question by the honourable member for Ballarat
South.
The SPEAKER-Order! There is no point of order.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The situation in the past two years has represented
a triumph in passenger terms for V/Line with an increase of some 8· 7 per cent in 1983-84,
followed by an increase of more than 7 per cent during the current financial year.

It is hoped that the increase will become 9 per cent this financial year. The figures this
year are the highest for some eight years and that is the result of a lot of hard work by
people in V/Line.
The honourable member for Ballarat North seems to be getting some exercise; it is good
to hear that the honourable member is still in Parliament. The figures for the past two
years are the highest for the past eight years. The past six years of the previous Government
showed a continuing downturn in all activities relating to railways in both country and
metropolitan areas.
There have been a number of marketing methods used by V/Line to encourage country
passenger activity both for country residents and city residents who wish to visit the
country. Some of the most successful have been ideas such as the super-saver scheme
which resulted in much reduced fares for people wishing to travel. For instance, in the
Ballarat area the super-saver return fare is $8.20 as opposed to a fare of $19 for first-class
travel and $13.60 for economy class travel. Those types of percentages apply to supersaver fares throughout the State. For a person who wishes to use the railways to take out
the family in an off-peak time, the cost is small and V/Line is making sure that the public
is made aware of the program.
A significant improvement has been made in the quality of the carriages used, and this
will continue to improve. The Government looks forward to continuing to improve the
rail service both for country residents wishing to travel to Melbourne or other country
centres and for citizens of Melbourne who wish to get out and enjoy the superb Victorian
countryside.

DAIRY INDUSTRY
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-Will the Premier advise why last week the Government
loudly supported the striking electricity workers in Queensland and yet this week the
police have been sent in against Victorian dairy farmers?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The premises that underlie the question are totally inaccurate.
Last week the Government indicated its distaste for-and I hope the Opposition's distaste
for-the type of legislation introduced in Queensland which is not only anti-worker but
also anti-civil liberties.
That is what we believed when we expressed our strong opposition and that was what
we were concerned about. We reflect the community views. The legislation is not directed
just against unions and workers; it is directed against newspaper reporters and anyone else
who chooses to express a point of view. That is not Australian and not democratic and
that is what this Government is concerned about.
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I hope the honourable member for Balwyn is informed-even if he was not informed
before question time today-about what the Government has done to ensure that milk
supplies are assured for Victorians. That is to protect the picketing process and to ensure
it is peaceful so that those people who want to go about their business can do so and
comply with the guidelines, which are working well and have been accepted by all parties.
That is all the Government asks; no more and no less. The dairy farmers can express their
point of view but must not by violence prevent others from going about their business.
I repeat: The same processes, the same rules and the same enforcements will apply so
far as we are able, regardless of whether meat workers, builders labourers, dairy farmers
or anyone else are involved.

POLICE TRAINING ACADEMY
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-Will the Minister for Public Works inform the House of the
progress that is being made in further upgrading facilities for police training at the Glen
Waverley Police Training Academy?
Mr WALSH (Minister for Public Works)-The Government is constructing a new
facility at Glen Waverley for educating and training police cadets.
The facility will include a library, theatre, class-rooms, a model police station, a model
court house, fingerprinting training facilities and administrative offices. When the project
is completed, it will be of the highest standard and worthy of praise. The people of Victoria
will be extremely proud of the finished product.
The project is progressing according to the construction program and the contractual
completion date is September this year. However, a possibility exists that it may be
finished at an earlier date-towards the end of July or early August. The project will cost
$9·5 million and it is another project of which the people of Victoria will be proud.

DAIRY INDUSTRY
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I direct a further question to the Premier
and remind him once again of his commitment made a few days prior to the last State
election that he and his Government would fully support dairy farmers in selling their
products freely across interstate borders. I ask the Premier what does he now intend to do
about interstate sales or has he welshed on yet another commitment?
Mr CAIN (Premier)-That is one of the wide range of matters that has been discussed
between the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs and the dairy industry. The Minister
has spent a tremendous amount of time with the dairy industry and that is why there is a
sense of disappointment that, on the part of a few, there is not an appreciation of what the
Government has done.
The Government has put together a package that any objective and reasonable analysis
would find to be an extremely good package for the dairy industry. The dairy farmers
indicated that they would abide by the decision of Mr Justice Robinson. They have
received an increase of the order of3·7 cents a litre, which is approximately $1600 a farm
on a twelve-month basis.
In the findings ofMr Justice Robinson, he expressed the view that perhaps he and others
have been more generous than was justified.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr CAIN-Honourable members should read pages 36 and 37 of the report. The
Leader of the Opposition spends more time shouting and yelling across the table than any
other honourable member spends during question time, either in answering or in asking
questions. He is obsessed with his own tongue.
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Among the matters discussed by the Minister for Agriculture and Rural Affairs and the
dairy industry is the exporting of Victoria's milk interstate. If the industry wants that, the
Government will back it. That is a decision the dairy industry will take in consultation
with the Government. Currently, the industry does not wish to take that action. The great
mass of dairy farmers and anyone who objectively analyses what the Government has
offered, with the increase in the market milk price and the package of proposals for
assisting those on the land, would realize that no Government could reasonably be expected
to do any more. There is nothing more for the dairy farmers; they have had a good go and
that is recognized by approximately 95 per cent of them.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
Mr TANNER (Caul field) (By leave)-Mr Speaker, I wish to make a personal explanation.
In the Hansard proof copy No. 3 issued on Saturday, 27 April 1985, the transcript of my
contribution to the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill debate could infer through the use of the
word "the" a deterioration of health services per se if the Caulfield and Royal Southern
Memorial Hospitals amalgamate.

Hansard records me as saying:
A deterioration of health services in Victoria will result if the amalgamation is allowed to occur.

The substitution of the word "such" for the word "the" in the corrected Hansard edition
will correlate with the other comments in my address that such deterioration of health
services would result from the transfer of existing services from the hospitals.

PETITION
Kororoit Creek Bridge
Tbe Clerk-I have received the following petition for presentation to Parliament:
To THE HONOURABLE THE SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY ASSEMBLED IN PARLIAMENT:
The petition of certain residents of the State of Victoria draws the attention of the House that the amount of
traffic building along Station Road between Ballarat Road and Neale Road, Deer Park is such that residents
turning onto Station Road have to wait long periods of time to get onto the road. Station Road is the only access
road out of Deer Park, and commuters wanting to get up to BaHarat Road have very long waits at the Ballarat
Road lights, and the minor side roads.
Your petitioners therefore ask that consideration be given to a bridge or ford being built over the Kororoit
Creek at Billingham Road which would then give access to the schools, churches and shops on Ballarat Road,
and would alleviate the traffic at the Ballarat Road lights, and also at the minor side roads. And your petitioners,
as in duty bound, will ever pray.

By Mr Cunningbam (1 715 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:
Education Act 1958-Resumption of Land at St Albans-Certificate ofthe Minister for Education.
Statutory Rules under the following Acts:
Port of Geelong Authority Act 1958-No. 110
Supreme Court Act 1958-No. 106.
Victoria Law Foundation-Report for the year ended 30 September 1984.
Victorian Arts Centre Trust-Report for the year 1983-84.
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The following proclamations fixing operative dates for various Acts were laid upon the
table by the Clerk, pursuant to an order of the House dated 3 April 1985:
Community Welfare Services (Amendment) Act 1983- Section 20 (3)-24 April 1985 (Gazette No. 39, 24 April
1985).
Dairy Industry Act 1984-28 April 1985 (Gazette No. 39-24 April 1985).

WATER (MORNINGTON PENINSULA AND DISTRICT WATER
BOARD) BILL
This Bill was returned from the Council with a message relating to amendments.
It was ordered that the message be taken into consideration next day.

JOINT SITTING OF PARLIAMENT
La Trobe University-Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences
A message was received from the Council acquainting the Assembly that the Council
had agreed to meet with the Assembly for the purpose of sitting and voting together to
recommend various members of the Parliament of Victoria for appointment to the Council
of the Victorian Institute of Marine Sciences, the Council of the La Trobe University and
the Council of the Victorian Institute of Secondary Education, as proposed by the Assembly,
and concurring that the place and time of such meeting be the Legislative Assembly
Chamber this day at 6 p.m.

PSYCHOLOGISTS BILL AND THERAPEUTIC GOODS AND
COSMETICS BILL
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-By leave, I move:
That the proposals contained in these Bills be referred to the Social Development Committee for inquiry,
consideration and report.

In explanation, honourable members will recall that these Bills were previously referred
to the Parliamentary committee for its consideration. The committee is still proceeding
with that task but the best advice from the table officers is that the resolution of the
Chamber should be renewed formally.
The motion was agreed to.
It was ordered that the foregoing resolution be transmitted to the Legislative Council
with a message desiring their concurrence therein.

APPROPRIATION MESSAGE
The SPEAKER announced the presentation of a message from His Excellency the
Governor recommending that an appropriation be made from the Consolidated Fund for
the purposes of the Town and Country Planning (Transfer of Function) Bill.

SUPPLY (1985-86, No. 1) BILL
The Order of the Day for the resumption of the debate on the motion for the second
reading of this Bill was read.
Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I declare this Bill
to be an urgent Bill, and I move:
That this Bill be considered an urgent Bill.

The House divided on the motion (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair).
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Ayes
Noes

45
35

Majority for the motion

10

MrCain
Miss Callister
MrCathie
DrCoghill
MrCrabb
MrCulpin
Mr Cunningham
MrEmst
Mr Fogarty
MrFordham
MrGavin
MrsGleeson

Mr Harrowfield
Mrs Hill
MrHill
Mrs Hirsh
MrHockley
Mr Jolly
MrKennedy
MrKirkwood
Mr McCutcheon
MrMcDonald
MrMathews
MrMicallef

AYES
MrNorris
MrPope
Mrs Ray
Mr Remington
MrRoper
MrRowe
Mr Seitz
Mrs Setches
MrSheehan
Mr Shell
Mr Sidiropoulos
MrSimmonds

Tellers:
Mr Andrianopoulos
Mrs Wilson

MrBrown
MrCooper
MrCrozier
MrDelzoppo
Mr Dickinson
MrEvans
(Ballarat North)
MrGude
MrHayward
MrHefferan

Mr Jasper
MrJohn
MrKennett
MrLea
MrLeigh
Mr Lieberman
MrMcGrath
(Lowan)
MrMcGrath
(Warrnambool)

NOES
MrMcNamara
Mr Perrin
Mr Pescott
MrPlowman
MrRamsay
MrReynolds
Mr Richardson
Mr Ross-Edwards
Mr Steggall
Mr Stockdale

MrTanner
MrWallace
MrWeideman
DrWells
MrWhiting
MrWilliams
Tellers:
MrColeman
MrSmith
(Glen Waverley)
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MrSimpson
MrSpyker
Mr Stirling
Mrs Toner
MrTrezise
DrVaughan
MrWalsh

PAIR
MrWilkes

Mr Austin

Mr FORDHAM (Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources)-I move:
That the time allotted in connection with the Bill be as follows:
For the remaining stages of the Bill until 10.30 p.m. this day.

This motion is as a result of the refusal of the Opposition to reasonably co-operate with
the Government on the passage of this Supply Bill. It is instructive for honourable members
to be able to reflect on Supply debates in autumn sessional periods in previous years. For
example, for the Supply Bill for 1980-81 there were twelve speakers in the debate that
lasted some 3 hours 17 minutes; in 1981-82, there were 21 speakers in the debate that
lasted 5 hours 6 minutes; in 1982-83, there were 22 speakers in the debate that lasted 6
hours 10 minutes; in 1983-84, there were twenty speakers in the debate that lasted 6 hours
22 minutes; and, in 1984-85, there were fourteen speakers in the debate that lasted 5 hours
11 minutes.
It is interesting to note that during the terms of different Governments of different
complexions relatively the same time span has been made available for honourable
members to debate this sort of interim Supply measure. I believe this year the Government
has been more than reasonable. To date, 22 speakers have contributed to the debate,
which has continued for 9 hours 48 minutes. Through this motion, a further 3 hours will
be made available for the debate, so that more than 12 hours will have been made
available, which is roughly double the norm of the past five years.

What we have heard to date in the contributions of honourable members opposite is
needless repetition and nonsense that does no credit to them or to Parliament. For
Parliament to function effectively, honourable members must take a responsible stand
and reasonable time must be made available for Bills of this nature. The Government is
doing that, and I believe the House should support the motion.
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The motion will allow completion of the debate on the Supply Bill before the Assembly
this evening and for its transmission to the Legislative Council so that it can, in turn,
consider the matter and, it is hoped, complete it in the near future. The Government is
being reasonable. It is the Opposition that is being totally unreasonable.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-As usual, the Deputy Premier, who has a
longstanding knowledge of the operations of this place-and who, when in opposition,
was one of the most vocal critics of the Government of the day when, from time to time,
it used the guillotine on urgent matters-has the effrontery to come into this House this
evening and suggest that the most important piece of proposed legislation to go through
the Parliament in this very short sessional period should be limited.
The Deputy Premier is perhaps the only member-with the exception of the Minister
for Housing, and you, Sir-who has a real appreciation of the democratic processes in this
place. He is now, for political reasons only, trying to reduce the debate on this very
important measure. It is not the fault of the Opposition that members of the Government
party do not wish to speak on the Bill and support the Treasurer on his introduction of the
measure. That is understandable, because the Treasurer is not prepared to be frank on any
piece of proposed legislation. However, it is no good the Deputy Premier standing up in
this place and talking about precedents. The only precedent to which honourable members
should be directing their attention right now is that, for approximately a nine-month
period, this Parliament will sit for only sixteen days, and now the Government has
extended that period by six days for the Parliament to meet in July to get through both
Houses of Parliament proposed legislation which it knows it will not be able to get through
either now or later on this year.
Honourable members wishing to speak both during the second-reading debate and the
Committee stage of the Bill should be able to do so. The Government has gone so far as to
cancel the sittings of the House next week. Members of the Opposition cannot help it if
the Premier takes off overseas and wants to avoid Parliamentary scrutiny-that is not our
decision. The Opposition wants sufficient time to efficiently debate, criticize and, at times,
support the Government on proposed legislation.
Parliament will be sitting approximately 22 days in nine months. I cannot remember
when Parliament has sat for such a short period over nine months. There may have been
an isolated case in the past but the Deputy Premier knows that it is most unusual. I cannot
remember when it last occurred.
Members of the Opposition do not expect a Government which continually prides itself
on being supportive of open government to guillotine this important Bill. If the Government
is not prepared to debate the Bill in this place, we will ensure that the Bill is debated fully
in the other place. We will not allow this place to become an instrument of Government,
to sit when the Government wants it to sit and to close when the Government wants it to
close and to withhold from the people of Victoria the view of members of the Opposition
who represent almost 49 per cent of voters.
The guillotining of this Bill is unnecessary and it is totally unprincipled. The Government
has decided that the House will not sit next week. If the Deputy Premier is genuinely
concerned about the workings of this Chamber, I suggest to him that there is nothing
wrong with the House sitting next week to allow members of the Opposition and members
of the Government party to contribute to this debate.
Mr ROSS-EDW ARDS (Leader of the National Party)-I shall be brief because I do
not wish to take up the time in which back-bench members of the House can debate the
Bill. I make two points. Firstly, there has not been tedious repetition by members of the
National Party. I make it clear that they have spoken about their areas of responsibility.
Therefore, the guillotining of this Bill will mean that some will not be able to make a
contribution.
Secondly, the House is not sitting next week. The only explanation is that the Premier
is fearful of the House sitting in his absence. The point is that next week this House could
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complete the Supply Bill debate. If I were in the position of the Deputy Premier and if I
did not wish to sit next week, I would give extra time this evening, after 10.30 p.m., for
this debate.
It is ridiculous to shut up the House. I cannot imagine that the decision was made by
the Deputy Premier because that is uncharacteristic of him. Obviously, he has had pressure
brought to bear on him in this case. I regret the decision made by the Government. I hope
it does not recur this session.

The House divided on the motion (the Hon. C. T. Edmunds in the chair).
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The debate (adjourned from April 24) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of the Bill was resumed.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-This House has had placed across it the shadow of
the guillotine. The Government has shown its contempt for Parliament, for the people of
Victoria and for the institution of Parliament itself. One must ask: What is it afraid of?
Why is it running away from this debate?

The Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources shamefully and quite untruthfully
described the Opposition as uncooperative. He accused the Opposition of refusing to cooperate with the Government in this debate. Nothing could be further from the truth. The
Opposition is co-operating fully, not only with the Government but also with the intention
of the proposed legislation and the intention of bringing it into Parliament, which is for
debate.
The Opposition will debate it. This is the most important money Bill that will be before
Parliament in this sessional period. What is at stake is the proper utilization of$3·5 billion
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of public funds. The Opposition is responsible and loyal to the people of Victoria by
wishing to raise matters which concern it, by wishing to question the Government, by
wishing to put before the people of Victoria the failings of the Government, but the
Government is so afraid of such exposure that it runs away from the reality and
responsibility of government by guillotining this most important measure.
The Government has misrepresented the past history of Supply debates by claiming
that this debate has been given twice as much time as previous debates. However, the
debates in previous years were on both the Supply Bill and the works and services Bill.
Now Parliament has before it a Bill which combines Supply and works and services, and
if this Government were honest it would double the amount of time available to debate
the Bill. Instead, it has cut the available time in half.
The Government has behaved disgracefully, It has misrepresented the situation, and
the condemnation of the House and of the Victorian community should rightly fall upon
it.
As the guillotine falls on this debate at 10.30 p.m., as fall it must, the guillotine falls yet
again on another piece of democracy in the administration of the public affairs of Victoria.
The Government has been running" away from Parliament and it is running away again
from debate in this instance and from the institution of Parliament. The Government
closed down Parliament in November last year and Parliament did not meet again until
after the March election this year.
I ask honourable members: What sort of sittings are these? The House is meeting for
only a few days and then it will be closed again. The Government is afraid to face debate
in this House; it is afraid to have Parliament do its job. The Government is desperately
afraid to be exposed to questioning and criticism and the exposure which the Parliament
provides. The Government will do anything to avoid Parliament meeting and it has
fabricated all sorts of lame excuses to avoid confronting the realities of public interest in
Government administration. The Government has totally failed the people of Victoria.
As evidence is revealed about the Government's mismanagement and the way in which it
is handling the public affairs of Victoria, more and more it is being exposed that the
Government is incompetent and that it has deceived the people of Victoria.
One can understand why the Government wants to run away from responsibilities and
the realities of public life and the exposure of its inability and failings in this place.
Honourable members understand why the Government wants to close down Parliament;
we understand why the Government wants to stifle and guillotine debate; we understand
why the Government does not want to answer questions; we understand why the Premier
wants to run away overseas-he simply wants to transfer his bunker from Victoria to
across the ocean; we understand why the Premier is so afraid, but we cannot excuse him;
we understand why the Government is petrified of exposure in Parliament, but we cannot
condone the way the Government conducts the affairs of this State.
Honourable members understand the trouble the Government is having with the State
Insurance Office; we understand the deceit and mishandling that has occurred in the dairy
industry; we understand the problem the Government has in not having told the truth in
the first place about the Museum station development; we understand the difficulties the
Government has with the Alcoa project and the issues surrounding it, despite the promises
that the Government has made.
The SPEAKER-Order! The time has arrived for this House to meet the Legislative
Council in this Chamber for the purpose of sitting and voting together to choose members
of the Parliament of Victoria to be recommended for appointment to councils of various
institutions. The joint sitting will conclude at an appropriate time for the dinner
adjournment so that I propose to resume the chair at 8 p.m.
The sitting was suspended at 6 p.m. until 8.4 p.m.
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The debate (interrupted earlier this day) on the motion of Mr Jolly (Treasurer) for the
second reading of this Bill was resumed.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-Prior to the suspension of the sitting, I was lamenting
the fact that the Government was so bereft of responsibility and initiative and so frightened
of the consequences of the Parliamentary process that it had determined to guillotine the
debate. I still lament that decision and I promise the Government it will regret the decision
it has taken. However, it is an indication that the Government is running for cover.
Government members are a bunch of lily-livered, spineless socialists, who are terrified of
public debate!
There are two portfolios that are dealt with in the Supply debate that are of specific
interest to me, and they are those of consumer affairs and ethnic affairs. One might say in
regard to those portfolios that the greatest regret not only of the Opposition but, indeed,
also of the entire community is that the Minister chosen to handle those portfolios is the
most incompetent Minister in an incompetent Government. The Minister for Consumer
Affairs is so incompetent that the Premier has made a sensible decision to reduce his
responsibilities.
An Honourable Member-Nonsense!
Mr RICHARDSON-It is not nonsense. The fact is that the Government has taken the
decision to reduce the number of areas of public administration in which the Minister for
Consumer Affairs can make a mess. He is no longer responsible for petrol pricing and that
is because he has shown himself to be thorou~ly incompetent. There is small consolation
for the Government in transferring responsIbility for petrol pricing to the Minister for
Industry, Technology and Resources because that Minister has also made a mess of that
area. That does not alter the fact that the Minister for Consumer Affairs was relieved of
those responsibilities because he is incapable of carrying them out.
Another important area of administration that was formerly the responsibility of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs and of which he has been relieved, is that of residential
tenancies. That responsibility has been handed over to the Minister for Housing. I have
known the Minister for Housing well for many years. I have a high regard for him and, in
fact, for all the Ministers of the Government, he is the Minister for whom I have the most
regard. I applaud the removal of those two vital areas of responsibility from the Minister
for Consumer Affairs because of his incompetence. I applaud the decision to place
responsibility for residential tenancies in the hands of the Minister for Housing, who is
the most competent, scholarly and highly respected member of the Government. However,
the Opposition does not applaud the handing over of responsibility for petrol pricing to
the Minister for Industry, Technology and Resources because he has shown himself to be
just as big a dill as the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
With regard to ethnic affairs, the great tragedy in the administration of that portfolio is
the way in which the Government, which is a captive of the socialist left faction, has not
only allowed but, indeed, encouraged the takeover of ethnic affairs by the socialist left.
The Ethnic Affairs Commission is the most highly politicized department in the
administration of this socialist Government. It is a public scandal that a purge has been
conducted over the past three years in the Ethnic Affairs Commission. People who were
regarded as being not ideologically pure have been removed. They have been replaced by
socialist left functionaries, which is not surprising as the Minister for Ethnic Affairs is a
prominent member of the socialist left. He is a captive of the outside forces that control
the socialist left. He is the perfect Minister for it; he is incompetent and compliant and, as
such, could not be a better choice.
It is important to the socialist left that the Ethnic Affairs Commission should become a
cell of that faction and it has ensured that that is so. It regards the commission as an
avenue through which it may continue the class war to which it is committed. The socialist
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left faction of the Labor Party regards ethnic communities, particularly newly arrived
migrants, as fertile soil for recruitment and indoctrination.
The key people in the socialist left are people such as John Halfpenny, George Crawford
and Gerry Hand and the key unions that control the socialist left are the Amalgamated
Metal Workers Union, the Food Preservers Union of Australia, the Electrical Trades
Union of Australia, the Australasian Meat Industry Employees Union and the Federated
Miscellaneous Workers Union of Australia. Those key unions regard the Ethnic Affairs
Commission as a vehicle by which they may promulgate and extend their ideology and
influence, not only within the Labor Party but also within the broad spectrum of ethnic
communities that are susceptible, as they perceive it, to the approaches and influences of
the socialist left.
The Amalgamated Metal Workers Union is the most influential union of those I have
named. It is interesting to note that the present Minister for Ethnic Affairs was an official
in that union before entering Parliament. The socialist left faction is essentially a union
faction. The white collar members of the faction are adherents or disciples; they are not
really functionaries. They are appendages used from time to time by the faction; they are
not the decision makers. One must say that members of Parliament who owe their support
to the socialist left faction are simply functionaries, rather than decision makers. One finds
some exceptions in people such as George Crawford and Gerry Hand.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-On a point of order, the House is debating the Supply Bill.
I put it to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that the honourable member is making an interesting,
but totally misguided and uninformed dissertation and perhaps evaluation of a number of
people. His remarks have no relevance to Government expenditure. He should be reminded
that the purpose of the debate is to discuss Government policies and the application of
funds provided in the Supply Bill and that to diverge from that debate and engage in a
wide-ranging and wild attack against individuals because of their supposed affiliations is
out of order.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member for Forest
Hill has noted that point and will now return to the Supply Bill.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill}-I have noted that point of order. I understand the
agitation of honourable members on the Government side of the House. I understand the
sensitivity of this matter, but what I am saying is directly relevant to the Bill. I am talking
about the affiliation of the Minister for Ethnic Affairs, who is responsible for the expenditure
of approximately $3·5 million of taxpayers' money, with a faction within the Government
party. That is relevant to the way in which he administers his department. What I am
saying about the faction to which I am referring is generally relevant to everything that
relates to his Ministry. If honourable members are sensitive about the matter and I am
finding some sore point to prick, that is their problem. It is not my problem. The overriding
problem is for the Victorian community, which is not the beneficiary, but what I describe
as the sufferer. Decisions are taken in the ethnic affairs portfolio by socialist left union
bosses, not by the rank and file. It is those outside influences that control the Ethnic Affairs
Commission.
The ethnic affairs portfolio provides the socialist left with an important facility. It
provides it with a sound base in government in Victoria. The operative body, the Ethnic
Affairs Commission, has become a politburo which provides the socialist left with ,essential
facilities. It has provided a group of competent professionals who are utilizing fundsThe DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I take it that the professionals being
referred to have some relevance to the Supply debate?
Mr RICHARDSON-Yes, the competent professionals to whom I refer are those
whose salaries are being paid through the provisions of the Supply Bill. The whole of the
Ethnic Affairs Commission is being paid for by the provisions of this Bill. Everything I am
saying about the administration of this portfolio relates to the utilization of public funds.
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The position of the ethnic affairs portfolio is such that it provides the capacity to bestow
patronage through the distribution of grants to selected organizations. Those grants are
provided for in the Supply Bill. The establishment of a socialist left cell within the
Government provides a more direct capacity to influence Government decisions.
Honourable members know, from the events that immediately followed the last State
election, how effective the socialist left is in influencing Government decisions. One
should consider the number of extra socialist left Ministers who are now seated on the
front benches of the House. The fact that the ethnic affairs administration is small assists
the socialist left. It is easy to purge those who are not socialist left and replace them with
trusted functionaries in key positions. That is precisely what happened.
The socialist left was not able to do that in the Ministry of Employment and Training,
nor in the Ministry of Consumer Affairs, because those Ministries were larger and more
structured and manipulation was more difficult. In a small portfolio, such as ethnic affairs,
the socialist left is able to do it easily, ruthlessly and brutally to achieve its objectives.
Commissioners of the Ethnic Affairs Commission are predominantly socialist left or
socialist sympathizers.
Mr Norris-KGB?
Mr RICHARDSON-The honourable member for Dandenong would know more about
that than I would.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member should
address the Chair and ignore unsavoury interjections.
Mr RICHARDSON-Mr Deputy Speaker, you have provided me with wise advice to
which I shall adhere. The creation of the commission enabled patronage in appointments
and a facade of consultation but, more importantly, it provided direct links between the
socialist left and ethnic community organizations. The demographic importance of ethnic
communities lies in the substantial ethnic population in Victoria, and the movement of
migrant families from inner city areas to the outer suburbs. The socialist left reasoning is
that if migrant families, particularly the male head of the family, at his workplace or at
home in, perhaps, an inner city area, can be influenced, the support for the principles of
the socialist left will migrate when the family moves out.
Twenty seven per cent of Victorians were born overseas; 40 per cent of the total
Victorian population is ethnic, counting the children and grandchildren and extrapolating
from the 27 per cent of the overseas-born Victorians. When one subtracts from that
calculation the Anglo-Saxons and Celtic-Saxons, one is left with 25 per cent of the Victorian
population who are non-Anglo-Saxon. That 25 per cent is the target of the socialist left.
One person who blunders forth and tries to target in on that 25 per cent is the honourable
member for Richmond, who does no credit to the country of his birth in the way in which
he conducts himself.
The objective of the socialist left is to influence the migrant in the workplace to adhere
to the union and, through the union, to the Labor Party, but, most importantly, to adhere
to the values of the socialist left faction. The technique used is divisive and is designed to
set non-Anglo-Saxons against Anglo-Saxons.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! Can the honourable member relate his comments
to the Supply Bill?
Mr RICHARDSON-My remarks relate to the Bill because I am talking about the
utilization of public funds in the administration of the Ethnic Affairs Commission, and
there is no better example than the experience I had prior to the last election, when the
honourable member for Richmond and I were guests at an Asian forum. At that function,
the technique of the socialist left faction, of which the honourable member for Richmond
is a prominent member, was made clear. That technique is to present the wider Australian
community as the enemy. At that time the honourable member for Richmond remarked495
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and I quote from memory-to a group of newly arrived Asian migrants, "You must
organize to fight the Anglo-Saxons. If you do not, they will always keep you down".
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! How does the honourable member relate this to the
Supply Bill?
Mr RICHARDSON-I am talking about ethnic communities and the way in which
Government funds are expended in the service of those communities. The technique of
the socialist left is to portray the employer, the police and, above all, the Liberals as the
enemy, saying that the Liberals represent privilege, wealth, and so on. The socialist left
faction controls the Minister for Ethnic Affairs and through him the Ethnic Affairs
Commission, which utilizes $3·5 million of taxpayers' funds, as voted in the Supply Bill,
and that faction is set upon a course of division, mistrust and hatred, and is intent on
perpetrating the class war that it has created.
Mr NORRIS (Dandenong)-On a point of order, I put to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that
this has nothing whatsoever to do with the Supply Bill. Earlier you asked the honourable
member for Forest Hill to return to the Bill. His remarks are not relevant, they are racism
of the lowest possible order, and I ask you to bring the honourable member to order.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest Hill)-On the point of order, Mr Deputy Speaker, all my
remarks have been concerned with the utilization of public funds. Honourable members
are debating the Supply Bill, which requests this House to grant to the Government $3·5
million of public funds. A significant portion of those funds is devoted to ethnic affairs
and the Ministry that controls that area. All of my remarks have been related to the way
in which those public funds are expended and manipulated by a faction of the Government
party. The fact that Government party members do not like what I am saying does not
negate the relevance of my remarks.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I call the honourable member for
Doncaster.
Miss CALLISTER (Morwell)-On the point of order, Mr Acting Speaker, I back the
honourable member for Dandenong and draw your attention to Standing Order No. 99
which states:
No member shall digress from the subject-matter of any question under discussion.

I put it to you that the honourable member for Forest Hill has been digressing widely from
the Bill. He has engaged in racist slander and diatribe. I therefore strongly urge that the
point of order by the honourable member for Dandenong be upheld.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! I have the Standing Order in front of me. The
honourable member has strayed significantly from the Bill. However, most honourable
members from both sides of the House have strayed from the Bill and I have allowed
them a lot of latitude, particularly the honourable member for Richmond. I will not
uphold the point of order at this stage. I believe the honourable member for Forest Hill
had sat down and I had called the honourable member for Doncaster.
Mr SIDIROPOULOS (Richmond)-On a point of order, I believe I have the right to
reply.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member now has 1 minute. I believe
the honourable member sat down, and I have called the honourable member for Doncaster.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-The people of Australia owe it to themselves to consider
Supply in relation to the economic trilogy outlined by the Prime Minister. We need in this
country to reduce the Commonwealth Budget deficit, which means curbing expenditure,
and particularly directing attention to the excessive tax rates in this country. Tax reform
is Australia's No. 1 economic priority. It overrides Supply Bills and everything else, if
consumer spending is to be increased, if unemployment is to be reduced, and if economic
activity in this country is to be restored.
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Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-On a point of order, the
honourable member is referring to the trilogy and to economic activity in Australia. He is
referring to Australian taxation, and yet the Supply debate is supposed to refer to the State
of Victoria.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! The Supply debate concerns the State of Victoria,
and I ask the honourable member to return to the Bill.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-On my arithmetic, the Supply Bill will boost expenditure
in the next Budget-which I presume will be presented to Parliament in September-way
beyond the amount which the Commonwealth Government will permit the State to spend.
The Federal Government will cut back grants to Victoria and this will have a harmful
influence on the activities that I should like carried out in the electorate I represent. I refer
to expenditure on roads, schools and items of that nature.

Honourable members interjecting.
Mr WILLIAMS-I am staggered at the interjection of the Minister, who must realize
that the ordinary wage earner whom he is supposed to represent now pays up to 80 per
cent of the income tax in this country. Thirty years ago the ordinary wage earner paid only
40 per cent. It is a matter of historic record that the so-called rich-that is, the people who
earn two and half time the average income-pay only 6 per cent of personal income tax.
Thirty years ago they paid 40 per cent. If one does not have Labor Governments that
adhere to Labor Party policy and look after the workers and try to calm down industrial
disputation in this country, I do not know what will happen.
There is no way of calming down industry disputes if the worker does not consider that
he is getting a fair go. I have considerable admiration for the worker. Ifhe thinks his living
standards are being maintained and increased, he will submit to government. However, if
we have ultra-conservatism in this country, where the rich are looked after by Labor
Governments, there is no way of maintaining democracy.
That is why I am so disappointed with the Supply Bill. It does not face up to reality. The
Government thinks money grows on trees. I am looking at the Treasurer when I say that,
because I know his economic knowledge is such that he would support what the Prime
Minister is on about. He would disagree with some of the items in the Supply Bill. I wish
the Treasurer would present the Supply Bill and expenditure items in terms that the
ordinary man can understand. No one can comprehend the way in which the expenditure
allocations are set out in the Bill.
An expenditure of $3·5 million is being embarked upon for a population of 4 million
people. If one applies that figure to a family of four it means that the Victorian Government
alone is spending something like $200 a week per family. I object to the fact that, based on
the figures put before the House in the last Budget, of that $200 a week, less than $100 is
allocated towards the delivery of real goods and services. I refer to such items as teaching
children, caring for hospital patients and all the other areas for which people require
attention.
Where is the other half going? Something like $30 out of the $200 is being spent on
public works. Some $30 is being spent on grants to other authorities, including nonGovernment schools. Nearly $15 a week of the avera~e man's income is going to pay
interest on debt charges, and that figure is escalating rapIdly. I take strong objection to the
aspects of State finance which mean that the people of the future will have to pay. Debts
are being built up and assets are being sold with lease-back arrangements, but no heed is
being paid to the future.
Another aspect which worries me is that, out of the $200 a week being spent by the
Government per family of four, $10 is going to cover the huge losses incurred by the
railways and other State Government instrumentalities. It is all very well to spend huge
amounts of money on the railways. The Ministry of Transport is now spending $2000
million a year and all it gets back in revenue from the passengers and people who freight
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wool and wheat is $500 million a year. There is a $580 million loss on the metropolitan
public transport system that must be financed by the taxpayer. That amount ought to be
going towards boosting the $170 million that is being spent this year on metropolitan
roads.
The city I represent is one of the few in the whole of Australia that does not have a
railway system. I want some of the money that is squandered on the railway losses to be
spent in the City of Doncaster. Some 84 per cent of the residents of the City of Doncaster
travel by car on some of the worst roads in Melbourne. The city is becoming a major
throughway for traffic generated outside its boundaries and this is causing congestion, long
delays and queues on principal arterial roads, especially Doncaster Road. The major
intersections are operating at peak capacity, and Doncaster junction is the highest volume
intersection in the whole metropolitan area. Because of the overcrowding on the roads,
Doncaster residents are impeded in going about their daily business including shopping,
visiting friends and relatives and social outings.
Public transport is not the answer. The Government must do something about extending
the Eastern Freeway which services not only the electorate I represent but also a number
of electorates beyond Doncaster. If the Government does not do something about placating
the wishes of at least six municipalities in the eastern suburbs it will not be long before it
is on the Opposition benches.
I am most concerned that we are not getting value for education expenditure, which is
the largest item in the Supply Bill. Some $2600 million is spent on education, with a
population of 4 million people. Unfortunately one-quarter of that expenditure goes towards
paying the tall poppies in Nauru House and in the regions. Money is not being allocated
towards school building and the teaching of children.
I am absolutely ashamed at the poor standard of buildings I see in most electorates,
including that which I represent. There is a lack of maintenance and other facilities that
are urgently required in the modern education system. This must be disheartening for the
teachers. I am concerned that we do not seem to be educating our school leavers to a
standard at which they can cope with the real world. They are not receiving enough
expertise in science and mathematics and all the other activities that modern employers
seek from schoolleavers.
Health expenditure is another item that has got way out of control. In a State with a
population of 4 million, we are spending $2000 million on health. Far too much money
seems to be going towards management and not enough towards patient care. It is
frightenin~ that many elderly and disabled people cannot get into nursing homes. Recently
an expenSIve nursing home was built in the Doncaster electorate at a cost of$I·5 million.
It accommodates only 30 beds and now 200 people are on the waiting list for beds in the
new hospital. The need for nursing beds will grow because during the next twenty years
the number of Victorians over 75 years of age will increase by 70 per cent and the number
of Victorians aged 85 years and over will increase by 100 per cent. Mr Deputy Speaker, I
hope you and I live long enough to be among that group! It is appalling that 20 000 people
are on the waiting list for elective surgery.
Expenditure should be increased for those types of things and the colossal wastage on
public transport and other Government undertakings should be stabilized and reduced.
I am bitterly disappointed at the amount of money allocated for the Victoria Police
Force. It is laughable that less than $1 million a year is allocated to combat complex,
organized crime, drug trafficking and armed robbery. There is a shortage of computers and
surveillance equipment for police intelligence organizations. This year, one Melbourne
home in every twenty will be burgled. Six years ago, the chances were one home in 60. In
the highest risk suburbs such as Doncaster, the chance of a home being burgled is one in
six. That is an appalling situation. The wretched offenders know they will not get caught
as only 10 per cent of burglars are ever caught. The situation has become so bad that most
of the burglaries are not even followed up by the police.
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I was concerned to learn that approximately 60 per cent ofhouse"breakings are committed
by heroin addicts. Heroin is both a cause and consequence of organized crime. No other
unlawful activity exists that is so rich and so worth the risks of the heroin trade. As
repeated Royal Commissions have shown, the heroin trade is undermining our society; it
is turning decent businessmen, lawyers, accountants, politicians and public servants into
crooks.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I ask the honourable member for
Doncaster to explain how his comments relate to the Bill.
Mr WILLIAMS-I am attempting to inform the House that-Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-On a point of order, Mr Deputy
Speaker, I suggest that the attempt by the honourable member for Doncaster to relate the
heroin trade to the debate is extending the rules of debate beyond a reasonable limit, and
I ask you to rule accordingly.
Mr RICHARDSON (Forest HiIl)-On the point of order, Mr Deputy Speaker, the
Minister for Local Government has raised a spurious point of order. The Minister for
Police and Emergency Services is at the table and he would know better than any other
Minister-he certainly would know better than the Minister for Local Government who
has been demoted-just how important is the matter of narcotics and law enforcement to
which the honourable member for Doncaster is quite properly referring.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member for Doncaster is an
experienced politician and knows how far he can go.
Mr WILLIAMS (Doncaster)-I speak for the people who will elect a Liberal
Government in four years. Their priorities are law and order, a curb on Government
spending, proper education for their children and a good hospital system. That is what
money should be spent on and not ridiculous things such as looking after gay organizations
and other groups whose concerns lie outside Australia.
U ntiI Government spending is reduced and until the level of taxation is reduced, this
Bill will work only to undermine the accord that the Prime Minister of Australia is trying
to enforce in this country. Honourable members will be aware that I am not a great lover
of the Prime Minister, but he, along with Senator Peter Walsh, Bill Hayden and a few
others, is the only person who is a real friend of the worker in this country.
Governments must attempt to get at some of the people who are specialists in tax
avoidance. I was disgusted that the Premier recently opened the offices of a legal firm
which is known to be among the foremost tax avoidance specialists in the country. The
Premier should have been ashamed to open the offices of Arnold Block Leibler and Co.
Mr CROZIER (Portland)-I am still getting acquainted with the ground rules of this
place, but I understand that, because of the truncated nature of the debate, there may not
be an opportunity for any debate during the Committee stage. Consequently, I am not
taking the risk of not being able to speak twice. Some of my remarks are specific in nature
and perhaps would be better directed during the Committee stage, were there to be one.
As apparently there may not be, I make no apology for getting straight into what I consider
to be the nuts and bolts of the Bill. However, that is difficult because, as previous speakers
on this side of the House have indicated, it is difficult to extrapolate from the Bill the
specific items which relate to budgets or Government priorities.
The first general area I wish to traverse are Programs Nos 582 to 585, which relate
specifically to the Budget for police and emergency services and, more precisely, to the
Victoria Police Force and its strength and capabilities. I shall take the House through
some of the election promises which set the parameters for Government policy and on
which Government performance is judged.
Prior to the 1982 State election, honourable members will recall that great play was
made of the promise by the then Labor Opposition that were it elected to government it
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would increase the strength of the Police Force by 1000 in its first term in office. That was
not achieved. In fact, the actual increase-and I take these figures from police statisticsfrom 31 December 1981 until 22 April this year was 543.
In spite of that, prior to the last State election, in a publication entitled Justice The Next
4 Years, which was the Government's stated policy for police and emergency services, the
Government claimed that there had been an increase of714 in the effective strength of the
Police Force. I notice that the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is nodding his
head and I know the Minister is right up with the leaders when it comes to sophistry on
these matters.
Mention has been made of the "effective" and "actual" strength, and I am talking about
actual strength. To illustrate this point, I shall quote figures which, as the Minister will be
aware, appear in the police statistics. On 31 December 1981, the actual strength of the
Police Force was 8050; a year later it was 8302. For the year ended 30 June 1983, the
actual strength was 8364; and the following year it was 8365.
During the election campaign, it was pointed out by my Leader that it was a net increase
of one. So far as we know, the one person represented a bandsman. I am not quite sure
what tune he was playing, but it may have been "A policeman's lot is not a happy one".
The current strength of the Police Force, indicated by statistics as recently as 22 April,
is 8593. Honourable members would realize that approximately 80 per cent of the police
Budget is allocated to salaries. Therefore, the allocation in the Supply (1985-86, No. 1)
Bill-and the allocation in the Appropriation Bill-is directly related to police strength,
which is clearly relevant to police capacity. However, it is not the only factor.
In answer to a question today, honourable members heard the Government's
protestations about the new facilities at the police academy-and that is welcome news.
However, unless those facilities can be used it is, to say the least, an academic advantage.
Part of the problem is that recruiting is curtailed by this Budget to the point where certain
police officers have been asked to do some private recruiting. I suppose that is not a bad
way of doing it except that it is not what is regarded as the normal function of a police
officer. Policemen should not have to try to recruit a friend, despite the obvious need to
do something if the Chief Commissioner of Police's target of 11 000 on the actual
establishment is ever to be reached. On the figures provided by the police statistics, the
current strength is approximately 2400 below the target.
Clearly a police budget is also concerned with equipment. In the document to which I
referred earlier, the pre-election propaganda Justice The Next 4 Years, was the following
statement:
Our Police Force needs the best possible buildings and equipment to do its job effectively.

No one would quibble with that. Honourable members would not expect any Government
to instantly provide the best possible buildings and equipment. However, it is expected
that there be measurable, demonstrable progress in any given period. Unfortunately, in
many instances in Victoria that progress has not occurred. Buildings are in a poor state of
repair and clearly there are deficiencies in equipment, particularly radios and cars, which
inhibit the effectiveness of our Police Force.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services interjects that the Police Force has the
highest allocation of vehicles in Australia.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The honourable member should ignore
interjections.

Mr CROZIER-I thank you for your guidance, Mr Deputy Speaker. I also point out
that the Government's protestations about the reduction in the rate of crime do not fit
comfortably with the statistics. A claim has been made, which the Minister probably
wrote, in the following terms:
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10 per cent reduction in the house burglary rate in 1984 and a general slowing down in the rate of increase of
serious crime.

During the past twelve months burglaries committed on residences rose from 36 790 to
46 404, a staggering 26 per cent increase in one year. Property stolen in residential burglaries
is estimated by one source, the Melbourne Chamber of Commerce, to be worth a staggering
$46 million, and that figure may be conservative in the light ofa Herald article of26 April
headed, "Bigjump in crime: police blame government". The article states:
Major crime reported in Victoria in 1984 increased by the largest margin for several years.

The article also quotes the Secretary of the Victoria Police Association, Chief Inspector
Tom Rippon, as blaming the Government for the spiralling crime rate. He is reported as
having said:
The increase in the crime rate was predictable considering the present Government's handling of police
requests for more powers.

This is the other side of the equation. Beyond the Budget allocation are the other areas of
Government policy which impact or impinge upon police effectiveness.
Mr Mathews interjected.
Mr CROZIER-I am resisting the temptation to respond to the Minister's interjection.
Members of the Police Force consider themselves so inhibited in the effective pursuit of
their function-Mr Mathews-Is that in the past three years?
Mr CROZIER-In response to the Minister's interjection, yes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! The interjections of the Minister are
disorderly and unruly.
Mr CROZIER-The interjections are unruly and also provocative. There are certain
specific powers which the Minister knows the police need if they are to fulfil their functions
effectively. I shall summarize some of the powers the police need. As the Secretary of the
Victoria Police Association so appropriately pointed out, if those powers were granted to
the police, despite the inadequate allocation, the police dollar would go further, morale in
the Police Force would improve and effectiveness would clearly be enhanced.
Some of the deficiencies in this important area are, firstly, the police do not have the
power to demand the name and address of a suspect; secondly, they cannot take fingerprints of a suspect until he is charged, and thirdly, they cannot place a person in an
identification parade or take forensic samples without that person's permission. There is
also the ongoing controversy of section 460 of the Crimes Act. In spite of the Government's
attempt to address the problem by the so-called "804" amendment, the 6-hour rule is not
working. It is too inflexible and members of the Police Force have asked for the right to
have consent removed from the suspect. In other words, when someone is charged, it
ought to be the decision of the magistrate or court whether the police have the right to
continue questioning after the 6-hour period. In most cases 6 hours is enough.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Fogarty)-Order! I have been tolerant, but could the
honourable member indicate whether this matter relates to the Supply Bill?
Mr CROZIER-Yes, because it impinges on the effectiveness of the operation of the
Police Force. I am endeavouring to point out that the Police Force is undermanned, it is
under-equipped and the allocation is inadequate. However, even if those matters were to
be addressed, unless and until members of the Police Force are granted these extra powers,
their effectiveness will still be curtailed.
I shall now turn to another matter unrelated to the Police Force. Program 726-transfers
and other payments-of the Appropriation (1984-85, No. 1) Act under item 3620, relates
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to the rebate to the State Electricity Commission of Victoria for electricity supplied to
Alcoa of Australia Ltd at Point Henry under the Flexible Tariff Deed.
I do not have time to take the House through what appears to be a fairly simple formula
for calculating the tariffs that are and have been charged for electricity supplied for the
operation of the aluminium smelter at Point Henry since the much vaunted agreement
with Alcoa of Australia Ltd was signed on 31 July last year. That formula is directly related
to the spot price of aluminium in United States dollar terms deflated to June 1982 prices.
In an article in the Age of 18 January 1985 Mr Terry McCrann clearly indicates that the
amount of$6·5 million allocated under item No. 3620 is totally inadequate.
Mr McCrann points out in his usual succinct style that according to the Government
formula at this point Alcoa of Australia Ltd should have been paying 2·442 cents a kilowatt
hour, yielding in revenue to the State Electricity Commission of Victoria approximately
$39 million in the current year. However, it actually was paying 1·066 cents a kilowatt
hour, giving a revenue of$17 million. That leaves a shortfall of$23 million to be made up
from this item. I can detect no possible reference to the adjustment of that simple arithmetic
in this Bill. Can the Treasurer enlighten me and my colleagues whether that particular
deficiency was taken into account in framing the Supply (1985-86, No. I) Bill and what is
now the estimated shortfall, subsidy or rebate that the Government expects to pay to the
State Electricity Commission as a consequence of the outworking of what is described as
the flexible tariff formula?

Mrs SETCHES (Ringwood)-The honourable member for Forest Hill gave the House
a dramatic performance in his contribution to the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill.
In the three years I have been in this Chamber I have heard the same diatribe
approximately fifteen times. It does not matter whatever Bill it is, the honourable member
has the same speech that he uses constantly.
The honourable member for Niddrie interjects that he has been in this House far longer
and has heard the same diatribe during that period, and I have more sympathy for him.
The reason why the honourable member for Forest Hill repeats the 'same diatribe is that
he is totally slothful and lazy and will not do any work on the Bills presented to the House.
When the honourable member for Forest Hill talks about plots, honourable members
on this side of the House know only about the plot concerning the honourable member
for Polwarth and the Leader of the Opposition.
The House should be grateful that the honourable member for Forest Hill is not the
shadow Minister for the Arts because he would be an embarrassment to the dramatic arts
profession in the performance that he puts on in this House.
The arguments that the honourable member for Forest Hill has put are that consumer
affairs have been penalized by the withdrawal of the control of petrol pricing and residential
tenancies from the Ministry. The honourable member stated that the Minister for Consumer
Affairs and his Ministry have been downgraded. That is not true. Since the Labor Party
came to office the funding for consumer affairs has been increased by 267 per cent.
I put to rest once and for all the rumour that the Premier undertook these new
arrangements, of removing the control of petrol pricing and residential tenancies from the
Ministry of Consumer Affairs, because the shadow Minister for Consumer Affairs did not
understand them and that he was doing it on the basis of sympathy for the shadow
Minister. I can inform the House that is not true.
The Ministry of Consumer Affairs now takes in the Local Government (House-builders
Liability) Act 1973 and the weights and measures area. That puts a lie to the claim by the
honourable member for Forest Hill about the Minister for Consumer Affairs and his
Ministry.
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When the Labor Party came to office the budget for the Ministry of Ethnic Affairs Was
approximately $1 million. About $100 000 of that budget was offered as grants to the
ethnic community in 1981-82. The Ministry now has a budget of $3·5 million and is
offering $750000 to ethnic communities throughout Victoria. That is an enormous increase
and it underscores the Government's policy of allowing ethnic communities to determine
their own future and to have a say in the delivery of services to their communities.
The diatribe and claims put forward by the shadow Minister for Ethnic Affairs are
ridiculous and might have something to do with the plots that he dreams up for his
children's stories.
In commenting on the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill, honourable members should look
at some good things that the Government is doing in funding various services.
The Government is committed to assisting foster care in all regions of Victoria, especially
reception foster care, which helps in the de-institutionalization of children. I place on
record my appreciation of the work done by the outer east foster care program which
recently has been established as a program to undertake foster care in the community.
The community services budget allows for the continuation of the program establishing
neighbourhood houses. Most honourable members are aware that neighbourhood houses
is a preventative program and caters for single parents, the young, unemployed, young
women and mothers home with their children. That program provides for the drop-in
centres and Outreach projects for effective parenting, which run and provide venues for
local groups. I am pleased that the neighbourhood houses program will continue as
indicated in the Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill.
Financial counselling was provided for in the last Budget and there was an increase of
one position in the outer east. The program offers financial assistance to people in need
and assists in the community's awareness of financial and credit arrangements.
It is worth while examining some of the statistics contained in the 1983 review of
existing financial counselling services, which reveal that one in every six clients was in
full-time employment; one-third received unemployment benefits and almost half derived
their income from either a pension or some other form of benefit. Of those receiving
services, 85 per cent had dependent children and halfwere single parents.

Earlier the honourable member for Forest Hill spoke about consumer affairs. There is
provision in the Bill for the continuation of funding to implement the Credit Act, which
was proclaimed on 1 January this year. That Act will allow people to obtain more
information to help them decide whether they can afford the cost of credit. It will also
provide more information on the types of credit that are available and allow people to
compare the cost of the credit that is available through separate credit agencies.
I turn now to education services in the outer eastern suburbs. I refer especially to the
program for the integration of disabled children into State schools. The Maroondah
education region has received an additional allocation of nine integration teachers. There
has also been an allocation of integration aides which has been welcomed by the school
councils. For example, Croydon West Primary School has an allocation of 0·5 integration
aides; Kalinda and Norwood primary schools 0·4 and Ringwood Technical School 0·5.
The integration program in the outer eastern suburbs will benefit from the continuation of
funds in the education budget.
The funding of the Maroondah Equal Opportunity Resource Centre will allow for
resource information to be brought together in the one building to fight sexism within
schools, create equal opportunity for students and assist in the equal outcome of education.
An important step forward was made through the funding for clerical assistants in
primary schools that have an enrolment of more than 200 students. It means that every
school in the area that I represent now has a full-time clerical assistant. When I was elected
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to this place in 1982 there were very few clerical assistants available to primary schools
and those that were available were unequally distributed across those schools.
I refer also to the funding from technical and further education through the
neighbourhood learning centres and community houses. Together with the community
house funding scheme, to which I referred while discussing community services, the
technical and further education funding of these learning centres empowers women to
return to further education, to undertake the higher school certificate course or to undertake
less structured learning programs. The funding represents an enormous step forward for
the women in the area that I represent.
In talking about the allocation for health, about which some honourable members have
expressed concern, especially the honourable member for Doncaster, I am pleased that
money will be made available through the Bill to permit planning for the provision of an
additional 100 acute hospital beds at the Maroondah Hospital. Money will also be made
available to plan for the co-ordination of services provided at that hospital.
Mr MacleIlan-Where will the nurses come from?
Mrs SETCHES-Money has been provided for a nurse training program, by the State
and Federal Governments. Nurses will be encouraged back into training. Planning is also
under way at the Maroondah Hospital for the provision of new operating theatres, kitchens
and staff services. The planning also includes feasibility studies on the establishment of an
eye clinic and a diabetic service at that hospital. The money provided in the Bill is essential
so that planning for the Maroondah Hospital can proceed.
The Outer Eastern Community Mental Health Service, which has thirteen professional
practitioners delivering psychiatric and mental health services, also require the Bill to be
passed speedily. One service that people do not regard as essential but which is important
to growing families on a new estate is that provided by infant welfare nurses. It is absolutely
essential that this service be continued so that families can have access to good advice and
services for their young families.
For the first time in 1983, the School Dental Service visited the schools in Ringwood.
The service has been expanded to cover not only the students of the prep grades but those
up to and including sixth grade. During the last school holidays the School Dental Service
visited the outer eastern suburbs so that those children who had not been attended to
during school hours could use the service during the holidays.
Another excellent scheme that requires a continuation of funding is the dentures scheme.
For a cost of$30 a patient with a health care benefit card can receive a full set of dentures
because the rest of the cost is met by the Government. It is essential that people have
access to such basic services as the dentures service.
The eye care program fits into the same category. It allows people to obtain spectacles
for $10 and bifocals for $15. If someone used the same frames it would cost them nothing
for ordinary glasses and only $5 for bifocals. Approximately $500 000 has been allocated
for that service. Although dentures and eye glasses are not glamorous subjects, they make
life easier for people to continue their lives in a proper manner.
I turn now to housing. In Ringwood there are fifteen spot-purchase houses. When I was
elected to this place there was not one spot-purchase house. In Croydon there are nineteen
spot-purchase houses and when I was elected, there were five. The Ministry of Housing is
also erecting units for the elderly in Croydon and planning is under way on two sites for
the construction of more units for elderly persons in Ringwood. Those initiatives should
be continued in the outer eastern suburbs where, under the previous Liberal Government,
there was hardly any public housing to speak of. However, slowly but surely the
Government is turning the tables on that position.
Throughout Victoria last financial year the Government provided 3066 public housing
dwellings and this financial year it expects to provide another 3000. No one needs to be
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told about the economic activity that this building has created. The number of dwelling
approvals has been reflected in a huge increase across the State and home ownership has
been given a decent fillip by the Government through the additional funds released
through the Ministry of Housing.
The honourable member for Portland talked about police and emergency services and
said that a policeman's lot is not a happy one. Listening to him reminded me of "the very
model of a modern major-general". I am able to inform him that the policemen and
women in Croydon are very happy because they have received approval for an increase in
their capital works allocation for improvements to the police station which will cost
$112 000. That amount needs to be made available through the Supply Bill.
Ringwood has the distinction of being the very first neighbourhood to undergo the bus
re-organization study, which study was commenced in October 1984. The implementation
of the scheme began late last year. By the end of February there was a 29 per cent increase
in patronage of the Ringwood neighbourhood bus service, which meant an increase of
some 5000 passengers using the service each day. There was an increase of 75 per cent
along some of the bus routes in the area.
One of the bus routes that has been introduced between Ringwood and Lilydale extends
along Canterbury Road. That is one of the major industrial areas of the outer eastern
suburbs, and yet, previous to that there was no bus service along that major road. More
than 400 passengers now use that bus route every day. The bus service on the
Ringwood-Croydon-Ringwood circular route now carries some 1000 passengers a day,
which is a vast increase on the bus service that formerly operated in the area.
I am pleased to say that there has been an enormous improvement in transport services
in the Ringwood electorate and the outer eastern suburbs, and that has also been typified
by the increase in patronage on the Belgrave-Lilydale service. More trains now travel
during peak-hour periods to meet the needs of commuters, and that has been welcomed
by the people of Ringwood.
One of the best initiatives taken by the Government was the introduction of the multipurpose taxi scheme, which enables people to travel around with ease and for only half
the cost. It enables people in wheelchairs to have the appropriate vehicles in which to
travel. That has been one of the best disability-easing programs that this Government has
introduced.
All the programs I have mentioned are on an ongoing basis. They appear in the Supply
Bill and, in order for them to proceed, the Bill needs to be passed. I commend the measure
to the House.
Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I am delighted to enter into this debate, and I shall say only
a few words because of the short time available to honourable members. We have only 1
hour and 5 minutes in which to complete the remaining stages of the Bill and there are a
number of people yet to speak. I am fascinated at the change of heart of the Leader of the
House when moving the motion for the guillotine of this Bill. When he was the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, he was the champion of the Opposition. He ranted and raved
and spoke most passionately on behalf of members of the Opposition and the backbenchers who, he used to believe, did not have the opportunity of putting forward their
propositions and making contributions to debates.
Late this afternoon, the Leader of the House argued that this was an important Bill, that
honourable members had already spent a record amount of time debating it, and that they
had to get through it. He seemed to go through a complete metamorphosis; he had
forgotten all the impassioned pleading he made when he was the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. Earlier today he put the argument that a number of speakers had already
contributed to the debate and that a record amount of time had already been spent on it.
However, the honourable gentleman did not tell the House that last year, for the first time,
and this year for the second time only, have honourable members debated the Supply Bill
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together with the works and services Bill. If one considers the time spent in debating the
Supply Bill and the works and services Bills in the past, one would realize that there was
infinitely more time for members of the Opposition to probe and for members of the
Government party, if they wished, to direct their attention to the Supply Bill.
It was the contention of the Leader of the House that the contributions of honourable
members were boring and repetitious. In fact, the Premier stated that honourable members'
contributions were humbug. I was delighted to hear the honourable member for Ringwood
speaking on the Bill this evening, because she is only the second member of the Government
party to speak in the debate. It is interesting to note that of the 26 members who have
spoken on this Bill, only two have been members of the Government party, apart from
the Treasurer who introduced it. I might ask: Do they not care about Supply? Do they not
care about matters relating to their electorates? At least the honourable member for
Ringwood was prepared to say a few words on behalf of the people in the electorate she
represents about what she would like to be done in that electorate. I suspect that some of
the members opposite do not care. Perhaps some of them do care, but I suspect that the
Premier has instructed them to be quiet and not to speak on the measure because they
might just happen to embarrass the Government by bringing up matters relating to things
in their electorates that should have been done but have not been done.
No doubt, members of the Government party will guffaw when I quote what the Premier
had to say, but I shall do so anyway. He said:
Members of the Opposition talk nothing but humbug and they claim they are the great financial saviours of
the State. Members of the Opposition claim they want small government and that they want to save people
money, to lower taxes and provide more services.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Kirkwood)-Order! I ask the honourable member to
identify the document from which he is reading.
Mr PLOWMAN-I am quoting from Hansard of24 April 1985. I continue:
. . . to lower taxes and provide more services. Yet during the debate on the Supply Bill members of the
Opposition urged the Government to spend dollar after dollar on their electorate.

Mr Deputy Speaker, you are a man of some practicality and an honourable member who
has represented his electorate for many years. Would you consider it humbug to want
smaller government, to want to save people money and to want to lower taxes? I leave
you to judge where the humbug lies.
The Premier says it is humbug. The Leader of the House says it is boring to hear
honourable members put their points of view about what they want for the people in the
electorates that they represent. It would be humbug and boring for the Government of the
day not to hear those points of view; not wanting to listen would belittle this debate: To
his credit, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services made some notes during the
address of the shadow Minister and, through interjection, he made a few points.
However, the Premier, when considering proposals put forward by members of the
Opposition, cries poor and reverts to the old argument that the Government "inherited a
huge deficit". It is a tired argument and a letter from the former Premier and Treasurer,
the Honourable Lindsay Thompson, published in the Herald of 14 February 1985 gives
the lie to it. The Treasurer, who is wandering around the Chamber with his hands in his
pockets and having conversations with various people, should take note. The letter states,

inter alia:

As for the inherited deficit argument, in fact in the past three years of the Liberal Government's office (1979-82)
there were Budget surpluses of$61 million, $12 million and $6 million respectively-a far cry from a massive
deficit.
The preliminary Treasury forecast for 1982-83 showed a shortfall of estimated revenue against estimated
expenditure. A not dissimilar picture was presented to me early in 1980 and 1981.

The Labor Party's argument, which it trots out time and again, does not hold water. What
does matter is what the Government has proceeded to do since it gained office. It has
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proceeded to spend money like water. It has made sweetheart deals with teachers and
other groups. An additional $129 million annually is being paid to teachers as a result of
that sweetheart deal negotiated by the incoming Government in 1982. The honourable
member for Bulleen, in his address, very eloquently enumerated all sorts of areas where
the Government has spent huge amounts of money on some fairly fringe groups in society.
I shall not mention all that were· mentioned by the honourable member for Bulleen
because I would run foul of the Deputy Premier who would accuse me of being repetitious,
but I will refer to the public electoral funding for one particular party by back-door
methods.
Payments totalling close to $600 000 have been made to trade union organizations of
one sort or another. The Honourable Mark Birrell, MLC, has put together a document,
which he has collated from some 200 files under the Freedom of Information Act, giving
details of Government grants over the past three years to various organizations. I am
happy to make this document available to any honourable member. It contains very
interesting information.
It refers to a grant to the Amalgamated Metal Workers and Shipwrights Union for extra
staff of $40 000. Of course, the union movement should be funding its own operationsthey should not be funded by taxpayers' money. The Victorian Trades Hall Council
received a grant of$81 957 for a trade union film and video unit; a grant of$174 414 for
trade union art; a health and safety bulletin grant of $15 120 and a grant of $88 725 for
industrial information indexing.

The Victorian Teachers Union received a grant of $118 459 for a union affirmative
action handbook. The Ballarat Trades and Labour Council received a grant of$32 287 for
general building repairs. Arts grants were made to the Victorian Trades Hall Council in
1984 of$17 000 and in 1985 of$8000. The council received further grants totalling $2500
for the restoration of trade union banners and $28 000 for a proposal to employ film
makers on specific projects.
The Trade Unions Information Centre received a grant of$300 000. Again, the Trades
Hall Council received a grant for the evaluation of audio-visual material-presumably
this is something that was put together by another grant-of $17 929. The Australian
Railways Union received a grant of$7500,for audio-visual information.
I reiterate that the list covers grants totalling almost $600 000. I am not saying that the
Victorian Trades Hall Council and the trade union movement should not be involved in
the activities for which they sought grants but I am saying that these activities should not
be funded by taxpayers' money.
Where grants of this magnitude go to the Trades Hall Council and the trade union
movement generally and then the trade union movement dips into its coffers to fund the
Australian Labor Party election campaign to the extent of thousands of dollars, it all
amounts to a very nice little deal. In one pocket goes the taxpayers' funds and, out of the
other pocket, money goes to the funds of the Australian Labor Party. I reiterate: That is a
nice little deal.
The honourable member for Morwell, by interjection, complains bitterly but she ought
to consider whether she agrees with this sort of activity. No doubt she does, and she
appears proud of it! The honourable member for Niddrie, who is also interjecting, examined
all sorts of land scandals a while ago. He should examine all sorts of scandals within his
own party. He will unearth a few things that he would not want to speak of in this place.
The Premier said that members of the Opposition wanted extravagant expenditure. I
would like the Government to honour some of its election promises in the electorate that
I represent. I am glad that the Minister for Education is present during the debate, because
I shall quote some of those promises. They include funding the Millgrove Primary School
major capital works program which, to the credit of the former Minister of Education, are
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to take place. An expenditure of $4· 3 million has been undertaken on the upgrading of
stage 1 of the Upper Yarra High-Technical School.
At stage 2 another $850 000 will be spent and at stage 3 another $580 000, which the
Minister was kind enough to promise in the next financial year, will be spent. The need
for a new Yarra Valley secondary school was also canvassed. In the Post of 18 December
1984 the Minister is reported to have said:
A new school should be built and I've asked for the new Regional Board of Education to advise me on what
the location should be.

Those promises and many others that I shall not go through because of lack of time were
made by the Government leading up to the election. It seems that when Victoria is facing
an election the Government has plenty of money to make available to Australian Labor
Party candidates for promises. I should be pleased for the Government to honour those
promises and to fulfil its promise to upgrade those schools. I hope the Government will
do better in living up to its promises than it has done after previous State elections.
The honourable member for Ringwood mentioned that the Lilydale railway line and
other railway lines should be upgraded. I acknowledge that improvements have been
made to the Lilydale line. However, another promise, which was documented in the Age,
was the upgrading and electrification of the Healesville railway line. I should like to hear
from the Minister whether he has absolutely scrubbed that promise or whether he intends
to carry out that undeniable promise that was made before the previous election.
The Supply debate could be useful and important but the Government has made it
unimportant. Ministers-except for the one I mentioned earlier- are not prepared to
listen to the debate and they do not care. Very few members of the Government have
made a contribution. In conclusion, the honourable member for Berwick suggested that I
propose the "Hypocrite of the Year Award" should be given to the Cain Government for
having invoked the Essential Services Act, for effectively banning pickets and for giving
police all sorts of special powers when, during the past few weeks, honourable members
have heard Government members asking Dorothy Dix questions and the Government
has ranted and raved about precisely the same thing happening in Queensland. I agree
with the sound suggestion from the honourable member for Berwick that that award be
made to the Cain Government.

Mr PESCOTT (Bennettswood)-I rise in this House tonight, completely perplexed by
the Supply Bill to which honourable members have to speak. The document is meant to
deal with the expenditure of the Government. On examination of its contents I find brief
headings and general statements and figures. There is no information anywhere in the
document on which honourable members can form an opinion. For example, there is no
reference to such things as the employment ofMr Robert Miller and other former members
of this House who have been given jobs in the Government service. Where would one find
reference to that expenditure in the Supply Bill? Where also would one find reference to
the money required for the funding of the Alcoa of Australia Ltd project? Anyone involved
in sound financial management knows that if one is embarking on a project with two
possible contenders, and they pull out, one has to find the money to pay for the recurrent
expenditure. No reference is made to the sorts of expenditure about which I am
commenting.
There is no reference in the Bill to the money that will be needed to prop up the State
Insurance Office. Honourable members have heard that some sections of the State Insurance
Office are profitable. Opposition members are not worried about the sections that are
profitable-and we commend the State Insurance Office for that side of its dealings-but
we are concerned about the sections that are not profitable and are running at a loss of
approximately $1 million a day. Somewhere along the line money will have to be provided
and spent by the Government to prop up the State Insurance Office. That sort of expenditure
does not appear in this Bill. Therefore, my first point is well illustrated. This document
508

Supply (1985-86, No. 1) Bill

30 April 1985

ASSEMBLY

37

gives a block-by-block statement which the Opposition can only presume has been presented
in this way to cover up the shaky economic management of the current Government.
My next point is that where there are figures, they point to an increase of recurrent
expenditure of 9· 7 per cent more than in the Supply Bill of the previous year. This is
double the consumer price index figure which was proudly presented to us last week by
the Treasurer, who said the consumer price index increase in Victoria is now running at
about 4·3 per cent. The people of Victoria have been told to tighten their belts, which they
have done to the point where the consumer price index figure is being held down to 4·3
per cent. However, the Government is allowed to increase its recurrent expenditure by 9· 7
per cent. That is nothing but arrogance. It is arrogance because it dictates one law for the
people and another law for the Government and this arrogance is continued in this Bill
that is now being debated. No effort has been made by the Government to control, contain
or create a balanced expenditure.
This State is slowly being slain. Over the past three years, expenditure by the Government
has increased the State debt by 50 per cent. In other words, in the past three years this
State has had its debt increased by the same amount that it took 27 years of Liberal
Governments to reach, and, in Government administration alone, expenditure has
increased by 85 per cent. State services have been cut, particularly in the health area, yet
we are unable to discover where all this money is going.
It is important to realize that in Australia, and particularly in Victoria, 8 per cent of the
people produce 80 per cent of Australia's export earnings and those people work
predominantly in the mining and agricultural sectors. I do not need to explain how some
of the people working in those areas, particularly in the dairy industry, are being affected
by the Government of the moment. The corollary of that is that 92 per cent of the peopleand they are most of the people living in the cities in Victoria-are producing only 20 per
cent of our export earnings. They are the people largely from areas which give block votes
to the Government to get the Labor Party into power.

They are the areas that are unable to pay their way because of the Government's
economic planning. Victoria is living beyond its means. This has been recognized by
overseas Governments and banks as our dollar has slipped 25 per cent since the beginning
of the year.
In examining that problem in Victoria, I look to the electorate I represent and find that
a good example of the unbalanced program of expenditure by the Government is in the
area of public rental accommodation, During its last term in office, the Government chose
to have a development of cluster housing in East Burwood-an impressive group of
houses. However, much money was spent-too much money-and some of it could have
been directed to another area in my electorate, Ashwood/lordanville, where public rental
accommodation is in an appalling state.
In Victoria, 10 000 more people are looking for housing than when the previous Liberal
Government went out of office. When the Labor Government speaks about spending
money on housing, it should make sure that its housing program is a balanced one.
A similar mistake is about to be repeated by the Government in the Bennettswood
electorate where an area of the proposed Healesville Freeway reservation is being offered
to the Ministry of Housing for more cluster homes to be built. This will create a ghetto
situation both in that housing development and in the area surrounding it. The Government
has not learnt from earlier mistakes. The Government could provide just as good and
cheaper accommodation and more immediately, ifit used the spot-purchase scheme.
Unbalanced spending of money by the Government also exists in the area of police
activities. Today during question time, the House was informed of the facilities of the
Police Training Academy, Glen Waverley being upgraded to the tune of$9 million.
Mr Gavin-Do you object to that?
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Mr PESCOTT-I am very much in favour of it. However, at the same time, the money
for recruiting police has been cut.
In the field of education there is a high cost of providing teachers in this State because
of the deals done with the teacher unions, while there is money that could be spent readily
in the electorate I represent on capital expenditure on some of the class-rooms.
Where is the balance in the expenditure by the Government? There is none! There
seems to be no cohesive plan. The so-called economic recovery in Victoria has been
struggling to find its legs despite the Government's handling of the economy. The
Government has presented an inadequate document on which to debate, just as the
Government is inadequate to govern the State for the next four years.
Dr WELLS (Dromana)-In the Supply debate, I wish to refer to a number of items of
concern in the electorate ofDromana and relate to the Government's proposed expenditure.
The first one is unemployment. In the electorate I represent, unemployment stands at
16 per cent which is twice the national average. During the last State election campaign
the Government made great store about its proposed unemployment scheme for our youth
up to the age of eighteen years.
An Honourable Member-It's the youth guarantee scheme-get it right!
Dr WELLS-The youth guarantee scheme was to provide either education or a job or
a mixture of both for every youth in Victoria during the life of the next Parliament. There
are two things which are fair to say about this proposal. The first is that it is almost certain
that the Government will stand or fall on its success with this scheme. The second is that,
without doubt, the electorate of Dromana will provide the litmus test.
Half of the unemployment in the electorate I represent is made up of youth. There are a
little over 700 young people unemployed and I will certainly compliment the Government
if it is able, as it promised, to solve this problem in the life of the current Parliament. One
of the corollaries, one of the results of this youth unemployment in the electorate I
represent, is that in a six-month period last year, some 700 charges were laid in one court
alone against youths of seventeen years of age or younger. The youth and families of the
electorate I represent will pay dearly if the Government fails in its promise.
The second matter I turn to is eminently more quickly solvable but yet it stands as the
major practical problem of the electorate I represent. That is the completion of the
southern peninsula freeway.
An Honourable Member-It's an arterial road.
Dr WELLS-Let us call a spade a spade; it is a freeway, Mr Speaker. A figure of
something over $25 million to complete that road is a fair sum for a Labor Government
to find in a hurry. I propose to the Treasurer, through you, Mr Speaker, that he might do
something that is quite practical: To complete the first part of that road for the sum of$3
million. The Shire ofFlinders, and I, consider this to be the single most important limited
practical problem that we face. The electorate I represent is pleased to accommodate over
100 000 tourists each summer who come to the delightful beaches that we have. However,
we also have the most rapidly expanding population in Victoria and these two things
support every possible justification for the claim that this freeway should have something
done about it sooner rather than later-through you, Mr Speaker, I say to the Treasurernot the whole freeway, but the first stage of it, at a cost of $3 million. I remind the
honourable gentleman that an undertaking was given by his Government during the State
election campaign to do just that.
The third issue I turn to is another broad ranging one similar to unemployment, much
more difficult to notify but greatly urgent in the electorate I represent. Because we have
the most rapidly expanding population in the State-indeed, last year in the Shire of
Flinders, which represents 60 per cent of my electorate, one in fourteen of all new homes
built in Victoria was built in that shire. In absolute terms, it is the most rapidly expanding
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area in this State and that brings all sorts of problems, in particular, that of education. It
is education that I speak of as the third point that needs urgent attention. A simple,
practical problem that could be solved quickly relates to the Dromana Technical School
where, at the beginning of the school year and for some weeks thereafter, it has been short
of four teachers. And this results from a Government administration which promised,
after the problems of last year, that it would fix up the shortage of teachers this year. I
invite the urgent attention of the Minister for Education to this matter because the school
is in great need of those four teachers. It is a limited school in terms of facilities, which are
over-stretched.
The second matter I refer to in relation to education is that of the Rosebud High School
which is well known to be the largest State high school in Victoria. Four years ago it had
900 students; today it has 1300, and in four years' time it is estimated it will have 1800
students. The situation currently, after three and a bit years of Labor administration,
following the great promises they made on obtaining office, is that we are still in a situation
of reacting to need rather than planning to meet it.
There is an urgent need in the southern Mornington Peninsula area, to site and purchase
land and to plan and get on with the erection of a second secondary school.
Our concern is that, apart from the present need, if it takes another three or four years
to start that second school there will be 1800 students on an 18-acre site, and that is
intolerable. A major building is being constructed at the school under the auspices of the
current Victorian Government. However, in the meantime, there are so many portable
class-rooms that the school is like a rabbit warren and that situation will get worse at the
rate of 100 students each year.
There is an urgent need for the Government to address itself to the proposals contained
in the Blackburn report, to establish broad guidelines and to distribute those to responsible
persons to get that second secondary school going as quickly as possible.
My third point relates to primary education in the electorate of Dromana. At the
northern end of the electorate, there is a rapidly developing population of primary school
children. There is a nice school there but it is full and not much can be done to extend the
school without greatly damaging the quality of education provided. I know honourable
members opposite would not wish to damage the quality of education.
Honourable members opposite are urgently invited to examine the placement of a
second primary school, probably in the northern part of the electorate.
The fourth matter of real concern to me is health. The electorate I represent has special
needs because one in three voters is a retired person. The Labor Party made great play of
what the Liberal Government had not done to develop this area in previous years and
what had not been done at the Frankston Hospital. We are now three and a bit years down
the track and something needs to be done at the Frankston Hospital. In the past three
years, the waiting list for elective surgery at that hospital has doubled. A combination of
the lack of development and mismanagement of personnel has led to this deplorable
situation.
During the last election campaign, Ministers from the Labor Government promised a
lOO-bed extension to the hospital. An offer of $15 million was made to do the job but
anyone knows it cannot be done for $15 million; $25 million is needed.
I direct the attention of the Treasurer to this matter. No undertaking was given regarding
the expenditure of $10 million a year to keep that facility going. If members of the
Government are men and women of their word they should ensure that the extension is
built and that funds are provided to keep it going.
I now turn to a very small matter which the Government could fix quickly. It is a matter
of equity. Equity is something about which the Government makes so much-rightly so.
I refer to the pensioner dental scheme. It is suggested by interjection, that it is a great
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scheme. I cannot say from personal experience because there is no pensioner dental clinic
in the area I represent.
A number of regional dental clinics are situated throu~out Victoria where pensioners
may make arrangements to have dentures made at a subSIdized rate. It is necessary for the
first appointment to be made at one of the regional clinics. The area I represent has, almost
without a doubt, the highest percentage of pensioners anywhere in Victoria but has no
regional dental clinic. I ask the Minister for Health to establish such a clinic on the
peninsula as soon as possible. In the interim some provision should be made to meet the
need such as a visiting clinician or, perhaps a local practitioner or practitioners could be
authorized to undertake these examinations. It is difficult for any senior citizens to travel
all the way to Melbourne to get this work done. Although I do not wish to amplify the
matter tonight, public transport from the electorate I represent to the city is not good and
makes travelling for such people more difficult.
The fifth matter to which I refer is law and order in Dromana. During the last election
campaign the responsible Minister said that a new police station would be built at Rosebud
and that the first stage would be completed by July 1985. We are now at the end of April
and not one sod has been turned.
A 24-hour police station is needed in the Dromana area. There is no 24-hour police
station anywhere along the Port Phillip Bay coast. Honourable members are aware of the
enormous numbers of people who visit the area during the summer. I invite the responsible
Minister to consider an interim proposal to increase the number of police officers on the
Port Phillip Bay coast using the current building facilities, unsatisfactory as they are. I
know that the representatives of the Police Force in the area I represent would encourage
this proposal and would be willing to work under difficult conditions if they could have
extra staff to provide a 24-hour service.
One patrol a night works in the southern peninsula area. That is grossly inadequate.
Cases have been referred to me where police assistance has been needed but it has not
been available because the car was 30 or 40 miles away. The provision of more staff is
needed urgently whilst a station is being constructed so that a 24-hour police station can
be set up in existing facilities.
The matters about which I have been talking illustrate a very broad principle.
Honourable members interjecting.
Dr WELLS-It is suggested, by interjection, that I should finish with something "nice".
The point I was about to make could be considered to be nice by honourable members
opposite because I relate it to Governments of all political persuasions. My point is that I
believe the real dilemma facing democratic governments today is the difficulty in making
money meet the general needs of the community. There is a tremendous need today to
examine very carefully and stringently how we spend money because of the huge gap that
exists between the needs of the community and the capacity of Government to provide
funds.

I say with respect, but very firmly and clearly, that it seems to me despite the great
plethora of statistics, claims and counter-claims to which we have listened over the past
three and a bit years about how much money the Government is spending, it may all be
summed up in the one figure. If one looks at the Treasurer's Budget Bill speech each year,
one sees that the Government is spending approximately 60 per cent more than the last
Thompson Liberal Government spent.
Expenditure by the Government has jumped from $5 billion to $8 billion in round
figures. No matter what anyone says, that is the figure. I do not challenge the Government
on particular points but say simply that 60 per cent is far in excess of any allowance
necessary for consumer price index increases, and the claim that the Government is paying
for a deficit caused by the former Government is demonstrably and literally untrue.
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The Government does not do itself a service nor add to the debate by making such a
spurious claim. The extra $3 billion a year that is being spent by Victoria at present is
certainly the maximum possible. The more the Government extracts in taxes and charges,
the more it stunts the initiative of the people to be creative.
The Government must look at this Supply Bill and those in the next three years and
consider if it can get more money into things that are really needed, such as those I have
spoken about and others have talked about, and less into expanding the Public Servicegood though it may do. It is beyond question that in Australia there are more public
servants than in any other democracy in the world. There is no evidence that, as a result,
we have better government.
The Government has gone as far as it can in taxing the community. We have, after all,
as a nation-I know this does not refer directly to the State of Victoria, although I am
confident it does on a pro rata basis-for more than ten years taken 1 per cent more each
year from the gross national product as taxes. Ten years ago this nation took 32 per cent,
in round figures, from the gross national product to be spent by Government. Today that
figure is 42 per cent. Putting aside whether it be a Labor or Liberal Government, that
cannot go on. No Government can continue to do that.

Honourable members interjecting.
Dr WELLS-I do not ask for more spending, I ask that the money that we have be
spent more cleverly and wisely. The sum of what I wish to say in the debate on the Bill is
that, if not this year then next year, if the Government wishes to live up to its claims and
wishes to survive, it must find the smarter ways of spending.
Mr E. R. SMITH (Glen Waverley)-I am pleased to speak tonight in the debate on the
Supply Bill because I am able to raise a point that is close to my mind-that is, the subject
of waste. In the past week, pertinent to the subject of waste, a visit by the eminent
American, Peter Grace, was organized by the chamber of commerce and other business
sectors. Mr Grace is a Democrat and has been brought to Australia to give us the benefit
of a survey he conducted in America.
This survey was conducted by a Democrat for a Republican President, and it is significant
that it was considered to be an important subject. It found that there is 5 per cent of fat
throughout private enterprise. It is a common figure. Up to 13 per cent of waste or fat has
also been found in Government administration. When asked whether this was applicable
to Australia, Mr Grace said be believed the same figures would probably apply here.
Earlier in the debate, the honourable member for Prahran, in discussing waste, was
endeavouring to translate these findings into practicalities and he suggested that if people
working in government were able to discover where waste was occurring, they should be
rewarded with 10 per cent of the money saved. That would make the public sector more
aware. Within the Government sector, especially, there is a notion that waste is a way of
life.
Most relevant at the moment in the matter of waste is the tax debate. Most honourable
members would agree with me that they are paying too much in personal income taxes.
The tax summit, about which people are arguing throughout the country, will encompass
the question of whether taxes should have a broader base. If we are to cut taxes through
the elimination of waste, we must deal with the higher proportion of 13 per cent of
Government expenditure that is wasted. That would put us on track in our endeavour to
cut Government expenditure.
Honourable members are probably aware that, 30 years ago, 27 per cent of the gross
national product was spent by Government, including Federal, State and local government,
as well as Government instrumentalities. Today that figure has risen to the vicinity of 42
per cent.
Session 1985-17
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Families in the electorate I represent are screaming that they are the new poor. They are
families with single income earners. These families are claiming that Governments are
spending more and giving back less. It is no news to honourable members that we are
paying too much in personal income tax and this could be alleviated if the waste that
occurs in government were eliminated. The question is: How can it be done? I have had a
fair bit to do with the Public Service and Public Service organizations during the past 30
years. There is a mentality existing-a bottomless pit syndrome, and it would appear that
the bigger the job the bigger the bottomless pit would be. There is no responsibility in
many sectors-not all, but many-to suggest that if this were pinpointed by supervisors
and by people who should be caring, the waste could be eliminated.
I base my argument on my experience in Army officer training, where young men and
women coming into officer training were first imbued with the need to use resources
economically, whether they be people, supplies or money. They understood that at some
stage the big cuts would come, and they do come.
Recently, there was a 10 per cent cut across the board of personnel at headquarters and
logistic command levels. The usual complaint followed: "We won't be able to complete
the chores on time." Because they were able to rearrange their priorities, because they were
professional in their own right, the chores were done and the matters were completed on
time. It is a matter of priorities. People who are able to organize themselves are the keys
behind running successful organizations and the keys behind professionalism. Good people
get their priorities right!
I have had experience as a 24-year-old pictorial editor of a newspaper in seeking to
reduce waste. The tasks that have to be completed must be observed carefully in any
organization, including a Government department, but people are not prepared to take
the risks and allow themselves to be caught out. They are not prepared to get their
priorities right. I can remember three major catastrophies occurring on one day during the
time when I was a pictorial editor. For instance in one day there was a fire, a double
murder and an incident involving a judge that needed to be covered.
Mr Jolly-What does that have to do with Supply?
Mr E. R. SMITH-I am using this as an example of people who are able to economize.
If they are prepared to set priorities, they may reduce waste. With a staff of twelve, one

must allocate the staff sensibly to satisfy the insatiable appetite of a newspaper editor.
Mr Maclellan-Or the Treasurer.
Mr E. R. SMITH-If this insatiable appetite of the Treasurer is to be met, priorities
must be observed. In the Public Service, people ask for more staff because they are not
prepared to take the necessary risks themselves. This relates to the professionalism to
which I referred earlier. People are scared of being caught out. That is the reason for
overstaffing. In many cases they are frightened for their own promotional prospects and
therefore they staff to the hilt. That is a complete and utter waste. I am often aghast at
oversimplifying issues. For instance, if a school bums down it is an oversimplification of
the issue to say that the next day the teacher must have the voice, blackboard and chalk to
teach the children, because the professionalism of the person will enable him or her to
continue the job.
In the electorate I represent a bus company runs a service from Glen Waverley railway
station to Wheelers Hill. Recently, the Metropolitan Transit Authority, in collaboration
with the bus company, decided that the route would be cut and that buses would be taken
from the main roads, such as Springvale Road and Gallaghers Road, to the smaller streets
and side streets that have not been properly made for heavy traffic. The buses were
diverted from the main arterial roads to streets such as Glen Road. The protests that
followed were voluminous and the number of petitions that were taken up was incredible.
I have seen hundreds of them. The people were complaining about the possible harm that
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might be caused not so much to the small streets but to their children. It is frightening,
because those small, quiet streets are now being used as main arterial roads.
My point in raising this matter in the debate on the Supply Bill is that the council and
the people involved were not consulted in the first place by the Government. As honourable
members are aware, in the past three years the powers of local government have been
trimmed considerably. In previous times, councils would have necessarily been consulted.
However, an authority can now go ahead and make its own decisions. In the case of Glen
Road the council has responded by making the street a one-way street, which has completely
foiled the bus company that recommended to the Metropolitan Transit Authority that
this procedure go ahead. The position will be remedied but, had the priorities been correct
in the first place, with the MTA being obliged to discuss the matter with the council, the
hours of wasted meetings that have had to be held would not have taken place. The
council's right to veto should not have been taken away.
Considerable improvements in the standard of living have been made in the past 30
years, especially in the material sense. Young people have not had to experience many of
the situations that my generation had to experience as young people, such as chopping
wood and collecting eggs. Children of today, in many cases, are not aware of those
experiences-they have been replaced by television. The saving of waste is an apolitical
matter that all political parties must consider. The non-caring attitude at all levels is of
concern. I suggest that, as a remedy, a campaign be developed to get the message through
at the school level, through television and to Government departments, so that supervisors
in Government departments can eliminate the 13 per cent waste that has been mentioned.
If all Australians could adopt the attitude that there is eternal vigilance towards waste,
that would lead to economizing and we would then be on the final path towards running
the country in a more economic and equitable way.
Mr A. T. EVANS (Ballarat North)-It is unfortunate that I have only 3 minutes at my
disposal because of the Government's unreasonable censoring of the opportunity of
honourable members to debate the Supply Bill. Every honourable member should have
the right to debate the Bill. The Deputy Premier is doing his best to stifle debate by making
interjections.
The SPEAKER-Order! The honourable member has only 2 minutes.
Mr A. T. EVANS-Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am aware of the time available to me. I
wish to raise four matters. The first issue is the possible closure of the Young Women's
Christian Association establishment in Ballarat. In one week, 3000 people use that facility,
many of them unemployed. We have asked the Minister for Sport and Recreation to
consider helping the association, but he refused to do so and wants to pass the buck back
to local government. He wrote a grossly inaccurate letter, which was published in a
newspaper, in defence of his behaviour towards the people ofBallarat. By their own efforts,
the people concerned raised $200 000 for a new gymnasium and swimming pool. He then
told me that money cannot be wasted.
The honourable member for Evelyn mentioned all the money that has been given to
various Australian groups, such as trades hall councils and even the clowns' school in
Morwell. From the behaviour of honourable members on the Government side of the
House, it appears that some of them must have graduated from that school!
There is also the matter of local government. The new Minister is hell-bent on creating
mass municipalities that will have to accept increased responsibilities. This Government
will shovel its own responsibilities on to them.
The SPEAKER-Order! The time appointed for the remaining stages of the Bill has
now arrived.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was read a second time.
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The SPEAKER-Is leave granted to proceed to the third reading?
Mr MACLELLAN (Berwick)-No.
The Bill was committed.
The CHAIRMAN (Mr Fogarty)-The time for all stages of the Bill has now expired.
The question is:
That the clauses be agreed to.

The question was agreed to.
The SPEAKER-Order! The Chairman of Committees informs me that the Committee
has gone through the Bill and agreed to the same without amendment.
Mr Ramsay-That is not true. The Committee did not go through the Bill.
The SPEAKER-Order! Does the honourable member for Balwyn wish to raise a point
of order?
Mr RAMSAY (Balwyn)-Mr Speaker, it is hardly correct to say that the Committee
has gone through the Bill. It did not have the opportunity of doing so.
The SPEAKER-Order! I am not sure what the honourable member is attempting to
do, but he has no right to rise at this time.
The Bill was reported to the House without amendment, and passed through its remaining
stages.

ADJOURNMENT
"Neo-Tech" claim-Ownership of granny flats-Driver's licence renewals-Traffic lights
in Wantirna-Tote-AII betting system-Certificate of Applied Science, Conservation
and Resources-Municipal boundaries review-Moo Water Board-Use of.converted
commercial vans-Funeral service of Mr John Hill
The SPEAKER-The time appointed by Sessional Orders for me to interrupt the
business of the House has now arrived. The question is that the House do now adjourn.
Dr COGHILL (Werribee)-I raise for the attention of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs a matter concerning a document the origin of which was an American publishing
company, I. & O. Publishing Company, Inc., whose address is given as Box 11185,
Paradise, Nevada. The document claims to have a publication describing a supposedly
new field of knowledge called "Neo-Tech", which is alleged to help people in all fields of
human relations, both business and personal relations. The document that I have received
is headed:
The most important moneyjpowerjromantic-Iove discovery since the industrial revolution.

It refers to an interview with a Dr Frank R. Wallace, and says that Dr Wallace researched
what is described as "Psychuous Sex" -whatever that is-to uncover a powerful array of
new knowledge called Neo-Tech. It goes on to say:
Dr Wallace researched Psychuous Sex to uncover a powerful array of new knowledge called Neo-Tech. That
new knowledge allows any person to prosper monetarily, personally, romantically, sexually, and financially
anywhere in the world, even during personal or financial hard times, inflation, boom times, recession, depression,
war.

The document goes on to claim that Dr Wallace is a former senior research chemist for E.
I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. and that he has an impressive string of industrial inventions
in the industrial chemistry area. It goes on to suggest that, subsequent to that work, he
undertook some research in what can generally be described as the psychology area and
came up with this wonderful new discovery of"Neo-Tech".
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I suggest to the House and to the Minister that the claims of the publishers are
undoubtedly false. I have had checked the scientific literature for any evidence to support
the record of Dr Frank R. Wallace, either as an industrial chemist or in this area of
psychology. I have also had checked the data bank which is available in respect of American
magazine and newspaper publications. In every case it has resulted in a total failure to
find any mention of Dr Frank R. Wallace, "Neo-Tech" or any other reference that could
reasonably be construed as a reference to either Dr Frank R. Wallace or to this new form
of psychological practice.
The document solicits people to purchase the publication, enabling a person to adopt
this new "Neo-Tech", and Australians are invited to send $98.75.
The claims are undoubtedly false. There is no evidence whatever to support the
credentials of the gentleman concerned or the credibility of the psychological method
which is promoted through this publication, and I urge the Minister for Consumer Affairs
to closely examine the issue and to join me in warning anyone who may have received
this literature not to accept it and not to act on it.

Mr PLOWMAN (Evelyn)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Housing and, in his
absence, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services might forward it to the Minister
for his attention. It concerns a Miss Egan of 46 Fernhill Road, Mount Evelyn, who
purchased a "granny" flat from Karinya Constructions Pty Ltd. Miss Egan made two
payments- a $500 depost and a $16 431 final payment on 7 February 1985, a total of
$16 931. She obtained a certificate of occupancy on 7 March 1985.
When an inspector from the Housing Ministry came to make a final inspection, Miss
Egan mentioned that she wished to construct an external pergola on her flat. The inspector
retorted, fairly sharply, "No, you are not," and advised her, "You cannot even put a nail
in the wall on which to hang a picture." Miss Egan then retorted, "I own the unit. Surely I
can do what I want with it." The inspector's retort was, "No, you do not. You should not
even be here anyway, because you are too young at 55 years of age."
Miss Egan is handicapped; she has a speech impediment and is physically handicapped.
The attitude of the officer was both arrogant and insensitive. The question I raise with the
Minister is: What rights has an owner or purchaser of a granny flat to do maintenance
alterations or build such items as external pergolas? The key question is: Does she own
the granny flat, having paid approximately $17 000 for it, or is it expensive key money to
obtain one of these units? Miss Egan was told that she can sell the flat back to the
commission if she becomes permanently incapacitated or moves out permanently. She
asks how she can sell something that she is told she does not own.
At no stage during the negotiations was Miss Egan ever told that she did not own the
unit. I ask the Minister whether she can sell the unit back to the Housing Commission and
lease it from the commission at the rates quoted in the commission's brochure. It would
seem appropriate that all purchasers of these granny flats should be given clear detaiJs of
the conditions under which they occupy them before the potential owner signs any contract.
I should be pleased if the Minister could explain for the sake of my constituent and for
other would-be owners of granny flats just what the rights of the occupier are, having paid
such substantial amounts of money to obtain them.

Mr JASPER (Murray Valley)-I raise a matter concerning drivers' licence renewals
and the establishment of photo-point agencies throughout Victoria for the attention of the
Minister for Transport. Many country areas do not have photo-point agencies. Renewals
can be obtained at Road Traffic Authority agencies throughout Victoria, many of which
are located in the metropolitan area. In other parts of country Victoria where no Road
Traffic Authority agency exists, the Ministry of Transport has set up agencies at chemist
shops, especially Amcal chemists.
The problem in the electorate I represent is that in some areas there are no agencies
available for the issue of licences and the printing of a photograph on the licence. I refer to
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areas such as Cobram, Numurkah and the township of Rutherglen. If a person lives at
Rutherglen, he or she has to go to Wodonga, Wangaratta or Yarrawonga to obtain a licence
renewal. A person living at Cobram or Numurkah must travel to Yarrawonga or Shepparton
for a licence renewal because of the requirement to have the photograph taken at a certain
agency outlet.
I have made representations to both the former Minister of Transport and the current
Minister for Transport, both of whom have indicated that a number of agencies and
outlets have been appointed throughout Victoria and the Road Traffic Authority will
examine how the system operates over approximately twelve months before re-examining
the situation to ascertain whether new photo-point agencies should be established.
I believe further photo-point agencies should be established to service country Victoria.
The chemist at Rutherglen has offered his services as a photo-point agency, but the
authority and the Minister have rejected this application. It is against the interest of
country people not to have the ability to obtain their licence renewals readily.
It is also important to point out that many people have to take time off work-either
half a day or a full day-to travel to nearby towns to obtain their licence renewal when
they cannot do so in their own town. This causes many problems for people in country
areas. I ask the Minister to review the situation urgently with a view to appointing
additional agencies-not necessarily with Amcal chemists-so that small country centres
are provided with a licence renewal service.
Mrs HIRSH (Wantirna)-I raise a matter concerning traffic lights in the electorate I
represent for the attention of the Minister for Transport or, in his absence, the Minister
for the Arts. Over the past three years there has been a significant improvement in traffic
flow and safety in the electorate due to the installation of traffic lights and improvements
to roads. However, there are two important areas where some danger and delays can
occur. The first is in Scoresby Road, Bayswater, opposite the High and Station streets
intersection. On one side of the road there are shops, schools and the railway station, and
on the other side of the road there are houses and an ever-increasing number of units and
flats into which elderly people are moving. They have considerable difficulty crossing
Scoresby Road to reach the facilities and services they need.
The other area of difficulty is at the corner of High Street Road and Stud Road, Wantirna
South. A new T AFE college is being built and, since construction is running to time, it will
soon be opening. There are no traffic lights at the intersection and, because of the fast
development taking place, there is a big increase in traffic flow, especially during the
morning and evening peak hours. Motorists are finding that instead of being able to make
right-hand turns they have to make left-hand turns and further up the road make V-turns.
Once the college opens, there will be pedestrian traffic to a new set of shops being built.
I ask the Minister to consider the need for traffic lights and for continuing the work
achieved in servicing the electorate with a pedestrian facility with the lights at the Scoresby
Road-Station Street intersection and ordinary traffic signals at the Stud Road and High
Street intersection in Wantirna South. I hope the Minister can address the problem as
soon as possible.
Mr REYNOLDS (Gisborne)-The matter I raise for the attention of the Minister for
Sport and Recreation concerns the introduction of the Tote-All betting system by the
Totalizator Agency Board for on-course installations.
As the House will be aware, the Tote-All system enables those who attend race meetings
anywhere in Victoria to bet concurrently upon a race meeting on whatever code is covered
by the board at that particular course. However, if one attends some Saturday meetings at
present one cannot bet on-course at Sydney or Melbourne meetings and must go to a
Totalizator Agency Board agency. The Tote-All system is already installed and available
for punters who attend race meetings at Mornington, Pakenham, Cranbourne and Yarra
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Glen. However, it is not available at the other 48 courses in Victoria. I refer to courses at
Bendigo, Kilmore, Kyneton, Werribee and Geelong. I am sure that the course at Geelong
would interest the Minister for Sport and Recreation.
The availability of sell-pay windows for all punters will provide a better and faster
service that will enable punters to bet on all meetings and place bets before races commence.
That is a great advantage, particularly on Saturdays when big betting takes place on city
meetings in Sydney, Adelaide and Melbourne.
The advantages are that racing clubs will gain great benefits. Currently, racing clubs
receive approximately 2·25 per cent of the Totalizator Agency Board turnover whereas
they receive 6·5 to 7·5 per cent of the on-course turnover. It is also to the advantage of the
Government as it gleans quite a deal of money from the Totalizator Agency Board and
from on-course betting. The Government needs more money in its coffers.
The Victorian Country Racing Council and country racing officials all agree that ToteAll needs to be installed. I ask that the Minister takes all the necessary steps to apply
pressure to the appropriate places as well as releasing the necessary finance. The matter is
of major concern to the racing industry and the Treasurer. I trust the Minister will use all
officers necessary to fix the problem forthwith.
Mr WEIDEMAN (Frankston South)-I bring to the attention of the Minister for
Education the problem associated with a course for a Certificate of Applied Science,
Conservation and Resources, which is conducted at both the Creswick School of Forestry
and Land Management and the Frankston Technical and Further Education College.
The course was instituted by the Lands Department in 1974 and was approved by the
Public Service Board in 1976. The course has continued for nine years at both the college
at Frankston and the school at Creswick. As honourable members are aware, the Lands
Department no longer exists and the relevant department is the Department of
Conservation, Forests and Lands.
Conflict about the course has arisen. It appears that almost 1000 students have
successfully completed this course, both at Creswick and at Frankston. The funding for
the course at Frankston is provided from T AFE funds, which provides $186 000.
Recently, letters have been sent from the TAFE college at Frankston and the office of
the T AFE Board to the Education Department and the school at Creswick to outline the
guidelines for the course at Frankston for 1985. To this date, no answer has been received.
It appears that the Department of Conservation, Forests and Lands is duplicating the
T AFE course at the Creswick school. That is an inordinant waste of money because T AFE
is providing $186 000. The department wants more of the units of the course to be taught
at Creswick, and students at that school have been instructed not to attend units at
Frankston.
The Minister for Education should have words with the Minister for Conservation,
Forests and Lands in another place to resolve the problem. It is almost May and the first
school term is almost over. It is a waste of money for units to be duplicated. Around the
State, various courses are being duplicated and that is a waste of money.
With the indulgence of the House, I wish the Opposition Whip, the honourable member
for Malvern, all the best for his pending marriage and I wish him well for the future.
The SPEAKER-Order! That is not a matter of Government administration.
Mr DICKINSON (South Barwon)-I refer a matter to the Minister for Local
Government concerning the municipal boundaries review conducted in the Geelong area.
As the Minister is aware, the original inquiry was cancelled by the Minister and advice of
that action was received by councils on Friday, 26 April this year after they had spent
considerable effort and money in making submissions to the inquiry. I understand that
$50 000 has been spent by numerous councils. The Shire ofLeigh is particularly concerned
about the last minute advice of the cancellation, the appointment of Mrs J oan Creati as a
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member of the inquiry, and the inclusion of the municipality in some new terms of
reference.
Last night at a meeting held at Geelong with mayors and shire presidents, where they
addressed the problem to local members of Parliament-including the honourable member
for Geelong and the two members representing Geelon~ Province in another place-they
were anxious to meet with the Minister and the PremIer during the current week. They
are concerned at the remarkable appointment of Mrs Creati to the inquiry, as she is the
electorate secretary of a member for Geelong Province. Considerable opposition exists to
the appointment because the councils believe that she has neither the experience nor the
impartiality for the task at hand. I ask the Minister to indicate what he will do during the
current week and I insist that he allow the inquiry to be conducted under the original
terms of reference in view of the considerable input that municipalities have already
made.
Mr DELZOPPO (Narracan)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Water Resources
concerning the Moe Water Board. The Minister has decreed that an election take place for
the appointment of several members of that board while other members are appointed by
the Governor in Council, in other words, they are appointed by the Minister. The problem
has arisen because the Minister has delayed making his wishes known so far as the
Government appointees are concerned, and there are several members of the board who
have enjoyed the confidence of the previous Minister and are uncertain as to whether they
should wait until the Minister makes up his mind regarding whether he will reappoint
them. Nominations opened today and they are open for seven days. The Minister should
examine the matter and sort out who are the Government nominees so that members of
the board who have enjoyed the previous Minister's confidence know where they stand.
Mr COLEMAN (Syndal)-I raise a matter with the Minister for Transport concerning
the use of passenger vehicles which are, in effect, converted commercial vans. A number
of organizations have purchased vehicles which are converted commercial vans and which
do not meet the required passenger safety regulations.
I refer to the use of the Volkswagen Caravelle, which meets the requirements so far as
passenger safety levels are concerned for vehicles which can accommodate six to eight
passengers. The Caravelle is the only vehicle on the Australian market which meets
passenger safety levels.
On a number of occasions when vehicles have been involved in road accidents they
have opened up like tin cans and the people inside those vehicles have been exposed to
extreme danger. The Volkswagen Caravelle van is strengthened at the point of impact and
at other points on the vehicle, whether it be a side impact or top impact, but the one
restriction against further use is the question of cost.
The Australian Customs Service, in applying a duty for this type of vehicle, restricts the
remission of duty to those organizations which use vehicles for handling mentally and/or
physically handicapped children. Although this is an appropriate use, a large number of
organizations have purchased vehicles to carry between six and eight passengers,
particularly those servicing schools and community organizations, and the safety level is
such that the people who travel in those vehicles are exposed to a danger that is not
otherwise covered by this Volkswagen Caravelle.
I ask the Minister for Transport to take up with his Federal counterpart and, through
him, the Australian Customs Service, the remission of duty for organizations other than
the ones dealing with mentally and/or physically handicapped children so that the franchise
under that remission of duty may be extended to other organizations performing a
community service. In that way, organizations performing those services would be relieved
of the duty imposed in the purchase of these vehicles.
I impress on the Minister that if the Government is to pursue a quest for road safety, it
should use vehicles that have the capacity to provide that safety and this is one way in
which we might all contribute towards that.
520

30 April 1985

Adjournment

ASSEMBLY

49

Mr KEN NETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I raise a matter for the attention of the
Premier. Earlier today members of Parliament had the opportunity of paying their formal
respects to a former member and Minister who died. However, we do not seem to have
the opportunity of paying respects to those who have served Parliament well but were not
members of Parliament.
Today a funeral was held for Mr John Hill who was President of the Press Gallery in
this place from 1950 to 1963 and who served this Parliament well. I believe when members
of the public, within Parliament or outside, render a real service, as did Mr Hill-and I
knew him personally, although not in his function as President of the Press Gallery-there
must be some provision whereby honourable members can recognize those individuals,
whether they be staff or members of the Press Gallery.
On behalf of members of the Opposition, I pay our respects to John Hill's family for the
work that he did professionally and independently in reporting the forms ofParliamen~.
The SPEAKER-Before asking the Premier to respond to what I consider to be a
narrow view of Government administration, it is not usual but I take some licence and
ask honourable members to wish the honourable member for Malvern well for the event
that will occur tomorrow. I am sure honourable members would agree with me that it will
be of enormous benefit to the honourable member for Malvern after the proceedings are
completed tomorrow.
Mr CAIN (Premier)-The matter to which the Leader of the Opposition drew the
attention of the House should be considered by the Standing Orders Committee, of which
the Speaker is the Chairman.
I share the sentiments of the Leader of the Opposition that there should be some facility
in this place to pay tribute, at appropriate times, to persons who have had a long association
with the House in a working capacity. John Hill was such a person. He was well known to
me over a long period, as I am sure he was to other honourable members. I join with the
Leader of the Opposition in paying tribute to his work as a member of the Press Gallery
and, after his retirement, his work in another capacity closely associated with the House
and its business over a long period.
That is something to which the Standing Orders Committee should give some
consideration.
Mr ROPER (Minister for Transport)-The honourable member for Murray Valley
raised the matter of photo-point agencies in country areas. The Road Traffic Authority
has that matter under review at the moment. It is examining and considering whether any
additional places are required or possible, given that there may be some financial penalty
to the authority from such expansion. I hope there will be additional photo-point agencies
in country Victoria in the near future.
The honourable member for Syndal raised the matter of commercial vehicles being used
as buses, as he said. If the honourable member can provide specific information, I will
have that practice drawn to the attention of the Road Traffic Authority for its examination.
The honourable member for Wantirna raised the important matter of traffic signalization
at a number of major intersections in the electorate she represents. This is a matter that
she has already raised with me because of her concern in this area. The two intersections
she mentioned, the Scoresby Road-Station Street, Bayswater, intersection and the Stud
Road-High Street Road, Wantirna South, intersection are being examined. I will make
inquiries from the Road Traffic Authority and be in touch with the honourable member
soon.
Mr SIMMONDS (Minister for Local Government)-The honourable member for
South Barwon raised a matter relating to the municipal boundaries review in the Geelong
district being conducted by the Local Government Department.
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The review was made necessary because of a number of factors; firstly, a requirement
for the replacement ofa person on a division of the review body as a result ofa resignation;
secondly, the desire to include the Shire ofLeigh in the terms of reference of the review;
and, thirdly, the advice received indicated that the original referral needed to be changed
to provide a much more specific referral.
Those three factors were dealt with and the earliest opportunity was taken to advise
those affected by letters posted on Wednesday night. Consequently, when I was in Geelong
on Friday, the circumstances were explained to the councils concerned.
As to the suitability or otherwise ofMrs Joan Creati, I suggest to the honourable member
for South Barwon that to bar a person from appointment to a State-wide review body on
the ground of residence in a particular locality would not be a correct approach.
I believe Mrs Creati is an interested person in the area; her qualifications are excellent;
she is well recommended; she is on the regional consultative council and is now on the
Geelong Art Gallery Committee; she also has a working knowledge of local government
in relation to other authorities-the Geelong Regional Commission and the Geelong and
District Water Board, whose structures are unique to Geelong.
I find no criticism of her qualifications. The question of suitability of a local resident
was apparently an issue. It may be a peculiar situation in respect of Geelong. I do not
think it applies to the rest of the community in Victoria.
In my view, the original appointment is a good one and should stand. The inquiry about
to be undertaken by the division is an important investigation for the future of local
government not only for the Geelong area but also throughout the State. The decisions to
be made will provide the guide for the structure of local government in the Geelong area
into the 21st century.
While the Government continues to look to local initiative relating to boundary
alterations, it is confident that the scope of the Geelong inquiry will encourage municipal
councils in other areas to move to initiate similar in-depth inquiries.
I pay tribute to my colleagues who raised a number of issues in respect of achieving a
speedy resolution of this question of getting boundaries in place in the Geelon~ district,
particularly those colleagues who met with me and the councils concerned on Fnday.
I believe there has been a genuine misunderstanding of the circumstances in which this
situation developed. The earliest possible opportunity was taken to advise the councils
but because submissions had been prepared on the original referral, it was necessary to
advise the councils concerned as quickly as possible to ensure an opportunity of review of
those submissions.
I point out that the six terms of reference in the new referral are designed to be as broad
as the original referral but contain the options that are specific. I imagine the work that
has already been done would be totally in conformity with the new referral. However, if
upon review councils need extra time to put additional material to the Government, that
time will be extended because solutions will not flow until around June. If the division
considers it necessary that matter can be dealt with.
Mr CATHIE (Minister for Education)-The honourable member for Frankston South
raised the issue of the Certificate of Applied Science, Conservation and Resources. Although
there appeared to be differences of view, perhaps conflict and duplication and a lack of
communication between the Creswick School of Forestry and Land Management and the
Frankston Technical and Further Education College, I am not aware of this difficulty. I
shall have discussions with officers of the T AFE Board to determine the facts and whether
the problem can be resolved.
Mr SPYKER (Minister for Consumer Affairs)-In answer to the matter raised by the
honourable member for Werribee regarding the "Neo-Tech" information package published
by Dr Frank Wallace, I point out that scheme comes from the United States of America.
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A couple of matters concern me. There is very li ttle knowledge of what the information
package contains other than that if one wishes to prosper monetarily, personally,
romantically, sexually and financially, one should apply for the package. It is highly
recommended for politicians, writers, lawyers and entrepreneurs.
I do not know whether people will be rushing to buy the "Neo-Tech" infomation
package but I give the warning that the cost of the first instalment, in Australian dollars, is
$98.75. I must also warn that our consumer affairs legislation has no jurisdiction outside
this State; so if a number of consumers take advantage of this package, I cannot guarantee
that the package will be posted to them. Indeed, consumers would have no redress in
either being able to take up the matter with the Bureau of Consumer Affairs or claim
through the Small Claims Tribunal.
I shall seek information from contacts in the United States of America with whom we
have worked on other schemes. It is of concern to the Ministry for Consumer Affairs that
for some months a number of publications have been circulating around the suburbs. We
want to ensure that before consumers send for this information package they will give the
matter careful consideration to ensure that their hard earned money is not squandered
and that they have some sort of redress if the scheme or the information package falls
through.
Mr TREZISE (Minister for Sport and Recreation)-The honourable member for
Gisborne continues to raise the difficulties associated with the Tote-All betting system of
the Totalizator Agency Board. The introduction of the system is overdue and the delay is
detrimental to clubs and punters, as well as to State revenue.
It is an interface link with the control totalizator system and has been delayed for some
time. One of the problems is the delay of hardware coming from the United States and no
one can be blamed for that. The system has not been tested adequately because of the
number of race days held during the week when the totalizator has been operating and, in
testing the operation in recent months, major faults have been found in the system.
Last week I checked with officers of the board who advised me that major tests were
taking place this week and they hoped the whole system would be operating by
approximately mid-May.
Mr McCUTCHEON (Minister for Water Resources)-The honourable member for
Narracan raised the matter of the Moe Water Board and the elections to be held on 25
May for that board. As the honourable member probably knows, boards have three
options for the election or appointment of members. The first option is by adult franchise,
the second option is by the constituent council and the third option is by Ministerial
appointment.
In this case, the Moe Water Board has a mixture of two of those options as a number of
members are elected by adult franchise and others have been appointed by me.
I am unable to inform the honourable member about the matter he raised, but I shall
make inquiries tomorrow and provide an answer for the honourable member some time
tomorrow.
Mr MATHEWS (Minister for Police and Emergency Services)-The honourable
member for Evelyn raised a matter of a constituent in a granny flat and I shall draw that
matter to the attention of the Minister for Housing who will, no doubt, give him a
considered reply.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at 11.18 p. m.
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Joint Sitting ofParliament

Joint Sitting of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly
Tuesday, 30 April 1985
La Trobe University-Victorian Institute of Secondary Education-Victorian Institute of
Marine Sciences
A joint sitting of the Legislative Council and the Legislative Assembly was held this day
in the Legislative Assembly Chamber to elect members to be recommended for
appointment to the Council of the La Trobe University, the Council of the Victorian
Institute of Secondary Education and the Council of the Victorian Institute of Marine
Sciences.
Honourable members of both Houses assembled at 6.2 p.m.
The Clerk-Before proceeding with the business of this joint sitting it will be necessary
to appoint a President of the joint sitting.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I move:
That the Honourable Frederick Sheppard Grimwade, MLC, President of the Legislative Council, be appointed
President of this joint sitting.

Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I have pleasure in seconding the motion.
The motion was agreed to.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S. Grimwade)-I thank honourable members for the
honour they have conferred upon me. I draw the attention of honourable members to the
extracts from the relevant legislation, which have been circulated. It will be noted that
each Act requires that the joint sitting be conducted in accordance with rules adopted for
the purpose by members present at the sitting. The first procedure, therefore, will be the
adoption of rules.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-Mr President, I desire to submit rules of procedure, which are
in the hands of honourable members, and I accordingly move:
That these rules be the rules of procedure for this joint sitting.

Mr KEN NETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I second the motion.
The motion was agreed to.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S. Grimwade)-The rules having been adopted, I am
now prepared to receive proposals from honourable members with regard to a member to
be recommended for appointment to the Council of the La Trobe University.
Mr JOLLY (Treasurer)-I propose:
That David John Lea, Esquire, MP, be recommended for appointment to the Council of the La Trobe
University.

He is willing to be recommended for appointment if chosen.
Mr KENNETT (Leader of the Opposition)-I second the proposal.
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. F. S. Grimwade)-Are there any further proposals?
As there is only one member proposed, I declare that David John Lea, Esquire, MP, has
been chosen to be recommended for appointment to the Council of the La Trobe University.
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